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MEETENa  OF  THE  PAELIAIIENT. 

13i6  Seaaion  of  Pabliahent  was  opened  by  Oominission. 

Thb  Lobd  Chakgkllob  ddwered 

f^tz  4Kaje0ts'0  ff o0t  6ctac{oa0  ^eecfi  3 

Boll  of  ths  Lobbs — Ghurter  King  of  Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the 
Table  (in  the  neual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the 
Fifth  Session  of  the  Twenty-first  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

BspRBSBaTATiys  Pbeb  fob  Ibeland — ^Writs  and  Betums  electing  the  Earl 
of  Caledon  a  Eepresentative  Peer  for  Ireland  in  the  room  of  the 
late  Lord  Headley,  deceased,  with  the  Certificate  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  annexed  thereto  :  Delivered  (on  oath),  and  Certificate 
read. 

Lobd  ICowbbat — ^The  House  being  informed  that  his  Lordship  was  attend- 
ing with  his  writ  of  sxmimons,  the  Lord  Chancellor  explained  to  the 
House  his  Lordship's  descent :  Then  his  Lordship  was  called  in,  and 
took  the  Oath ;  and  then  took  his  place  on  the  Baron's  Bench,  next 
below  the  Lord  de  Eos 

Ihb  Eabl  of  Sautt  Qbbhaks — Sat  first  in  Parliament  after  the  death  of 
luB  Father. 

Select  Vestries— 
Bill,  proformdf  read  IV 
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CoiooTTEE  FOB  Pbiyileoes — appointed'. 

SXTB-COMMITTEB  FOB  THE  JOTTBNAJLS — appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — appointed. 

COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JANUAET  17. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners;  —  The  House  went;  —  and 
having  returned ; — 

FarviLEaES — Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privileges  be  appointed. 

Outlawries  Bill- 
Bill  '^  for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clandestine  Outlawries  "  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

New  Membeb  Swobn — Lord  Burghley,  for  the  Northern  Division  of  the 
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After  further  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjowtned 
till  To-morrow. 

LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  JANUAET  18. 

IjTTEMPEIlANOE — MOTION  FOB  A   SeLECT  COMMITTEE — 

Moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  pre- 
valence of  habits  of  intemperance,  and  into  the  manner  in  which  those  habits  have 
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Ketropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Election  of  Members)  Bill  [n,h.'^Fr$mu$d  (Th$ 

Earl  of  Camperdoum) ;  read  1»  (No.  1)  , ,  , ,  ,,     154 
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COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JANUARY  21. 
QUESTIONS. 

IiMA— Thb   Wbst   Feonttkb   Poliot  —  Question,    General   Sir   George 

Balfour ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .     246 
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Answer,  Sir  Oharles  Adderley  . .  . .  . .     tM 
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Question,  Mr.  MaoOarthy ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  Adderley  . .     253 

India— Oasb   of   Fbivatb   Oobbbtt — Question,    Mr.    O'Beilly;   Answer, 

Lord  Oeorffo  Hamilton        . .  . .  . .  . .     254 

The  Eastbbn  Qttbstion— -Tubkbt  and  Qbbbob — Question,  Mr.  W.  Oart- 

wright ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  • .  . .  . .     254 

Malta — ^Bevenue  and  Taxation — ^Thb  Maltese  Nobility — Question,  Sir 

Qeorge  Bowyer ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .     255 

South  Afbioa — Outbbeak  of  the  Native  Tmbes — Question,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  . .     255 

Fabliament — Business   of   the   House — ^Abbanoement   of   Business — 

Questions,  Mx.  W.  E.  Forster,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Assheton  Oross,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Ezohequer  .  •  . .     256 

The  Addbbss  in  Answeb  to  the  Queen's  Speech — 
Beport  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read        • .  . .  . ,     257 

After  short  debate.  Address  agreed  ^:— To  be   presented   by   Friyy 
Oounoillors. 

Supply — JReeohed,  That  this  House  will,  upon  Wednesday,  resolve  itself 
into  a  Oommittee  to  consider  of  ihe  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesiy. 

Ways  and  Means — Beeohed,  That  this  House  will,  upon  Wednesday,  resolve 
itself  into  a  Oommittee  to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising 
the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

0BDEB8   OF  THE  DAY. 

Union  JuBtioes  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  42]— 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"--(Jfr.  O* Sullivan)  . .     268 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr.  Charlee  Lowie :)--' 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided:  Ayes  62,  Noes 

223  ;  Majority  161.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
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William  Johnston.) 
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Noes  138  ;  Majority  100.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second  Beading  put  off 

for  seven  months. 

Sale    of   Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday   (Ireland)  Bill 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5%^  O*  Conor  Don)    283 
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for  Wednesday. 

House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal  Bill  [BiU  45]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5»r  M.  Drummond 
Wolff)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     802 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  To-morrow. 
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East  Indu  (Publio  Wobks)— Motion  fob  a  SKLBcrr  Oommitteb — 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Oomxnittee  be  appointed  "  to  inquiro  into  and  report  as  to  the 
expediency  of  constructing  Publio  Works  in  India  with  money  raised  on  loan,"— 
{Lord  George  Hamilton)  . .  . .  . .  •  •      323 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words,  "and  further  to  inquire  into  the  best  ^ 
means  to  be  adopted  to  prevent  l^e  recurrence  or  to  mitigate  the  intensity  of  famines 
in  India ;  and  whether  by  greater  economy,  specially  with  regard  to  military  and 
other  charges  which  are  under  the  control  of  the  Home  authorities,  a  fund  for  the 
relief  of  famines  may  not  be  provided  without  subjecting  the  people  of  India  to  such 
burdensome  taxation  as  will  be  imposed  upon  them  by  the  contemplated  increase  of 
the  salt  du^,"— (Jfr.  Faweett.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — ^After  debate, 
Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

East  Indu  (Public  Woeks) — 

Select  Ck>mmittee  appointed,  <<  to  inquire  into  and  report  as  to  the  expediency  of  con- 
structing Public  Works  in  India  with  money  raisea  on  loan,  both  as  regards  finan- 
cial results  and  the  prevention  of  famine," — {Lord  George  SamilUm)  . .      356 

And,  on  February  18,  Ck)mmittee  nominated  (see  page  1919.) 

KiTOHEN    AND   BeFBESHMENT    BoOMS    (HoXTSB    07    OOMMONS) — ^MoTION    FOB 

A  Select  Oommittee — 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Ck>mmittee  be  appointed,  **  to  control  the  arrangements  of  the 
Kitchen  and  Befreshment  Booms,  in  Uie  department  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attend- 
ing this  House : " — List  of  the  Oommittee  . .  . .  ••     356 

Mbvedy  **  That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the  Oommittee." 

Amendment  proposed,  to   leave  out  the  word  ''  Three,"  in    order  to 

insert  the  worli  "Five," — (Mr.  JSardcastU,) — instead  hereof. 
.  Question,  "That  the  word  'Three'  stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put, 

and  negatived. 
Question,   "  That  the  word  '  Five '  be  inserted,  instead  thereof,"  put, 

and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 
Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum  of  the  Oommittee. 
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Parliamentary  Elections  (Metropolis)  Bill  [BiU  14]— 
Moved,  "That the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.867 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  ior  To-morrow. 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  77]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Meldon)        . .     358 
Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Wednesday 
13th  February. 

Public  Petitions — 
Select  Committee  appointed ;— Liflt  of  the  Committee  • «  • .  •  •     358 
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PnUio  Parks  (Scotland)  BiU  [BiU  34]- 
Movedy  *^  That    the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Fari&$eue 

Harriwn)       ..  ..  .,  ..  869 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
wUUed  for  Tueeday  next. 

Hypothec  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [Bill  49]— 
Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {General  Sir  George 

Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..362 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  ''That  the  Order  be  discharged," — {General 

Sir    George   Balfour :)—l£oiioii   agreed   to: — Order  aUeharged: — ^Bill 

wiMhramon. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair,"— (1%^  ff  Conor  Bon)  . .  • .  • .     364 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 
Cosunittee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday,  13th  February. 

Parliamentary  Blections  (Metropolis)  Bill  [Bill  14]— 
Bill  eoneidored  in  Committee    •  •  . .  •  •  •  •     364 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment;   to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Wedmeday  Jiexi. 


LORDS,  THUESDAT,  JANUAET  24. 

Thb  Hastbbh  Question — Statembnt  by  Hbb  Majbsty's  Government — 
Question,  Observations,  The  Duke  of  Argyll;  Eeply,  The  Earl  of 
BeaoonsBeld  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..365 


COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JANUAET  24. 

SUFBUQCBHTABY   ESTIICATB  '(NaVAL    AND   MiLITABY    SbBVIOBS)— NotioO    of 

Motion,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ,.  ..     368 

QtTESTIONS. 

BoYAJL  Pabkb,  &c.— Kew  (Jabdens— Question,  Sir  Henry  Peek;  Answer, 

Hr.CteaidNMl  ..  ..368 


Digitized  by 


Google 


TABLE  OF  OONTBNIS. 
[January  24.]  Pags 

QEoiiOaicAL  SuBVEY  OP  Irelaitd — ^Thb  '*  Freeman's  Jottbnal  " — Question, 

Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach         . .  . .     372 

OiviL  Bill  Ejeotmevts— ^Setubkb — Question,  Mr.  M^Harthy  Downing; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  .  •  .  •     373 

Parltamkntaby    Election    Petitions  —  Legislation  —  Question,    Mr. 

O'Oonor ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General . .  . .  . .     373 

The  Bankruptcy  Law — ^Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Freshfield;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  ..  ..  ..  ..     873 

The   Eastern   Qttestion  —  Despatches   op   January    4,    8,    and    10 — 

Questions,  Lord  Bobert  Montagu ;  Answers,  Mj.  Bourke  • .     873 

EussiA  AND  Turkey  —  The  War — Proposed  Terms  op  Peace — Question, 

Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  • .     374 

The  Supplementary  Estimates — Question,  Observations,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington ;  Beply,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     375 

Orders  op  the  Day — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee  on  the  Public  Business  of  the  House," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  ..  ..  .•  ..  ,,      377 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

Ordered^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Dav  be  postponed  until  after  the  Notices  of  Moti(m 
relating  to  the  Public  Business  of  we  House, — (Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

MOTIONS. 


Parliament — ^Public  Businbss— Motion  for  a  Select  Oommtptee — 

ler  the  best  means  of  pron 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)   . .      379 


Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  best  means  of  promoting 
the  Despatch  of  Public  Business  in  tms  House," — {Mr,  Chance  " 


Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  "  and  especially  to  inquire  into  ihe  desira- 
bility of  committing  Bills,  unless  when  otherwise  ordered,  to  Grand  Committees, 
instead  of  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House," — {The  0* Conor  Don.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  added :" — ^After  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  '*  and  whether  the  endeayoor  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  to  deal  with  the  legislatiye  requirements  of  the  three  Kingdoms  as 
to  local  affairs  has  not  been  a  serious  obstacle  to  the  due  and  expeditious  discharge  of 
the  general  Business  of  the  House,"— -(ifr.  CDonnelt)  . ,  . .     405 

Question  proposed,  <^That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — ^Amendment, 
by  leaye,  withdraum. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agr^d  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  *^  to  consider  the  best  means  of  promoting  the  Despatob  of 
Public  Business  in  this  House." 

Parmambnt — ^Public  Business— {Half-past  Twelve  Eule)— Eesolution — 

Moved,  "  That,  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no  Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be 
takmi  after  half-past  Twelve  of  the  dock  at  night,  with  refl[)ect  to  which  Order  or 
Notice  of  Motion  a  notice  of  opposition  or  amendment  shall  have  been  printed  in  the 
Notice  Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall  only  have  been  given  the  next  previous 
day  of  sitting,  and  objection  shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called, ' — {Mr, 
Mowbray)  ..  ,.  ,.  .,  ,.      4Q8 
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PiBLumNT— PxTBLic  Buuiniss— (Half-fast  Twblvb  Euib)— Rbsolvtion— tfWI<mM#<?. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  ''That/'  in  order  to  iiiBert  the  words 
"H  is  inexpedient  to  deal  with  the  proposed  rule  in  reference  to  Opposed  Business 
after  half -past  Twelve  until  the  Committee  on  the  Despatch  of  Puhhc  Business  has 
r^octed  to  the  House,'*— (Jfr.  mhhwt:) 

Qoeetion  proposed,  '<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — ^After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Besoltttion  put,  and  agr0dd  to. 


ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY. 


BoadB  and  BridgeB  (Sooiland)  BiU  [BiU  4]- 
Mff9§d^    "That  the    Bill  be    now  read    a    second  time," — {The  Lard 

Advocate)        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     419 

After  debate.  Motion  a^eed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  Tih^norrow. 

Kazriage  Preliminaries  (Sootland)  Bill— O'*^^^'^  (^*  Cameron^  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr. 

WLaren^  Mr,  Bme»t  Noel^  Mr.  Edward  Jenkim) ;  pret&nUd,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BillSe]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     434 

Heose  Occupiers  Disqualification  BemoTal  (Scotland)  Bill— Or^^f  (Dr.  Ckmmm, 

Sir  Smry   Wolff,  Mr.  Yam  Agnew,  Sir  mmam  Fraier,  Mr,  JUkekintoihy  Sir  George 
OampMf) ;  preeetUed,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  87]  . .  •  •     434 

Bar  Bducation  and  Discipline  Wl— Ordered  (Mr.  Attorney  Qeneralf  Mr.  Solicitor 

a«Mni/} ;  i^nMfiMy  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  68]  ..  ..     434 

Ibihh  Lahd  Aot  (1870)— 

Seleci  Committee  appointed,  <'to  inquire  into  the  working  and  results  of  the  44th, 
45th,  and  47th  Clauses  of  *  The  Irish  Land  Act,  1870,'  and  to  report  whether  any 
further  facilities  should  be  given  for  promoting  the  purchase  of  land  by  ocoupying 
teuants,"— (Jfr.  Shaw  Zefevre.) 

And,  on  February  7,  Committee  nominated: — ^List  of  the  Oommittee       • .     434 

LOEDS,  EEIDAT,  JANUAEY  35. 
Sat  FntsT — 

Arthur  Fitzgerald,  the  Lord  Einnaird^was  introduced  bj  Tirtue  of  a 
special  limitation  in  the  patent  dated  Ist  September  1860,  and  sat  first 
in  Parliament  after  the  death  of  his  brother  Qeorge  WilHam  Fox  Lord 
Kinnaird  (Lord  Bossie  and  Lord  Kinnaird  in  the  Peerage  of  the  United 
Kingdom),  and  took  the  Oath. 

The  Eastern  Question — ^Thb  Dabdanelles — Moyement  of  the  Fleet — 
Bbsionaxion  of  Ministers — Question,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich;  Answer, 
TheEaxlof  Beaconsfield: — Short  debate  thereon  ..  ..     435 

Ftnkral  of  Victor  Emmantjel — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Dorchester ; 

Beplj,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  . .  . .  . .     454 

ICanaosment  of  Bailways — Question,  Thd  Duke  of  St.  Albans ;  Answer, 

Lord  Henniker : — Short  debate  thereon  456 
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Exploration  of  Africa — Question,  Mr.  H.  B.  Bamuelson ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  .,458 

Thb  Irish  Constabxtlart — ^jPatments  for   Special   Ssryioes — Question, 

Mr.  Gbay ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  • .     458 

Oreeoe — Diplomatic   Communications— Question,    Mr.    W.    Cartwiight  ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     460 

Nayy — ^Thb  Mediterranban  Squadron — Questions,  Mr.  GK)urIey ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ..  ,.  ..  ••461 

India  —  Khelat  —  Occupation  of   Quetta  —  Question,    Mr.    Fawcett ; 

Answer,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .     462 

Indu— Bengal — Enhancement   of   Bent — Question,  Mr.   Ernest  Noel ; 

Answer,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton  • .  • .  .  •     463 

Post    Office  —  Private    Letter    Bags,    Edinburgh  —  Question,    Mr. 

McLaren ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . .  . .     463 

Turkey  —  The    Eeports    of    Consular   Officers  —  Question,    Mr.   J. 

Holms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  • .     463 

The   Eastern   Question — ^Present   Position    of   H.M.    (Jovernment — 

Questions,  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Beply,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer : — Short  debate  thereon    . .  . .     464 

Cetlon— EooLBSLisncAL  Qrants— Explanation,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .     473 

ORDEBS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


SupPLT — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speiier  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
India — ^The  Salt  Tax — ^Besolution — ^Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  older  to  add  the 
words  ''the  total  tuuttion  of  salt  in  India  being  already  excessiye  should  not 
be  increased,  and  especially  a  very  large  additional  burden  on  an  article  so  essen- 
tial to  life  and  health  should  not  be  placed  on  the  populations  of  Madras  and 
Bombay  at  a  time  when  they  are  ^eebled  and  emaciated  oy  a  very  prolonged  and 
severe  famine, — (Sir  Oeorge  Ciimp^tf^,)— instead  thereof  • .  . .     473 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Qxtebn's  Speech — ^Heb  Majesty's  Answeb  to  the  Addbess  reported  , .    488 

SxTPPLY— Committee— 
Question  i^ain  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proj^sed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  me  Question :" — ^Amencbnent  and  Motion,  by  leave,  ivithdraum : 
— Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870)  Amendment  Bill 

Movedy  "That  the  Bill   be  now  read  a  second  time," — (i&.  Shaman 

Crawford)       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..491 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months,"  — 

{Mr.  Alfred  Marten.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After    debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;   Ayes  66,  Noes 

85;  Majority  19.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 
Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

'Reeidingput  off  tor  six  months. 

Digitized  by  LjOOQIC 


TABLE  OF  OONTBNTS. 

[Jamry  25.]  Piy# 

Buknptqr  Act  (1869)  Amesdment  Bill  —  Ordered  (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr. 
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PttBamentary  and  Mnnidpal  Begistration  Bill  [Bill  73]— 
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Ml  do  ooncdflt  of  Twenty-one  Members. 

Ooimnittee  ncminated : — list  of  the  Committee  . .  . .     507 
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Ieb  Easixbv   Quxstiok — ^Bttssia   and   the   Pobte — ^Besoltjtion — 
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fis  are  neoessaiy  to  conform  to  the  Treaties  of  1856,  and  to  guard  Oonstantinople 
igainst  an  hostile  occupation, — (The  Lord  Campbell)  . .  . ,      508 

After  short  debate,  Moved  the  Pteyious  Question,— (2%«  Lard  Dorchester.) 
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^^seoimt  Sandon  •  •  . .  . .  , ,    530 
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Motion  for  Leave  {Mr,  Belater-Booth)  . .  , .  . .  583 
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Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

iOT  FHday. 

libel  Law  Amendment  BiU  [Bill  81]— 
iUvedy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Sutohinson)  . .     651 

[House  counted  out.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JANUARY  80. 

Imi  VoiB  ov  CBBDir  (Sutpiodieniaby  Estimates)— Notice,  Captain  Pirn       657 
YOL.  OOXXXYn.    [THiBD  SBBIBS.]         [  d  ]  L).g ,,,,  ,^  ^oOgle 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
[Jmuary  80.]  Pagi 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAT. 


Oriminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  28]— 

Mov$d^  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Evelyn  Ashley)     657 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now/'  and  at  ike  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months/' — {Mr. 

Serjeant  Simon.) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

— After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  186,  Noes 

76;  Majority  109.~(Div.  List,  No.  7.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee. 

Dental  Practitioners  BUI — Ordered  (Sir  John  Luhhock,  Sir  Philip  Egerttmy  Mr,  Gregory, 

Dr,  Lush) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  96]  .  •  . .      688 

Threshing  Machines  'BQl— Ordered  {Mr.  Ohaplin,  Mr,  Clare  Read,  Mr.  Maedonald) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  97]  . .  . .  . .      689 

L0ED8,  THURSDAY,  JANUARY  31. 

The  Easteen  Qttestion — ^Movements  of  the  Bbitish  Fleet — Questions, 
Observations,  Lord  Campbell,  Earl  Stanhope;  Eeply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby: — Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery : — Debate  thereon  • .  . .  , .     689 

COMMONS,  THUESDAY,  JANUAEY  81. 
QUESTIONS. 

Aemt  — The   Eoyal   WABBAirr   op   1877— -Abttoue    88 — Question,  Mr. 

Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oathome  Hardy       . .  . .  . .     722 

Highways  Bill — Question,  Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdater- 

Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     722 

Cbown  Teinds  (Scotland) — ^Legislation — Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .  . .     723 

The  Eastekn  Question — ^British  Subjects  in  Constantinople — Question, 

Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke         . ,  . ,  . .     723 

India — Khelat — Occupation    of    Quetta — Question,   Mr.    Grant    Duff; 

Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .    *  . .  . .     723 

Epping  Forest — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard 

Noel  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..724 

The  Egyptian  Obelisk  (Cleopatra's  Needle) — Question,   Mr.  Heygate ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel    . .  . .  . .  . ,    724 

!Railways — Level  Crossing  at  Badstock — Question,  Major  Allen ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .  . .    725 

The   late  Sergeant  McCarthy — The  Inquiry — Question,  Mr.  O'Connor 

Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  , ,  , .    726 

The   Eastern   Question  —  Telegraphic    Communication   in   Turkey  — 

Question,  Mr.  Chaplin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .    726 

The  Greeks — Correspondence   of  Mr.   Gladstone  (M.  Negroponte)— 

Question,  Mr,  Evelyn  Ashley ;  Answer^  The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Bzche^uer   727 

Uigitized  by  VJ VJV./ V  l^. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[Jamuary  81.]  Page 

Htdbofhobia — ^Legislation — Question,  Lord  Olaad  Hamilton;   Answer, 

The  Cfhanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     728 

The  Eastbbn  Question  —  Thb  Akmistice — ^Advance  of  the  Etjssian 
FoBGBS  —  Question,  Mr.  Ohaplin;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer      ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..728 

0BDEB8    OF    TEE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Tex  Sxtpplementaet  Esthcate — ^Amendment  proposed, 
To  kayo  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "this  House,  having  been  informed  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
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Bill  oonsidered  in  Committee    •  •  . .  . .  . .     813 
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Jtmph  Cowm.  Mr.  Muntz,  Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  Goulding);  pr$8mted,  and  read  the  first 
timep3iI19Sj  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     817 
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India  —  The  Nativb  Police  of  Bengal  —  Question,  Mr.    O'Donnell ; 

Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  . .  . .  1058 

Turkey  —  Eeugious  Persecution  in  Bulgaria  —  Question,  Mr.  Holt ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1054 

Ireland—The  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  Fund — Question,  Mr.  Ghray; 

Answer,  Sir  Michael  Sidcs-Beach  • .  , .  . .  1055 
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Obdootaii   La.w -*  Assattltb    ttpoh   thb   Poliob   in    Mbbionbthshibb-^ 

(teestion.  Sir  William  Bagge  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Oroes  , .  1066 

Thb  Bubialb  Quxstiok  —  Question,  Sir  Charies  Forster ;   Answer,   Mr. 

Osborne  Morgan  •  •  •  •  1056 

Thb  Eastbbn   Qttbstion— Thb   Wab— Blookadb   dt  thb  Blaok  Sba — 

Qaestion,  Sir  Charles  W.  IHlke;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1057 

Thb  SuFPLEicBiiTABT  EsTDCATB — ^Thb  Debatb  OF  Fbidat — ^Fersonal  Ex- 
planation, Mr.  Trerelyan     . .  •  •  •  •  ,  •  1057 

Moved,  ''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (ifr.  Percy  Wyndham:)^ 
After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

PsBTH  OouTTTY  Elbctiow— Eotum  amended    . .  . .  • .  1068 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


BuFFLY— Thb  Sttppudcbntaby  Estdcate — Abjottbitbd  Debatb.    [Foubth 
Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  fdlst  Januaiy],  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 


Chair  "  (for  Committee  of  Simply). 
Qaestion  again  proposed : — ^Deoate  remmed  • .  . .  1069 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  '' That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr. 

EyUmde :) — ^Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adfoumed  till  To-morrow. 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBBUABT  6. 
ORDERS  OF   THE  DA  7. 


land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  50]- 

Moeed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  — (JTr.  IPCarthy 

Downing)        .,  ..  ..  ..  ..   1140 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Sir 

John  Leslie.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— ^After  long  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  86,  Noes 

286;  Majonty  200.— (Div.  List,. No.  8.) 
Words  added: — Main  Question,'  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

Beading  put  off  for  six  months. 

PobUc  Prosecutor  Wl-^Ordend  {Sir  JBardley   Wihnot,  Mr.    JFalpoU,  Mr.    Watkin 

WiUimiu,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  ..  ••  ,.  ••   1198 


LOEDS,  THTJESDAY,  PEBEUAEY  7. 

Thb  Eastebh  Question  —  Questions,  Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards, 
Earl  Oranyille ;  Beplies,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  The  Earl  of  Derby : 
—^ort  debate  thereon       •«  ««  •»  «.  1198 
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QUESTIONS. 


Ohbist'b  Hospital— Cluesiion,  Sir  Gbarles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asahetou 

Cross  ..  ..  ..  .,  ..   1205 

TuBKEY  —  The   Wab — ^Blookadb   of   the   Black   Sea -^Question,  Mr. 

Collins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .   1205 

Oebmakt— Beligious  BBFtTQBBS— Question,  Sir  Oeorge  Bowyer ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..   1206 

Nay Y— Nayal  Enoineebs — Question,  Mr.  £.  J.  Seed ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  ..  '  ..  ..  ..  ..  1206 

PABLf AMENT—  Bepobts  OF  DEBATES — Quostiou,  Mr.  Dodsou ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1207 

ExPLosiYEs  Act,   1875  -*  CoiTTBYAJrcB   of   ExPtosTTlts  — '  Question,    Mr. 

Gourley ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .  . .  1207 

Metbopolitak   Boabb   of  Wobks — National   Opeba   House — Question, 

Colonel  Beresford ;  Answer,  Sir  James  M'Gkurel-Hogg  . .  . .  1208 

TuBKEY  —  The   Dabdanelles— Eittby   of   the   Fleet  —  Question,  Mr. 

Dillwyn ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     . .  • .  1208 

Abmy— The  Boyal  Wabbaitt^    1877 — Question,  Mx.  Dunbar;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  ..  ..  •,  ..  1209 

The   Egyptian   Obelisk   (Cleopatba's   Nbeblb) — Question,  Mr.  BaiUie 

Cochrane;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1209 

Army — ^The    Axtxiliaby  Hospital,    Woolwich — Question,   Mr.  Onslow; 

Answer,  Mx.  Oathome  Hardy  . .  . .  . .  1209 

The   Eastebn  Question — ^The  Wab — ^The  Abmistioe — Question,  Colonel 

Bame;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer        . .  . .  1210 

The   Eastebn   Question  —  A   Confebxnob  -^  Question,    Mr.  Whitwell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  ,.1211 

The  Eastebn  Qubstiqn-^Thb  Supplembntaby  Vote— Occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  the  Bussians — Questions,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 

ington;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer: — Short  debate 

thereon  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1211 


OBDEBS   OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply  —  The  Supplembntaby  Estimatb  —  Adjoubned  Debate  —  Fifth 
Night — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [31st  January],  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  " 
(for  Committee  of  Supply) :  —  Question  again  proposed : — Debate 
resumed  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .   1216 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  '<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — [^The 
Marquees  of  JSartington  :)'-Afbet  further  debate,  Motion,  by  leaye, 
wiihdraum : — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 
After  long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed,"— (Ifr. 
JRiehard  :)'—A&eT  fdtther  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  isitmrawn. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put : — The 
House  divided;  Ayes  295,  Noes  96;  Majority  199. 

Division  list.  Ayes  and  Noes  ••  ••  «•  1311 
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SUPPLY— eanaidersd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mbvedy  "  That  a  enin,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond 
the  ordinary  Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defraying  the  Expenses  which  may  be 
inonrred,  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1878,  in  increasingthe 
Efficiency  of  the  Naval  and  Military  Servioee  at  the  present  crisis  of  the  War 
between  Bnnia  and  Turkey." 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

HjIWthec  (Scotland)  (No-  2)'Bi!ll-~0rdered  {Sir  Oeolrg$  Balfour^  Lord  Douglas  Gordon, 

Mr,  Zain0,  Mr,  James  Barolay) ;  preamied,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  101]  . .     1314 

Oomitj  ConrtS  Jnrifldiction  (No.  2)  BlU— Ordered  (Sir  Eardley  Wtlmot,  Mr,  Forsyth) ; 

^pfWMN/Mf,  and  read  the  fiisttime  [Bill  102]  ..  ..     1314 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  (1876)  Amendment  BUl'-Ordered  (Mr,  MeUor,  Mr. 

Mereteether,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr,  Fhipps,  Mr,  Cowan,  Mr,  Hibbert)  ;  presented,  and 

read  the  first  time  [Bill  103]  ..  ..  ..  ..     1314 

SeUors  Acts  Amendment  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  Marten,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Sir  Eenry 

Jackson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  104]  . .  . .     1314 

Aunr  (EoTAii  Artii*leky  and  Engineer  Officers'  Arrears  of  Pay) — 
Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session  on  Royal  Artillery  and  Royal 
fionneer  Officers*  Arrears  of  Pay  be  re-appointed :— That  tiie  Committee  do  consist 
ol  SoTeoteen  lumbers: — ^Liit  oi  the  Conunittee       . .  . .  . -     1314 

LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  FEBEUAET  8. 

The  Eastern  Question — The  Armistice — Despatch  of  the  Fleet  to 
CoNSTANTiNOPLB  —  Quostion,  Observations,  Lord  Hammond ;  Reply, 
The  Eaarl  of  Derby  :-^8hort  debate  thereon  . .  . .  1315 


COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  FEBRUARY  8. 
QUESTIONS. 


Tn  Eastbbn   Question — Blockade  of  the  Black  Sea — Question,  Mr. 

Gourley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .   1322 

JsBik  —  Madras — Commission  on  the  Salt  Duty — Question,  General  Sir 

George  Balfour;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . ,  . .  1323 

Mxbchant  Shutino  Acts,  1854  and  1876 — The  "  Calenick  "— Question, 

Sir  Oolman  Rashleigh ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  . .  . .   1323 

The  Eastern   Question — ^Russia  and   Turkey — Question,  Lord  Robert 

Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  Uie  Exchequer    . .  . .  1324 

The  Baltic  Sea — Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..  ..  1324 

Death  of  Pope  Pius  IX. — Sittings   of  the  Conclave — Question,  Mr. 

O'Clery ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .  1325 

South   African  Confederation — The  Kaffir  Outbreak — Question,  Mr. 

A.  Mills;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .  1325 

The  Eastern   Question — The  Armistice — Despatch  of  the  Fleet  to 

CoNSTANTiNOPLB — Bntry  OF  THE  Fleet — Qucstions,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  John  Bright,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke,  Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  . ,  , .   1325 
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0BDEB8  OF  THE  DAY. 


SxTPPLY — The  Sxtpflexentaby  Estimate — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  1832 

Motion  agre&d  to. 

SUPPLY — conMered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  [February  7]  again  proposed       . .  . .  . .     1885 

After  long  debate,  Question  put: — ^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  328, 
Noes  124 ;  Majority  204. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .  *1417 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

L0ED8,  MONDAY,  FEBEUAEY  11. 

The  Eastern  Question — The  Daedanbllbs — ^Movements  of  the  Fleet — 
Postponement  of  Notice — Observations,  Lord  Campbell ;  Questions, 
The  Earl  of  Dunraven,  Earl  Granville;  Answers,  The  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .  . .  1420 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  FEBEUAEY  11. 
QUESTIONS. 

India  —  Indian   Finance — Civil   ExpENDinrEB  —  Question,  (General  Sir 

Oeorge  Balfour ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  . .  1423 

China — T&e  Chefoo  Convention — Question,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1423 

The  Civil  Sekvicje — Select  Committee,  1876-77 — Question,  Mr.  Childers; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     1424 

The  Eastebn  Question — The  Dabdanelleb — ^Movements  of  the  Fleet — 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer^  The  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer     . .  « «  . .  •  •  1424 

ORDERS  OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply— The  Supplementaby  Estimate — 
Eesolution  [8th  February]  reported  ..  ..  . .  1424 

After  debate,  Eesolution  agreed  to. 

WATS  AND  MEANS— coneidered  in  Committee. 
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Wats  mjsd  Mbaks— Onmnittee— ecm^tntt^. 

(1.)  Betohedy  That,  towarda  raisixig  the  Sujmly  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Gommis- 
nonerB  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasnry  be  authorized  to  raise  any  sum,  not  exceeding 
£6,000,000,  by  an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer  Bills,  or  Treasury  Bills. 

(2.)  Rt9(iwd,  Ijhat  the  piincipal  of  all  Exchequer  Bonds  which  maybe  so  issued  shall 
be  paid  off  at  par  at  the  expiration  of  any  period  not  exceeding  three  years  from  the 
date  of  such  Bond. 

(3.)  M$sol9edy  That  the  interest  of  all  such  Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  paid  half-yearly, 
and  shall  be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  or  the  growmg  produce  thereof. 

(4.)  £ewlvedy  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Man2h  1878,  the  sum  of  £6,000,000 
be  granted,  out  of  the  Ckmsolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Beeolntioiifi  to  be  reported  upon  Wedmiday:  Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wedme9day. 

Factories  and  Workshops  Bill  [Bill  3]— 
JfiKwfy   ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Assheton 
Ctomm)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1454 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTO  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  any  measure  for  the  consolidation  and  amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to 
Factoriee  and  Workshops,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests  aUke  of  employers  and 
emidoyed,  that  all  trades  and  manufactures  employing  the  same  class  of  labour  should 
be  placed  upon  the  same  footing,  and  under  the  some  protective  and  restrictive 
regulattoiifl," — {Mr,  Tenant,) — instead  thereof . 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
^e  Question : " — ^After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Ifain  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  21st  February. 

Election  of  Aldermen  (Oumulative  Vote)  Bill  [Bill  71]— 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ..  ..  1483 

[House  counted  out.] 


LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  PEBETJAET  12. 

Tn  Oapk — ^Thb  Katfib  Oxttbeeak — Question,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley ; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Biohmond  and  Gordon  . .  . .  1483 

TsR  Eastkew  Question — Questions,  Observations,  Earl  Granville ;  Beply, 

The  Earl  of  Derby  ..  ..  ..  ..  1483 

Oontagrioiis  Diseases  (Animals)  Bill— 

Bin  for  making  better  provision  respecting  contagious  and  infectious 

diseases  of  cc^e  and  other  animals— i^m^^^^  {The  Lord  President)    . .  1485 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  IK    (No.  22.) 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  FEBBUAEY  12. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

MemehetUr  Corporatum  Water  Bill  {hp  Ordery- 

IfoMf?,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  ..  ..1503 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now/'  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months,"— (iTr. 

Ste^i  Eoward.)  ,^  t 
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Manchester  Corporation  Water  Bill  {by  Order) — continued. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word '  How  *  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

— After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now   adjourned," — {Mr,  Goldsmid:) — 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee, 
list  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  • .  .     1533 


QUESTIONS, 


South    Afeioan  Confederation — ^The    Zulu    King  —  Question,  Mr.  E. 

Jenkins ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .  . .   1533 

Fisheries  —  Denmark  —  Rb-appearanoe    of    the    Herrings — Question, 

General  Sir  George  Balfour;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . ,  1534 

The  Eastern  Question — The  Dardanelles— Movements  of  the  Fleet — 

Question,  Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith       . ,  . .   1534 

The  Eastern  Question — The  Dardanelles — The  Conditions  of  Pbaob 
— Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1535 

India — Sir  John   Straohey's   Speeches— Question,  General  Sir  George 

Balfour;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  . .  1535 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875— Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  Answer, 

Mr.  Sclater-Booth  . .  . .  . .  . .   1535 

The    Eastern    Question — The   Russian  Conditions   of  Peace,    1877 — 

Questions,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  1536 

South  Africa — Question,  Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 

Hicks-Beach  , .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1537 

Parliament  —  Business  of   the   House — The   Twelve-Thirty   Eule — 

Question,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .   15S8 

Poor  Law  (Scotland) — Deportation  of  Irish  Paupers— Question,  Major 

Nolan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  . .  . .   1539 


MOTION. 


Church  Livings — ^Resolution — 

Moved f  ^*  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for  preventiiiA^  simoniaoal  evasion  of 
the  Law,  and  checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  pnvate  patronage,"— (Jfr. 
Zeatham)  ..  .,  ..  ..  ..    1549 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  better  to  enable  the  adoption  of  measures  for  preventing  simoniacal  evasion 
of  the  Law  and  checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private  patronage,  it  is  ex- 
pedient^ that  the  Law  of  Simony,  and  the  circumstanoes  under  which  tiie  sale  of 
livings  in  private  patronage  are  by  Law  allowed,  should  be  defined  by  Parliament," 
— {Mr.  Ooldneyy)—mBte&d  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  short  debate,  [House  counted  out.] 
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1568 


Voters  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  6]— 
M&vtd,  <<That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr,  Biggar) 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,''  and  at  l^e  end 

of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months,"  — 

{Mr,  CharUs  Lewis,) 
QoiBetion  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question : " 

— ^After    debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;   Ayes  96,  Noes 

184;  Majority  38.— -(Div.  List,  No.  11.) 
Words  added : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Second 

Beading  j9t£^  offioic  six  months. 

Valuation  BiU  [Bill  35]- 
Mwed^  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Ramsay)      . ,  1586 
After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Wits  ajtd   Mbans — Eesolutions  [February  11]  reporttdf  and  agreed  to  .-^BUIb  ordered 

(Mr.  Bmkea,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Colonel  Stanley)             . .                        . .  1596 

Szche^er  Bonds,  ftc-  Bill^iV^^n^,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  107]                  . .  1596 

CoBloUdated  Fond  (£6,000,000)  BUI— iVefftt^M^,  and  read  the  first  time                     .  1596 
Homicide  Law  Amendment  Bill— ^<^^  (Sir  Eardley   WUmot,  Mr,    Whitwell)  ; 

/reMfttA^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  108]                 ..                                                ..  1596 

I^nr ACY  IjAW — 
Select  Committee  of  last  Session  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Lunacy  Law,  so 
far  as  it  regards  the  security  afibrded  by  it  against  violations  of  personal  lib^:ty 
re-appointed : — List  of  the  Committee  . .  . .  . .     1696 

TemitB  Protection  (Ireland)  Bill— ^^^^  {Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Mr.  Patrick  Smyth) ; 

jwvi0iiA2,andreadthefirsttime  [Bill  1091  ..  ..  ..     1597 

Ooiga  d'EHre  Bill— ^'''di^'^  (Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Foraythy  Mr.  AaaheUm) ;  presented,  and  read 

the  first  l3me  [Bill  110]  ..  ..  ..  ..     1597 

WeigltB  ft^i*^  Measures  Bill— ^''<^^<^  (Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Sir  Charles  Adderley, 

Mr.  Attorney  General)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  tune  [Bill  111]  . .     1597 

load  €knremment  Provisional  Orders  (Bristol,  Ac.)  BOl— Ordered  (Mr.  Salt, 

Mr.  Sdater-Booth) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  112]        . .  . .     1597 

CittTeiltion  (Ireland)  Act  Bepeal  'BSH—Ordered  (Mr.  F.  J.  Smyth,  Mr.  Stacpoolc,  Mr. 
Downing,  Dr.  Brady,  Mr.  0*  Connor  Power,  Mr.  O^Clery) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [BiU  113]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1597 

SOBinUUrj  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Famell,  Mr.  O'Shat^ghnessy) ; 

^#Mfi^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  114]  ..  ..     1597 

Absentee  Proprietors  (Ireland)  ^Bm-^Ordered  (Mr.  Famell,  Mr ,  O^Shaughnessy,  Mr. 

Fatrick  Martin) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  115]  . .  ...   1598 

Irish  Chnreh    Act   (1809)    Amendment  BUI— Ordered  (Mr.    Famell,    Mr.    Fay) ; 

/rnm^andreadtheflrsttime  [Bill  116]  ..  ..     1598 

L0ED8,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  14. 

The  Eastern  Question — The  Conference — Constantinople — Movements 
OF  the  Fleet  —  Questions,  Lord  Campbell,  Earl  Granville,  Lord 
Bonsanj ;  Answers,  The  Earl  of  Derby   . .  .  •  . .  159B 
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Territorial  Waters  Jurisdiction  Bill— 

Bill  to  reffulate  the  Law  relating  to  the  trial  of  offences  committed  on  the 
sea  wimin  a  certain  distance  of  tiie  coasts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions — 
presmied (2%0 Lord  Chaneellor)  ..  ..  ..1601 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  l\    (No.  23.) 

COMMONS,  THUBSDAT,  FEBEUAET  14. 
QUESTIONS. 

Law  akb  Justiob — Jxtbobs — Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  ..  . .  ..  ..  ..  1616 

n.M.S.  "Beagle" — Judicial  Powers  of  Naval CoMMAm)Biis — Question, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith        . .  . .  1617 

GBBEir^OH   Hospital   Fund — Naval   Peksiohs — Question,    Mr.  P.  A. 

Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  1617 

The  BboiBiNO  Fishery  CoiaassiON — Question,  Sir  Alexander  Oordon; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  ..  ..  ..  1618 

Arbcy — ^The  Kaffir  Otttbrbae — Army  Surgeons — Question,   Dr.  Ward; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  . .  . ,  . .  1618 

County  Government  in  Ireland— Question,  Major  Nolan;  Answer,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  ..  ..  ..  ..  1619 

Criminal  Law — ^Imprisonment  of  a  Child —  Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arfchur ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  •  •  . .  . .  1620 

Army  Banic — Clerks  of  Tds  Boyal  Enoinber  Department — Question, 

Mr.  Goldsmid;  Answer,  Mr.  Ghithome  Hardy  . .  . .  1620 

Turkey  —  Trade    in    the   Black    Sea,    &c.  —  Question,    Lord   Claud 

Hamilton ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  ..  ,.1621 

The  Eastern  Question — Constantinople — Movements  of  the  Fleet — 

Questions,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins,  The  Marauess  of  HartiuKton,  Sir  Lawrence 

Palk,  Mr.  Lowe,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1621 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


OonsoUdated  Fand  (£6,000»000)  Bill— 

Movedy  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellar  of 
the  Exchequer)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1624 

Affcer  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

Cioimty  Oovemment  Bill  [Bill  98]— 
Movedf   ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (16*.   SckUer^ 
Booth)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1651 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end  of  the  Queetdon,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  with  a  view  to  simplify  and  stroiigthdn  local  self-government,  it  is  desirable, 
with  as  little  delav  as  nossible.  to  brinir  each  saaitarv  distciot  and  noor  law  union 


Digitized  by 


Google 


TABLE  OF  OONTINTS. 

[FOruanf  14.]  Page 

lieamring  IiawB  Amendment  Bill  [BOl  82]— 
Order  toot  Ckmmiittee  read : — Mfoved,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

(Jhxa,"—(Mr.  8tav$ley MOI)  ..  ..  ..1691 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Gcmmiittee  defirred  till 

Momda^next 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  BUI— 
BOl  considdred  ia  Oamndttee    ..  ..  ..  1692 

Mo^f  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

affain/' — {Mr.  (ySuUnxm :) — ^After  short  ddbate,  Question  put : — ^The 

Committee  divided;   Ayes  20,  Noes  79;    Majority    59. — (biv.   list. 

No.  12.) 
Moved,     "That    the  Chairman    do    now    leave    the    Chair,"  —  (ITr. 

ff 8haughH$99y :) — Question  put: — ^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  20, 

Noes  77 ;  Mwori^57.— (Div.  list,  No.  13.) 
Moeedy^  "lliat  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

again/' — {Mr,    Onehw:) — ^After  snort    debate,    Question   put: — (The 

Committee  divided:   Ayes  25,  Noes  37  ;   Majority  12. — (Div.  list. 

No.  14.) 
Mwei,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"— (ifr.  Charlee 

Lewie :)-— After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided  ; 

Ajee  6,  Noes  56 ;  Majority  50.— (Div.  list,  No.  15.) 
Mo9ed,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  r^rt  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

i^;ain," — {The  0^ Conor  Don:) — ^Motion  agreed  to: — ^Committee  report 

Frogrees ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Matdmcxnial   Causes  Acts  Amendment  Bill— Ordered  (Mr.  EereehOl^  Sir  Eenry 

£r(»/2^fMq;  j»r^M»^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  117]  ..  ..   1721 

Ompames  (Foreign  Shareholders)  Bill— ^r^^^  {Sir  John  Zuhboek,  Sir  Andrew 

LutJt^  Sir  Charles  MiUs,  Mr.  Charles  Fraed) ;  presented,  and   read  the  first  time 
[BillllS]  ..  ..  ..  ..   1721 

LOEDS,  PETDAT,  PEBEUART  15. 

Ths  Eastbbk   QxTBsnoN — ^Thb  T^bms  of  thb  ABiiisTiGB--Observations, 
Lord  Campbell  . .  . .  . .  1721 

Howe  Oocupiers  Disqualification  Bemoval  Bill  (No.  17)— 
Meeed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%«  Harl  Stanhope)  . .  1722 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2^  (according  to  order),  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tt^dag  next. 


COMMONS,  PEIDAT,  PEBEUAET  15. 
P  BIV  ATE    BUSINESS. 

Meneketter  Corporatum  Water  BiU  {hy  Order)— 
Moved,  ^That  it  be  an Instmction  to  the  Select  Ckmmiittee  on  the  Manchester  Ooipora- 
tion  Water  BiU,  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  present 
snflftqepcy  of  the  water  supply  of  Mandbester  and  its  neighboTirho(xl,  and  of  any 
other  sonroes  ayailable  for  such  suppW* :  To  consider  whetner  permission  should  he 
gh«Q  to  make  use  of  any  of  the  Westmoreland  and  Cumberland 'Lakes  for  the 
purpose ;  and,  if  so,  how  far,  and  under  what  conditions :  To  consider  the  prospectiye 
reqmrements  of  the  populations  situated  between  the  Lake  District  and  Mancnester : 
To  mqoire  and  report  f^ether  any,  and  if  so,  what,  provisions  should  be  made  in 
lindiatiQn  of  propoeals  for  the  exdnsiye  use  of  the  water  of  any  of  the  said  lakes," — 
{Mr.  SeUfter^Booth)    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1723 
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ManchdiUr  Corpwation  Water  BiU  (hjf  OriI»r)-HooxLtiiui6d. 
Amendment  proposed^  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  between  tiie  Lake  District 

and  Manchester,''  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  in  Lancashire  and 

Yorkshire,"— (Jfr.  W^'^*//,>— instead  thereof. 
Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question:" — ^Affcer  short  debate.  Amendment, ■  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 
Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words  "  Manchester  and  "  to  insert  the 

words  "  the  towns  in," — {Mr.  SerfearU  Spinks,) 
Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — ^Affcer  short 

debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ord^redf  That  f^e  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 

and  records. 
Ord^ed,  That  Five  be  the  Quorum  of  the  Committee. 

List  of  the  Committee  ..  ..  ..  ..   1729 

QUESTIONS. 

Meteopolis  —  Nbwspapbb   Kiosqubs  —  Question,  Sir    Eardley  Wilmot ; 

Answer,  Sir  James  M'Garel  Hogg  . .  . .  . .  1729 

EoADs — South   Wales   Distbiot — Question,    Mr.    Blake ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Sclater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  1780 

EussiA  —  Poles   in   Tubkby  —  Questions,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis,  Mr.  John 

Bright;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  ..  ..  ..  1730 

Post    Office  —  The  India  Mail  Contraot  —  Question,  Mr.  Bentinck  ; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Maimers  . .  . .  . .  - 1732 

Navy— EoMAN  Catholics — Question,  Mr.  Stdlivan;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1732 

TuEKEi? — ^Thb   Wab  —  Austrian  LirrERESTs  —  Question,  Mr.  Gladstone ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  1733 

Turkey — ^The  Wab— Bussian  Sailors — Question,  Mr.  Hanbuiy ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1733 

South  Africa — ^Thb  Kaffir  Outbreak— Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     ..  ..  ..  ..  1734 

The  Eastern  Question — Constantinople — Movements  of  the  Fleet — 

Question,  Mr.  Gourley;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     . .  1734 
The  Eastern  Question — ^Bessarabia — Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff, 

Mr.  Courtney,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Goldsmid;  Answers,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  ..   1735 

Parliament — ^Business   of  the  House — Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .  1736 


OBDEBS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  " — 

Burials — Eesolxttion — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has  arrived  when- the  long  pending 
controversy  as  to  interments  in  parish  churchvards  ought  to  he  closed,  hy  per- 
mitting such  interments  either  witiiout  any  bunal  service  or  with  the  burial  ser- 
vices preferred  by  the  relatives  or  friends  of  the  deceased,  and  conducted  by  persons 
chosen  by  them," — {Mr.  Osborne  Morgan^) — instead  thereof  ..  ,.   1768 
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BcmT— Older  for  Oonumitee  xeeA'-^^Unued. 
Qaesdon  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the   Qaesfion:" — ^After    long  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House 
imded;  Ayes  242,  Noes  227  ;  Majority  16. 

DiTision  list,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .   1836 

Main  Question  pr(^K>sed,  '<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrmon : — Gommittee  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

Orlmixud  Law  Practice  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  69]— 
Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  ...  .,  ..  ..  ..  1840 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mUted  for  IHday  15th  March. 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  FEBEUAET  18. 

Teb  Eastibn  Question — ^Thb  Akmistioe— The  Treaties  of  1856  and 
1871  —  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Derby,  Earl  Granville,  Lord 
Campbell        ..  ..  ..  ..    •  ,.  1841 

The  EAffFBRN   Question — Movements  of  the   Fleet — Questions,   Earl 

Gianviile ;  Answers,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .  . .   1842 

The  Eastern  Question  —  The  British  Ambassador  at  the  Forte  — 
P^LSONAi.  Vindication— Observations,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  1843 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Metropolis)  Bill  (No.  l2)-~ 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%^  ^arl  Cadogan)  . .   1844 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to:  —  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and 
eowimitted  to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 


COMMONS,  MONDAY.  KBBEUAET  18. 
QUESTIONS. 

Amct  (Ireland) — Married  Soldiers'  Quarters — Longford  Barracks — 

Question,  ^Lr.  Errington;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  , .  1846 

Navy— H.M.8.   "  Nelson  "  —  Question,    Mr.    Dalrymple ;    Answer,    Mr. 

W.H.  Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  1847 

TuRKET— Britibh  Stjbjeots  IN  CONSTANTINOPLE— Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  • .  . .  1847 

OoouB  Emigration  to  the  Maxtritius — Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     ..  ..  ..  1848 

Tee  Eastern  Question— The  Congress— Civil  and  Beligious  Liberty 

nr  Poland — Question,  Colonel  Beresford ;  Answer,  33ie  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  ..  ..  1848 

Ibblahd— The  Stjce  Drainage  District — Question,  The  O'Conor  Don; 

Answer,  Colonel  Stanley     *.  ..  ..  ..  1848 

AucT   Msdioal   Department — The  Candidates — Question,    Dr.*  Ward; 

Answer,  Mr.  QathcMcne  Hardy  . .  1849 

Hatt— HJLS.    "Undaunted" — Question,    Mr.    Dodson;    Answer,   Mr. 

W.H,  Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  1849 

The  Patent  Laws — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  Mundella ;  Answer,  The 

Attorney  (General  ..  ..  ..  1850 

SooxiAXD— uROOERs'  LICENSES— Questiou,   Mr.  Dalrymple;   Answer,    Mr. 

Asaheton  Cross  ..  ..  ..  ..  1850 
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Faotobibs  Ain)  Wobjcshops  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Fawcett;   Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  • .    185C 

The   Eastekn   Question  —  The   Conqress — Question,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .   1 851 

The  Easteen  Question  —  The  Armistice — ^Eussian  Forces  within  the 
Neutral  Zone  —  Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilkej  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ..  ..  .•   1851 

BussiA — Colonel  Welleslet's  Despatches — Observations,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Monk  •  •  •  •  •  •   1852 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


Ck>unt7  Government  Bill  [Bill  93]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  [14th  February],  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time:" — Question  again  proposed : — Debate  rwttwtfi      ..  ..   1853 

After  long  debate,  Movedy  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr. 
Parnell :)— 'After  further  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  • 

Main  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  231,  Noes  63 ;  Majority 
168.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  I%ur$day  7th  March. 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besohedy  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,000,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  pay  off 
and  discluu^e  Exchequer  Bonds  that  will  become  doe  and  payable  during  the  year 
ending  on  l£e  31st  day  of  March,  1878. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  ait  again  upon 
Wedneeday. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    [Progreee  lAth  Fehruarff]      , .  . .  1916 
Moved t  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — {{Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna :)— After  short  debate.  Motion  o^^^o; 
— Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again  upon  Thursd(»y. 

PuBLio  Works  (East  India) — Select  Committee  nomfnoM:— List  of  the 

Committee      , .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1919 

FuBuo  Aooox7in:8— Committee  nominated :— list  of  the  Committee  . .  1920 


LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  PEBEUAET  19. 

The  Eastebn  Question— Thb  Gooupation  of  Galupou— Question,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .  1920 

Public  Parks  (Scotland)  BiU  (No.  18)— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (I%<j  Lord  Kinnaird)  . .  1920 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 
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Ihhabhed  House  Duty  Bill — Question,  Mr.  A.  H.  Brown ;  Answers,  Mr. 

J.  O.  Hubbard,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer         ..  ..  1924 

Education  (Scotland) — ThB  Codb  of  1878  and  thb  Gaelic  Language — 

Withdrawal  of  Motion,  Mr.  Fraser  Mackintosh  . .  . .  1925 

MOTIONS. 


BdouoH  Franchise  (Ijubland) — ^Besolution— 

Mtttdy  '<  That  tlie  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough  Franchise  of  Ireland,  as  compared 
with  that  existing  in  England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject  deserving  the  immediate 
flttaation  of  Parliament,  with  a  yiew  of  establishing  a  fair  and  just  equality  of  the 
Fnndbiae  in  the  three  countries," — {Mr,  Meldon)     ..  ..  ..    1925 

After  long  debate,  Qaestion  pat:  —  The  House  divided;  Ayes  126, 
Noee  134 ;  Majority  8.— (Div.  list.  No.  18.) 

E&ir  Ln>LA  (Appointment  of  Mb.  M.  Maophebson) — Eesolution — 
Maieedf  ^That  the  appointment  by  the  Indian  Government  of  Mr.  Molesworth 
Vsohersoiiy  first  as  secretary  to  the  Legislatiye  Council  and  then  as  deputy-secretary 
to  fte  Legislative  Department,  constitutes  an  improper  evasion  of  the  Law,  is  unjust 
to  the  regular  OttI  Service  of  India,  and  is  calculated  to  bring  the  Indian  Adminis- 
tnfioD  into  public  discredit," — {Mr,  (/Donnell)  ..  ..  ..   1974 

ASet  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 


ORDEBS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Ancient  Monuments  Bill  [Bill  68]— 
Mmfed,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"—- (iS^tr  John  Luhhoclc\  1978 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end 

of  the  Qaestion  to  add  the  words  **npon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr, 

R.  E.  FhmkeU,) 
Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion :  " 

— ^Afier  short  debate.  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{Mr.  Onslow :) — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Qaestionpat,  "That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question:" — 

Bie  House  divided;   Ayes  64,   Noes  66  ;    Majority  8.— (Div.  list. 

No.  19.) 
Main  Qaertion  put,  and  agreed  to ;— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  Jkeeday  next,  ^ 
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Dental  Practitioners  BiU  [BiU  96]— 
2iwed,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seocmd  time/'— (Siir  Jdhn  Zubhock)  199 
Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjotiMie4,"--(-Dr.  Oww^on ;)— After 

short  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  Souse  divided;  Ayes  27,  Noes  49 ; 

Majority  22.— (Div.  list,  No.  20.) 
Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,*' — {Sir  Joeeph  WKenna{) — 

After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes    11, 

Noes  61 ;  Minority  60.— (DiT.  Lurt,  No.  21.) 
Moved,  "That  me  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr. IWfc^ii :) — Motion 

agreed  io : — ^Debate  adjourned  till  Tweday  6th  Maroh. 

Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  9]- 
Bill  tfOfwtV^tfi?  in  Committee     ..  ..  ..  ..199 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

again," — {Mr,  Monk:) — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Mr.  Dodds:) — 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

PubUc  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  Bill  [Bin  66]- 
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TWENTY-FIKST  PAELIAMMT  OF  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 


LORDS. 


SJlT  FQEBT. 

Thubsdat,  Jahuaby  17|  1878. 
Sm  liQfid  ICowbt&y  (Bsrooy  odlodotit  of  ftboyflBiM.) 
IbfiSarl  of  Saint  GennanSi  after  fhe  death  of  his  Father. 

Thubsdat,  Jaetvaxt  34. 
13ie  Loord  Banfurly^  after  the  death  of  his  Brother. 

'Friday,  Janxtabt  25. 
13ie  Lord  Einnairdy  after  the  death  of  his  Brother  (special  limitation.) 

THXmaDAY,  7Ain7ABY  81. 

The  Marqness  of  Ailesbnry,  after  the  death  of  his  Brother. 

Fbiday,  Fbbbitaby  8. 
Ilie  7]8cx>nnt  Canterbury,  after  the  dflstb  of  faif  Batinr. 

TuxanAYy  Fxbbtjaby  19. 
Ihe  Lord  de  Glifbrd,  after  {he^esfb  of  his  FlathBr. 


Bbfbisehtativb  F!bxb  fob  iBttiAm  {Cl0rffhitie.) 

TSUBSDAY,   JaHUABY  17. 

The  Earl  of  Oaledon,  v.  Lord  Headleyi  deceased. 
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TWBNTY-FIBST  PABUAMBNT  OF  THE  UnITBD  KiNQDOM. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WEIT8  ISSUED. 

Friday,  Jauvasy  18,  1878. 
For  Greenock,  v,  James  Johnstone  Grieve,  esquire,  Ohiltem  Hundreds. 
For  Zeith  District  of  Burghs,  v,  Donald  Bobert  Macgregor,  esquire.   Manor  ot 

Norihstead. 

Monday,  Janttaby  21. 
For  Perth,  v.  Honble.  Arthur  Fitzgerald  Einnaird,  now  Baron  Einnaird. 

Wednssday,  Jaiotaby  28. 
For  Perth  County,  v.  Sir  William  Stirling  Maxwell^  baronet,  deceased. 

Friday,  January  25. 
For  Marlborough,  v.  Lord  Ernest  Bruce,  now  Marquess  of  Ailesbury. 

Tuesday,  January  29. 
For  Oxford  County,  v.  Bight  honble.  Joseph  Warner  Henley,  Ghiltem  Hundreds. 

Thursday,  February  14. 
For  Yorh,  v.  James  Lowther,  esquire,  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWOEN. 

Thursday,  January  17,  1878. 
Northern  Division  of  the  County  of  Iforthampton^Lord  Burghley. 

Monday,  January  28. 
Oreenock--^eaxieB  Stewart,  esquire. 

Thursday,  January  31. 
Marlhoroughr^-IiOTd  Charles  Bruce. 
Leith  District  of  Durghs^Andxew  Grant,  esquire. 

Monday,  February  4. 
P^A— Charles  Stuart  Parker,  esquire. 
Perth  CMm^— Lieutenant , Colonel  Henry  Edward  Stirling  Home  Drummond 

Moray. 

Thursday,  February  7. 
County  of  Or/ori^Edward  William  Harcourt,  esquire. 
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THE  MINISTET 

Op  thb  Eight  Honoubablb  the  Eakl  of  BEACONSFIELD, 

Al  THB    OoiQfEErOEMENT     OF    THB    FlFTH    BbSMON    9P     THB    2l8T    PaBLIAMENT, 

Jastuaby  17,  1878. 


THE  CABINET. 


IM  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  and  Lord  Priyy\ 


Seal 

Lord  Chancellor       .... 
IVeddent  of  tho  Cotinoil 
dMHifiaTlor  of  the  Ezcheqner. 
Secntarj  of  State,  Home  Department 
Seoeteiyof  State,  Foreign  Department 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
Secretary  of  State  for  War      . 
Secretary  of  State  for  India 
fixA  Lovd  of  the  Admiralty    . 
Poiliuaflter  G^eneral     .... 
GUef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant 


.; 


Bight  Hon.  Eabl  of  Beaconbfibld. 

Bight  Hon.  Lord  Caibns. 

His  Ghrace  the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon,  E.Q. 

Bight  Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry  Northcote,  Bt. 

Bight  Hon.  Bichard  Assheton  Cross. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Derby. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Carnarton. 

Bight  Hon.  Gathornb  Hardy. 

Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Salisbury. 

Bight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Bight  Hon.  Lord  John  J.  B.  Manners. 

Bight  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks-Beach,  Bt. 


NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 
IWd  Karahal  Commanding  in  Chief  .        .    H.B.H.  thb  Duke  of  Cambridoe,  K.G. 
Oief  Oommissioiier  of  Works  and  Puhlic\  t>.  v*  tt      /^  t         vr 

BsiidnigB ./  ^^^  Hon.  Gerard  James  Noel. 

Qbincellor  of  the  Dnchy  of  Lancaster        .    Bight  Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor. 
m  President  of  the  Committee  of  Conn-\  t>.  vx  tt      tt-         x  o 
dteEdncation      ....        |  Bight  Hon.  ^^scount  Sandon. 


Mlmt  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

Mdent  of  the  Ix>cal  Goyemment  Board 

LflrfioftheTreaaury 

Ml  of  the  Admiralty  .... 

^OBt  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury 

Secwtary  of  the  Admiralty 

Seoctory  to  the  Board  of  Trade 

Swretary  to  the  Ijocal  Government  Board 

Wer  Secretary,  Home  Department  . 

vBd«  Secretary,  Foreign  Department    . 

wii«  Secretary  for  Colonies 

^ri«  Seoetapy  f  or  War 

fife  Secretary  for  India  .        .        .        , 

^^BMker  General 


Bight  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Bowyer  Adderley,  Bart. 

Bight  Hon.  George  Sclater-Booth. 
C  Viscount  Crichton. 
}  BowLAND  Winn,  Esq. 

(  Sir  James  Dalrymple  Horn  Elphinstonb,  Bt. 
/Admiral    George    Gretille    Wbllesley,    Bear 
J     Admiral  A.  W.  A.  Hood,  Bear  Admiral  Lord 
(^    GiLPORD,  and  Sir  Massey  Lopes,  Bart. 
/Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Bart. 
V  Colonel  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur  Stanley. 

Hon.  Algernon  T.  Fulkb  Eoerton. 

Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Salt,  Esq. 

Sir  Henry  Sblwin  Ibbetson,  Bt. 

Hon.  Bobert  Bourkb. 

James  Lowther,  Esq. 

Earl  Cadooan. 

Lord  George  F.  Hamilton. 

Bight  Hon.  Stephen  Cave. 


•S?^^ocate Right  Hon.  George  A.  F.  C.  Bentinck. 

Jtoraey  General Sir  John  Holker,  Knt. 

wtetor  General Sir  Hardinob  S.  Giffard,  Knt. 


SCOTLAND. 


JjiAdrocate Bight  Hon.  William  Watson. 

«ftcitor  General John  Hay  A.  Macdonald,  Esq. 


_  IBELAND. 

Mflrd  lieutenant         .... 

JWChancellor      .  .        .  * 

CWrf  Secretary  tj)  the  Lord  lieutenant      .    Bight  Hon.  Sir  Michael  Edward  Hicks-Beach,  Bt. 

Attamey  General Bight  Hon.  Edward  Gibson. 

wocator  General Gerald  Fitzgibbon,  Esq. 


His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  K.G. 
Bight  Hon.  John  Thomas  Ball. 


{^Steward 

l4vd  CSiamherlain 

jM»«r  of  the  Horse 

^tuanr  of  the  Household 

UaqitroUer  of  the  Household 

^>*  Oiamherlain  of  tiie  Household  . 

^^  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms 

^prtiin  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard 

Jj^  of  Uie  Buckhounds  .... 

^^^Sqoerry  and  Clerk  Marshal  . 

«wsioftheBohet 


VOL  OOQLSXyn.  [xbxbo  asBiss.] 


QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  Beauchamp. 
.    Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Bradford. 
.    Bight  Hon.  Lord  Henry  Thynnb. 

Bight  Hon.  Lord  Henry  Somerset. 

Viscount  Barrinoton. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Bight  Hon.  Lord  Skblmersdale. 

Bight  Hon.  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Lord  Alfred  H.  Paget. 

Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Welldcoton.  f^  nir\n]o 
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ROLL    or   THE 
LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 

In  the  Fifth  Sessioit  of  thb  Twenty-fibst  Pabliahent  of  the 
United  Kenodom  of  Gbbat  Bbitain  and  Ibeland. 


410  VICTORIA   1878. 

Mem. — Aeeoridng  to  the  Usage  of  ParUamenty  when  the  Rome  appointe  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Ori&r  of  theiir  Rank, 
heginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  so,  when  the  Mouse  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Bank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  toith  the  Junior  Baron. 


Hifl  Eoyal  Highness  The  Peince  of 
Wales. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Alfred  Ebnest 
Albert  Duke  of  Edinbxtr0h. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Abthitb  Williak 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Oonnatjght 
and  Steathearn. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  George  Frederick 
Alexander  Charles  Ernest  AxiaxTSTus 
Dukeof  Cumberland  and  Teyiotdalb. 
{King  of  Hanover,) 

His  Eoyal  Highness  George  William 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Archibald  Campbell  Archbishop  of  Can- 

TERBTTRT. 

HxjoH  Mac  Calmont  Lord  Cairns,  Lord 

Chancellor, 
William  Archbishop  of  York. 
Charles   Henry  Duke  of  Eichmond, 

Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
Benjamin  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  Lord 

Privy  Seal. 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl  Marshal 

of  Engla/nd, 
Edward  Adolphtts  Duke  of  SoMERssr. 

Charles  Henry  Duke  of  Eichmond. 
{In  another  Place  as  Lord  President 
of  the  Council,) 

William  Henry  Duke  of  Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

WxLUAM  Duke  of  Deyonshirb, 


John  Winston  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Exttlanb. 

WrLMAM  Alexander  Louis  St«phen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Dukeof  Hamilton.) 

William  John  Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Alexander  Duke  of 
Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

Arthur  Eichard  Duke  of  Wellington. 

EiCHARD  Plantaoenbt  Camfbbii<  Dnke 
of  Buckingham  and  Ohandos. 

George  Granville  Wiluam  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  GhBOBOB  Duke  of  CLByXLAND. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminbtbb. 

F9ANCIS   Hugh   George   Marquess  of 

Hertford,  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the 

Household, 
John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 
John  Sholto  Marquess  of  QueensbEbbt. 

{JElecUd  for  Scotland,) 
H[enry  Charles    Keith   Marquess  of 

Lansdowne. 
John    Villibrs      Stuabt      Marquess 

TOWNSHBND. 

EoBEBT  Abthub  Talbot  Marquoss  of 

Salisbuby.    • 
John  AlexandEb  Marquess  of  Bath. 
James  Marquess  of  Abeboorn.    {Buke 

of  Abercorn,) 
Francis  Hugh   George   Maiquess  of 

Hertford.    {In  another  Place  as  Lsrd 

Chamberlain  of  the  Household,) 
John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute* 
Wiluam  Alleynb  Marquess  of  EzsiiR* 


EOLL  OP  THE  LORDS  SnETTOAL  AND  TEMPOBAL. 


Gbaslbb  Marquess  of  NdETttAMWOK. 
Jomr  Chabms  Karqtkafis  Oahpu. 
Hdibt  Whjaoc  Gtotoi  Marquess  of 
Abtglbsey. 


WnuAic  Hkwby    Hugh   Marquess  of 

OHOUIOlroBlJEY. 

Eknbst  AvBwrjj%  GkiBLas  Marquess 

of  Adxsbttbt. 
ftBDKRicK  WiMXAM  JoHH  Marqusss  of 

BBISTOiib 
AbCHIBAIJ)  MaX^lMSS  of  Attj^a. 

OioBOB  Axtqusttts   CowsTAKTOfE   Msr- 

quess  of  Nobmaitbt. 
OiOBQB    Fredsrigk  Samtel  Marquess 

ofBlPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abebgavennt. 

Fkedsriox  Ecurl  Bsaugqiamp,  Lord  SU- 

wm-d  of  the  JSbusehold. 
Ceables  Henby  John  Earl  of  Sheews- 

BtTRT. 

EwTAAb  Hkney  Earl  of  Deeby. 
Fraeois  Towyxl  Plantaoenet  Earl  of 

HulfTIKaDON. 
GlOEGE  EOBEKT  ChABLBS  l&fcri  of  PEM- 
BROtB  Asn>  MoK^OOlfEElr. 

WttJitAM  EaKmrAi©  Earl  of  Devout. 

Hehey  Chaeles  Eetl  of  StrtjwK  Aim 

Berks  h  i  rt?  , 
Eddolph  Whjjam  Basil  Earl  of  Dw- 


Peaecis  WHiMAif  Heney  Earl  of  Wbst- 

MOELAJRB. 

MoETAGUB  £arl  of  Liedsey* 

Qboege  Haeey  Earl  of  StAmpoed  and 

WAREINGTOir. 

QioBm  3'AicE8  Bat-l  of  WnromLSEA  and 

Norrmoi^LAK. 
GsoEaB  Philip  Earl  of  Chesteefield. 
JoHE  "WrLUAM  Earl  of  Sandwich. 
Aethub  Aigeeeon  Earl  of  Essex. 
WnjjAM  Geoegb  Earl  of  Cablismj. 
Wai^tbb  Pbancis  Earl  of  Doncastee. 

{Duke  ofBwdmk  and  Quemaerrp.) 
AwHDHY  Earl  of  Bhaftesbtoy. 
Earl  of  Bereeliy. 

M<»tA«tJ  Ettri  of  AumaTkour 


WALtBEHENEYEarlof  Mab  Ain>  Kellib. 

{Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Olaudb  Earl  of  Steathk oeb  aio)  Knrok 

hobn.    {EUoUdfor  SeotUmd.) 
Geoegb  £arl  of  Haddiegtoe.    {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
Thomas  Earl  of  Laxtdeedale.    {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
Dated   Obaham    Deummond    Earl   of 

AiBLiE.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

DUNBABjAMESEarlofSELKIBE.      {ElcCtcd 

for  Scotland,)' 
Sewallis  Edwaed  Earl  Feeeees. 
WmjAM  Waltee  Earl  of  Dartmottth. 
Chables  Earl  of  Tankebville. 
Heeeage  Earl  of  Aylebford. 
Fbaeois  Thomas  Db  Grey  Earl  Cowfeb. 
Abthttb  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 
Thomas  AiTGustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 

of  Maoclesfield. 
Douglas    Beeespobd   Malise   Bonald 

Earl  Graham.     {Duke  of  Montrote.) 
WmjAM  Fbedeeiok  Earl  Waldegbave. 
Bebtbam  Earl  of  Ashbubnham. 
Chables  Wyztdham  Earl  of  Habbington. 
Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Pobtsmouth. 
GA)bgb  Guy  Earl  Bbooxb  and  Earl  of 

Wabwice. 

AuQtrsTtJs  Edward  Earl  of  Bttceingham- 

8HIBE. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Pirz- 

william. 
Dudley  Francis  Earl  of  Guilpord. 
Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicbe. 
Henry  Edwabd  Earl  of  Ilchester. 
Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Ware. 
Jacob  Earl  of  Radnor. 
John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 
William  Lennox  Earl  Bathubst. 
Abthub     Wills    John     Wellington 

Blundell  Tbumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 

BOBOUGH.     {Marquess  of  Downskire.) 
Edwabd  Hyde  Earl  of  Clabendon. 
William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
John  James  Hugh  Henby  Earl  Stbange. 

(DukeofAtholU 
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John   Vansittabt    Dakvebs    Earl    of 

Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
SxEPHENEarlofMoTTirrOASHELL.  {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
'EbssTRY  John   Eeuben  Eaxl  of  Port- 

AELiNGTON.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Hugh  Earl  of  Annesley.    {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
John  Earl  of  Ebnb.     {Elected for  Ireland.) 
Charles     Franois     Arnold    Earl    of 

WiGKLOW.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John  Henry  Eeginald  •  Earl  of  Clon- 

MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
George  Charles  Earl  of  LucAN.   {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Somerset  Eiohard  Earl  of  Belmore. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
James  Earl  of  Calbdon.      {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Francis  Egbert  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 
George  Grimston  Earl  of  Craven. 
WnjJAM  HnjjER  Earl  of  Onslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 
Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chichester. 
Thomas  Earl  of  Wilton. 
Edward  James  Earl  of  Fowis. 
Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 
Lawrence  Earl  of  Eosse.    {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man* 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

St.  George  Henry  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Habbwood. 

WiLUAM  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 

Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 
Brownlow. 

William  Gordon  Cornwallis  Earl  of 
Saint  Germans. 

Albert  Edmuxo)  E^l  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Bbauchamf.  (In  another 
Place  09  Lord  Steward  of  the  Household. ) 

William  Henry  Hare  Earl  of  Bantry. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Eichard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe.   . 

Charles  Somers  Earl  Somers. 

John  Edward  Cornwallis  Earlof  Strad- 

BROKE. 


GborgeHenryEobertCharlesWiujak 
Earl  Vane.  {Marquea  of  Londonderry,) 

WiLMAM  Pitt  Earl  Amherst. 

John  Frederick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 

William  George  Earl  of  Munbter. 

Egbert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 
Camperdown. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

George  Frederick  D'Arcy  Earl  of 
Durham. 

Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 

Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Tak- 

BOROUGH. 

James  Henry  Egbert  Earl  Innes.  {Duk^ 

of  Roxhurghe,) 
Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 
William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 
Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 
Charles  George  Earl  of  Gainsborough. 
Francis   Charles  Granville  Earl  of 

George  Stevens  Earl  of  Strafford. 
William  John  Earl  of  Cottenham. 
Henry  Eichard  Charles  Earl  Cowley. 
Archibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 

{Earl  ofEglintoun,) 
WiLUAM  Earl  of  Dudley. 
John  Earl  Eussell. 
John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 
Eichard  Earl  of  Dartrey. 
William  Ernest  Earl  of  Fevbrsham. 
Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Duffbein. 
John  Egbert  Earl  Sydney. 
Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Eavensworth. 
Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granvillb 

Earl  of  Wharnomffe. 
Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
Benjamin  Earl  of  Beaconsfield.    {In 

another  Place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 
John  Thomas  Earl  of  Eedesdale. 

Egbert  Yiscount  Hereford. 

William  Henry  Viscount  Strathallan. 

{Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Henry  Yiscount  Boungbroki  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Viscoiint  Falmouth. 
George  Viscount  ToRRiNaTON. 
Charles  William  Yiscount  Ledtster. 

{Duke  ofLeinster,) 
Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 
MERVYNViscountPowERScouRT.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
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Jameb  Tiscount  Lifford.    (EUded  far 

Irdtmd.)  ^ 

Edwaed  ViflooTmt  Banqob.    (Elected  for 

^eknd.) 
Eayeb  Yiaooimt   Doke&aile.     {Elected 

for  Lrdand.) 
OoRirw^ALLifl^V^scountBLiWAitDEN.  {Elect- 

ed  for  Ireland,) 
Cabnegie  Bobsbt  John  Viscount  St. 

ViNCEHT. 

BoBEBT  Visooimt  Melville. 

WiLLLLSc  Wells  Viscount  Sedmouth. 

Oboboe  Feedeeick  Viscount  Temple- 
town.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  Gh>BD0N.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen,) 

Edwabd    El^twood    John    Viscount 

£XMOXJTH. 

John  Lukb  Gboboe  Viscount  H'otchin- 
80N.     {Earl  of  Donoughtnore. ) 

UlCEAMD  SOMEBSET  VisCOUnt  &<ANOABTY. 

{Earl  of  Clancarty,) 
WKLLmaiON  Henby  Viscount  Combeb- 

MEBE. 

John  Henby  Thomas  Viscount  Canteb- 

BUBY. 

BowLAND  Glboo  Viscount  Hill. 
Chables  Stbwabt  Viscount  Habbinoe. 
Gbobqe  Stephens  Viscount  Gottgh. 
Btbatfobd  Viscount  Stratfobd  db  Bed- 

gltffe. 
Chables  Viscount  Evbbsley. 
Chables  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alkxandeb  Nelson  Viscount  Bbidpobt. 
Editabd  Bbbxeley  Viscount  Fobtman. 
Sdwabd  Viscount  Oabdwell. 

John  Bishop  of  London. 
(Rubles  Bishop  of  Dubham. 
Edwabb  Habold  Bishop  of  Winchesteb. 
AifBBD  Bishop  of  Llandapf. 
Bobebt  Bishop  of  Bipon. 
John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Nobwioh. 
James  Colquhotjn  Bishop  of  Bangob. 
Henby  Bishop  of  Wobcesteb. 
Chables  John  Bishop  of  Glovoesteb 
aedBbistol. 

WnjiAM  Bishop  of  Ohbsteb. 
Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

OlOBGE  AxJGTTBTirS  Bishop  of  LlOHFIELD. 

Jambs  Bishop  of  Hebefobd. 

WiLUAM   CoNNOB   Bishop    of  Pbteb- 

BOBOrGH. 

Cbbibtophkb  Bishop  of  Linooln. 
OxoBOB  Bishop  of  Salisbuby. 


Feedeeick  Bishop  of  Exeteb. 
Habvey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 
Abthub  Chables  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Fteldeb  Bishop  of  Oxfobd. 
James  Bishop  of  Manchesteb. 

ElCHABD  Bishop  of  CmCHESTEB. 

JosHiTA  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 
James  Bvssell  Bishop  of  Ely. 

Dudley  Chables  Lord  De  Eos. 
Alfbed  Joseph  Lord  Mowbbay. 
Geobge  Mannebs,  Lord  Hastdtos. 
Edwabd  Southwell  Lord  De  Cliffobd. 
Thomas  Cbosby  William  Lord  Daobe. 
Chables  Henby  Eolle  Lord  Clinton. 
Bobebt  Nathaniel  Ceoil  Geobge  Lord 

ZOUOHE  OF  HaBYNGVOBTH. 

Chables  Epwabd  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
BEATTX.     {Earl  of  Loudoun,) 

Thomas  Lorn  Camoys. 

Henby  Lord  Beaumont. 

Chables  Edwabd  Hastings  Lord  Hast- 
ings. {Earl  of  Loudoun,)  {In  another 
Place  OB  Lord  Botreaux,) 

H^NBY  Lord  Willoughby  de  Bboeb. 

Saokville  Geobge  Lord  Conyebs. 

Geobge  Lord  Vaux  of  Habbowden. 

Ealph  (Jobdon  Lord  Wentwobth. 

Bobebt  Geobge  Lord  Windsob. 

St.  Andbew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso. 

Feedeeick  Geobge  Lord  Howabd  db 
Walden. 

William  Beenabd  Lord  Petee. 

Fbedeeiok  Benjamin  Lord  Saye  and 
Sele. 

John  Feancis  Lord  Abundell  of  Wab- 

DOUB. 

John  StuaAt  Lord  Clifton.    {Earl  of 


John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dobmeb. 
Geoboe  Henby  Lord  Teynham. 
Henby  Valentine  Lord  Staffobd. 
Geobge  Fbedeeiok  William  Lord  B  ybon. 
Chables  Hugh  Lord  Cliffobd  of  Chud- 

leigh. 
William  Coutts  Lord  Ashfoed. 

HOBACB       COUETENAY       Lord       FOBBES. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexandee  Lord  Saltoun.  {Elected  for 
Scotland,) 

James  Lord  Sinclaie.  (Elected  for  Scot- 
land,) 

William  Bulleb  Fullebton  Lord  El- 
PHiNSTONB.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 
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Chables  Lord  BLAirrYKE.     {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 
Chables  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cu?i- 

R088.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Alexander  Hugh    Lord   Balfoub  of 

BuBLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 
EicHABD  Edmund  Saint  Lavbence  Lord 

Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 
Geobge  Lord  Hay.    {Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 
DiGBY  Wentwobth  Bayabb  Lord  Mm- 

DLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

John  Geobge  Bbabazon  Lord  Ponsonby. 
{Earl  of  Besshorough.) 

Geobge  Watson  Lord  Sondes. 

Alfbkd  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scabs- 
dale. 

Geobge  Flobanoe  Lord  Bostcw. 

Chables  Geobge  Lord  Loyel  and  Hol- 
land.    {Earl  of  Egmmt,) 

Augustus  Henby  Lord  Vebnon. 

Edwabd  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

GEOBGEDouGLAsLordSuNDBiDGE.  {Lvke 
o/ArgyU.) 

Edwabd  Henby  Junus  Lord  EL^wxb. 

Henby  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Fbancis  WrLUAM  Lord  Dinevob. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Chables  Henby  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Biohabd  Bbinsley  Lord  Grant- 

LEY. 

Geobge  Bridges  Hablet  Pennstt  Lord 

EODNEY. 

William  Lord  Bebwick. 

James  Henby  Legge  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henby  De  La  Poeb  Lord  Tyrone. 

{Marquees  of  Waterford.) 
Henby  Bentinck  Lord  Cableton.     {Earl 

of  Shannon.) 
Chables  Lord  Suffield. 
Dudley  Wiu£OT  Lord  Dobohbstbb. 
Lloyd  Lord  Ksnyon. 
Chables  Cobnwallis  Lord  Braybrooee. 

George  Hamilton   tx)rd   Fisherwiok. 

{Marquesi  of  Donegal ) 
Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Vueount 

Gage.) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 
WnxiAM  George  Lord  Auckland. 
Charles  George  Lord  Lyttblton. 

Henry  George  Lord  Hbnd;f.  {Viecomt 

Clifden.) 
George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castlb  Stuabt. 

{Earl  of  Moray.) 


Alan  Plantagbnet  Lord  Stuwabt  of 
Gablies.  {Earl  of  QaUoway,) 

James  Geobge  Henby  Lord  SaiiPPW- 

FOBD.     {Earl  of  Courtoton.) 
William    Lord    Bbodriok.      {Vuewmt 

Midleton.) 
Frederics  Hkcvry  William  Ijard  Oait- 

THORPE. 

Peter  Egbert  Lord  Gwydeb. 
Chables  Eobebt  Lord  Cabbtkoton. 
William  Henby  Lord  Bolton. 

GEOBGE  Lord  NORTHWIOK. 

Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilfobd. 

Thomas  Lord  Eibblbsdale. 

Edwabd  Lord  Dunsany.     {JE^ecUd  for 

Ireland.) 
Theobald   Fitz-Walteb   Lord    Dun- 

boyne.    {Elected  for  Jreland. ) 
Edwabd    Donough    Lord    iNOHiauiN. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John   Thomas   Wiluam  Lord  Massy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Eobebt  Lord  Clonbbock.    {Elected  for 

Irehmd.) 
Edward  Henby  Chubchill  Lord  Obof- 

TON.    {Elededfor  Ireland.) 
Daybolles    Blakbnet   Lord  Ybhtby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Henby  Fbancis  Seymoub  Lord  )(oorx. 

{Marquees  of  Brogheda.) 
John  Henby  Wblunoton  Gbaham  Lord 

LoFTUs.    {Marquees  ofElff.) 
WnJJAK  Jjoxd  Ca^ysfo^t.      {Earl  of 

Cary^ort.) 
Geobge  Ealph  Lord  Abebcbombt. 
HoBACE  Lord  Eiyebs. 
Chables  Edmund  Lord  Ellenborough. 

AUGUSTUSFBEDERTOKABTHUBLordSANDYB 

Henby  Nobth  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield.) 
John  Cadwalladeb  Lord  Ebskine. 
Geobge  John  Lord  Montsaglb.     {Mar- 

queee  of  SUgo.y 
GeorgeArthur  Hastings  Lord  GbiANASB. 

{Earl  of  Granard.) 

HXTNGEBFORD  Lord  C^BWE. 

Alan  Legge  Lord  Gardn^^r. 

John  Thoma3  Jjori  "Hfj^jmvas, 

John  Adrian   Louis  Lord  HopprouN. 

{Earl  of  JSbpetoun.) 
EicHARD  Lord   Castlemaine. 

for  Ireland.) 
Obabi£s  Lord  Mhldrum.    {Marqueee  ef 

EuntUf.) 
George  Fbsdsriok  Lord  Eoss.   {Earl  of 

Glasgow.) 
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WiLUAM  WnjunroHBY  Lord  Obiksxeap. 

{Eirl  of  JEnniekiOm.) 
William   Hale  Johk    Chaklbb   Lord 

FoxFOKD.     (^Harl  of  Limerick.) 
Francis  Oeobgs  Lord  Chxtbohill. 
Obosge  Eobebt  CusnsrmQt  Lord  Habeis. 
^OXKAIJ)  Ohasubs  Edwabd  Lord  Col- 
chester. 
ScHOMBERQ  Henby  Lord  Kbe.    (Jiar' 

fu»u  of  Laikiim.) 
OsoROE  HxNEY  Lord  MnrsTBE.    ( Jfor- 

qm$99  Conyngham,) 
James  Edwa&p  William  Theobald  Lord 

Obmoitde.     {Marquest  of  Ormonde,) 
PRAKcisLordWEMYSs.  {EarlofWemyse.) 
BoBEBT   Lord  Clanbbassill.    {Earl  of 

Boden.) 

WiLIJAMLYGOKLordSlLOHBSTEB.      {EotI 

of  Longford,) 
Olotwobthy  John  Eybb  Lord  Oriel. 

( Vucoumt  Maeureme,) 
HuoH  Lord  Delamebe. 
QiOBGE  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Fobestbb. 
John  William  Lord  Bayleioh. 
Edeic  Fbederic  Lord  Giffobd. 
Hubebt   Lard   Sqmsbhill.     {Marqueee 

of  Clanricarde.) 
Alexakdeb  William  Cbaweobd  Lord 

WiQAir.    {JSarl  of  Crawford  and  Bal- 

earrei.) 
TJcHTEB  John  Mabk  Lord  Banfubly. 

{Etwl  of  Jtanfurhf.) 
Geoboe  Lord  De  Tablsy. 
Chables  Stttabt  Axjbbey  Lord  Tenteb- 

DEN. 

William  Conynqham  Lord  Plxtnket. 
WnuAM  Henby  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

ICBY. 

AicHiBALDPmiiipLordBosEBEBY.   {Earl 

of  Roeehery.) 
RicHABD  Lord  Olanwiujam.     {Earl  of 

danwHUam.) 
Edwabd  Lord  Skklmebsdale. 
William  Dbafeb  Mobtdceb  Lord  Wtn- 

fobd. 
William    Henby   Lord    Kilmaenoox. 

{EarlofErroU.) 
AxmuR  Jame8  Lord  FaoALL.    {Earl  of 

FmgOL) 
William  Philip  Lord  Seiton.    (Earl  of 

SefUm.) 

WiLLIAMSTDNEYLordCLEMENTS.       {Eorl 

ofLeUrim.) 
Thomas  Loid   Ejcnlis.     {Marquee   of 
Meadfort.) 


WiLLUM   Lord  Chawobth.     {Earl  of 

Meath.) 
Chables    Adolphus    Lord    Dunhobb. 

{Earl  of  Bunmore,) 
Augustus  Fredebiok  George  Wabwioe 

Lcu:d  PoLTmoBE. 
Edwabd  Mostyn  Lord  Mostyn. 
Henby  Spbnceb  Lord  Templemobe. 
Valentine  Fbedebick  Lord  Olonoubby. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumabez. 

Lucius  Bentinck  Lord  Hunsdon.    ( Vis- 
count Falkland,) 
Thomas  Lord  Denman. 
William  Fbedebick  Lord  Abinger. 
Pmr.TP  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
Albxandeb  Hugh  Lord  Ashbubton. 
Edwabd  Bichabd  Lord  Hathebton. 
GsoBGE  Henby  Chables  Lord  Stbap- 

POBD. 

Abchibald  Brabason  Bpabbow  Lord 
WoBUNGHAM.     {Eorl  of  Qoiford,) 

William  Fbedebick  Lord  Stbatheden. 

Geoffbey  Dominick  Augustus  Fbede- 
bick Lord  Obanmobb  and  Bbowne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Simon  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  LordBATEMAN. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Chablemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont,) 

Fbanois  Alexander  Lord  Ejntobe. 
{Earl  of  Kintore,) 

Gbobge  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismobe.  ( Vii- 
count  Liemore,) 

Debbick  Wabneb  William  Lord  Boss- 

MOBE. 

Eobebt  Shapland  Lord  Cabew. 
Chables   Fbedebick    Ashley    Coopeb 

Lord  De  Mauley. 
Arthue  Lord  Wbottesley. 
Chables  Douglas  Bichabd  Lord  Sude- 

LEY. 

Fbedebick  Henby  Paul  Lord  Mbthuen. 
Henby  Edwabd  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Aldeblby. 
William  Henby  Lord  Leigh. 
Beilby  Bichabd  Lord  Wenlock. 
Chables  Lord  Lubgan. 
Thomas   Spbing   Lord  Monteagle  of 

Bbandon. 
James  Lord  Beaton. 
Edwabd    Abthub    Wellington    Lord 

EIeane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfoobd.    {Earl  of  Stair.) 
Chables  Cbespigny  Lord  Vivian. 
John  Lord  Conglbton. 
Denis  St,  Geobge  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.    {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
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Victor  Alexandeb  Lord  Eloin.    {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 
William  Henby  Foeester  Lord  Londes- 

BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Jones  Lord  Overstone. 
Charles  Eobert  .Claude  Lord  Truro. 
Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 
Edward     Burtenshaw     Lord     Saiht 

Leonards. 
EiCHARD  Henry  Fitz-Roy  Lord  Raglan. 
Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Avbland. 
Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Kenmare. 

{Earl  of  Kenmare,) 
Richard  Bickerton  Pemell  Lord  Lyons. 
Edward  Lord  Bei^ sb. 
James  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahtde. 
RoBEBT  Lord  Ebury. 
James  Lord  Skene.    (Earl  Fife,) 
William  George  Lord  Chesham. 
Frederic  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Lord  Chueston. 
John  Charles  Lord  Strathspey.    {Earl 

of  Seafield,) 
HmTRY  Ixurd  Leoonfield. 
William  Tatton  Lord  Egerton. 
Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 
FrrzPATRioK  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 
William  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 
Richard   Luttbell    Ptlkington   Lord 

Westbury. 
Francis  William  Fttzhaedingb  Lord 

FrrZHARDINGE. 

Luke  George  Lord  Annaly. 
Richard  Monckton  Lord  Houghton. 
William  Lord  Romilly. 
James  Lord  Barrogill.     {Earl  of  Caith- 
ness,) 
Thomas  Lord  Clermont. 
James  Herbert  Gustatus  Merbdyth 

Lord  Meredyth.     {Lord  Athkmney,) 
Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenry.     {Earl 

of  Bwira/ven  and  Mount-Earl,) 
Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monok.    ( Vis- 

count  Monck,) 
John  Major  Lord  Harttsmbre.     {Lord 

Henniker,) 
Edward  Robert  Lytton  Lord  Lytton. 
Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Hugh  Henry  Lord  Strathnairn. 
Edward  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 
GusTAvus  Russell  Lord  Brancbpbth. 

( Viscount  Boyne,) 
Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Lord  Cairns.    {In 

another  Place  as  Lord  High  Chancellor,) 
John  Henry  Tjord  TTTiflTEVKN. 


William  Page  Lord  Hathbrlby. 
John  Laird  Mair  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 
John  Lord  Dunning.    {Lord  RoUo.) 
James    Lord    Balinhard.      {Earl   of 

SouthesL) 
William  Lord  Hare.  {Earl of  Listowel,) 
Edward    George  •  Lord    Howard   of 

Glossof. 
John  Lord  Castletown. 
John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Jambs  Lord  Robartes. 
George  Grenfell  Lord  Wolvbrton. 
Fulke  Southwell  Lord  Greyillb. 
Thomas  Lord  0'BL^.gan. 
William  Lord  Sandhurst. 
John  Arthur  DouGLAsLord  Bloomfield. 
Frederic  Lord  Blachford. 
Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier  J) 
John  Lord  Hanmer. 
RouNDELL  Lord  Selborne. 
Gavin   Lord   Bbbadalbanb.     {Earl  of 

BreadMane,) 
James  Charles  Herbebt  Welbobe  Ellis 

Lord  SoMEBTON.   {Earl  of  Normanton. ) 
Robebt  Alexandeb  Shafto  Lord  Wa- 

YENEY. 

Henry  Ausun  Lord  Abebdabb. 
Edward  GteuNViLLB  GEORGELordLANBE- 

TON. 

James  Lord  Moncbeiff. 
John  Duke  Lord  Colebidge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 
CmcHESTEB  Samuel  Lord  Caeungfoed. 
Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cotteslob. 
Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 
John  Someeset  Lord  Hampton. 
John  Lord  Winmaeleigh. 
CosPATEicK  Alexandeb  Lord  Douglas. 

{Earl  of  Home,) 
Gboegb  Lord  Ramsay.     {Earl  of  Dal- 

housie,) 
Aethue  Edwaed  Holland  Geey  Lord 

Geby  de  Radcuffe. 
John   Lord  Fbemanagh.     {In  anothor 

Place  as  Earl  of  Erne.) 
William  Richard  Lord  Haeleoh. 
H^NEY  Geeaed  Lord  Aunoton. 
John  Lord  Tollemachb. 
Robebt  Tolvee  Lord  Gbeabd. 
Mortimer  Lord  Sackvillb. 
Colin  Lord  Blackbubn.     (A   Lord  of 
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THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

SsiuiuiKD  TO   SEBYE  IN  THE  TwENTY-FIBST  FaBLIAMENT  OF  THE  UnITBD  KiNODOM 
OP    GeBAT    BBITA£Br    AKD     lEBLAia),    SUMMONED    TO    MEET    AT    WESTMINSTER 

THE  Fifth  Day  op  Maboh,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundeed  and  Seventy- 

POUE,   AS    BY    the    SEVBBAL   ReTUBNS  FILED    IN    THE    OfFICB  OP  THE    OlEBK 
OF  THE  CbOWN  in  OhANCEBY  APPEABS  :    AMENDED    TO    THE    OPENING   OF  THE 

Fifth  Session  on  the  17th  Day  of  Januaby,  1878. 


BEDFOED  COUNTY. 
Bir  Bichard  Thomas  Gilpin, 

bt. 
ICarqraess  of  TaTistock. 

BEDFORD. 
Samuel  Whitbread, 
Frederick  Charles  Folhill- 

Tamer. 


BEEKB  COUNTY. 
Bobert  Loyd-Lindsay, 
John  Walter, 
FhHip  Wroughton. 
READING. 
Sir  Francis  Henry  Gold- 

Bmid,  bt.y 
George  John  ShawLefevre. 

WINDSOR  mEW). 
Bobert  Bichardson  Gard- 
ner. 

WALLINGFORD. 
Edward  WeUs. 

ABINGDON. 
Jolm  Creemer  Clarke. 

BUCKINGHAM 

COUNTY. 

Sir  Bobert  Bateson  Har- 

▼ey,  bt., 
Nathaniel  Grace  Lambert, 
Hon.  Thomas  Francis  Fre- 
numtle. 

ATLBSBURT, 
Sir  Nathaniel  Mayer  de 

Bothsdiild,  bt., 
Samuel  George  Smith. 

BUCKINGHAM. 
Sgetton  Hubbard. 

HARLOW  (GREAT). 
Thomas  Owen  Wethered. 
WTOOlfBE  (OHEPPINa). 
Eon.  William  Henry  Fe- 
regxine  Oaxington. 


CAMBEIDGE  COUNTY. 
!Rt.  hon.  Henry  Bouyerie 

William  Brand, 
Hon.     Eliot     Constantine 

Yorke, 
Benjamin  Bridges  Hunter 

ItodweU. 

CAMBRIDGE(UNIVERSITT) 
Et.  hon.  Spencer  Horatio 

Walpole, 
Alexander  James  Beresford 

Beresford  Hope. 
CAMBRIDGE. 
Alfred  George  Marten, 
Patrick  Boyle  Smollett. 


EAST  CHESHIRE. 
William  John  Legh, 
William  Cunliffe  Brooks. 

MID  CHESHIRE. 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton, 
Piers  Egerton  Warburton. 

WEST  CHESHIRE. 
Sir  Philip  de  Malpas  Grey 

Egerton,  bt., 
Hon.  Wilbraham  Frederick 
ToUemache. 

MACCLESFIELD. 
William   Coare    Brockle- 
'  hurst, 
David  Chadwick. 

STOCKPORT. 
Charles  Henry  Hopwood, 
Frederick  Pennington. 

BIRKENHEAD. 
David  Mac  Ivor. 

CHESTER. 
Henry  Odoil  Baikes, 
Bt  hon.  John  George  Dod- 
son. 


COBNWALL   COUNTY- 

(Eattem  Divitum.) 
Sir  Colman  Bashleigh,  bt., 
John  Trema3me. 

( Western  Divitum.) 
Sir  John  Saint  Aubyn,  bt., 
Arthur  Pendarves  Vivian. 

TRURO. 
Sir  Frederick  Martin  Wil- 
liams, bt.. 
Sir  James  M^G^rel-Hogg. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH. 
David  James  Jenkins, 
Henry  Thomas  Cole. 

BODMIN. 

Hon.     Edward     Frederic 

Leveson-Gower. 

LAUNCESTON. 

Sir  Hardinge  Stanley  Gif- 

fard,  knt. 

LISKEARD. 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

HELSTON. 
Adolphus  William  Young. 

ST.  IVES. 
Charles  TyringhamPraed. 


CUMBEBLAND 

COUNTY. 
{Eaetem  Dtvieion,) 

Hon.  Charles  Wentworth 

George  Howard, 
Edward  Stafford  Howard. 

( Weitem  Dwition.) 

Hon.  Percy  Scawen  Wynd- 

ham, 
Bt.  Hon.  Jocelyn  Francis 

Lord  Munoaster. 
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CARLISLE. 
Bobert  Ferguson, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

OOOKERMOUTH. 
Isaao  Fletcher. 

WHITEHAVEN. 
Bt.  hon.  George  Augustas 
Frederick        Cavendish 
Bentinck. 


DEEBY  COUNTY. 

(North  D€rbyshire.) 
Lord  George  Henry  Caven- 
dish, 
Augustus  Peter  Arkwright. 

(South  Derbyshire.) 
Sir  HemyWilmot,  bt., 
Thomas  William  Evans. 

(East  Derby tfure.) 
Hon.  Francis  Egerton, 
Francos  Arkwright. 

DERBY. 
Michael  Thomas  Baas, 
Samuel  PlimsoU. 


DEVON  COUNTY. 

(North  Devomhirs,) 

Et.  hon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry 

Northcote,  bt.. 
Sir'  Thomas  Dyke  Adand, 
bt. 

(Eatt  Devonshire.) 

Sir  Lawrence  Palk,  bt.. 
Sir  John    Henry  Kenna- 
way,  bt. 

(South  Devonshire.) 
Sir  Lopes  Massey  Lopes, 

bt., 
John  Carpenter  Qumier. 

TIVERTON. 
Sir  John  Heathcoat  Amory, 

bt. 
Et.  hon.  William  Nathaniel 
Ma3sey. 

PLYMOUTH. 
Edward  Bates, 
Sampson  Samuel  Lloyd. 

BARNSTAPLE. 
Thomas  Cave, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

DEVONPORT. 
John  Heniy  Pulestoa, 
George  Edward  Price. 
TAVISTOCK. 
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DOESET  COUNTY. 
John  Fhwer, 
Hon.  William  HeaiyBerke- 

ley  Portman, 
Hon.    Edward    Tra&lgar 

Digby. 
WETMOUTH  AND  MELGOMBE 

REGIS. 
Henry  Edwards, 
Sir  Frederick  John  William 
Johnstone,  bt. 
DORCHESTER. 
William  Ernest  Brymer. 

BRIDPORT. 
Pandeli  Balli. 

SHAFTESBURY. 
VereFaneBenett-Stanford. 

WAREHAM. 
John  Samuel  Wanley  Saw- 
bridge  Erle-Drax. 
POOLE. 
Hon.  Anthony  Evelyn  Mel- 
bourne Ashley. 


DUBHAM  COUNTY. 
(Northern  Dimnon.) 
Charles  Mark  Palmer, 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 
(Souihem  Divieion.) 
Joseph  Whitwell  Pease, 
FrediBrick  Edward  Blaokett 
Beaumont. 

DURHAM  (CITY). 
Farrer  Herschell, 
Sir  Arthur  Edward  Mid- 
dleton,  bt. 

SUNDERLAND. 
Edw^ird  Temperley  Gbur* 

ley, 

Sir      Henry      Marshman 
Hayeloc^  bt. 

GATESHEAD. 
Walter  Henry  James. 
SHIELDS  (SOUTH). 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

DARLINGTON. 

Edmimd  Backhouse. 

HARTLEPOOL. 

Isaac  Lowthian  BelL 

STOCKTON, 
Joseph  Dodds. 


2£&tnhet$, 

Essex  CouKTY — cofU. 

(East  Essex.) 
James  Bound, 
Samuel     Brise     Buggies- 
Brise. 

(Swih  Essew,) 
Thomas  Charles  Barii^, 
William  Thomas  Makms. 

COLCHESTER. 
Alexander  Learmonth, 
Herbert  Bulkeley  Praed. 

MALDON. 
George  Montagu  Warren 
Sandford. 

HARWICH. 
Henry  Jervis  White  Jervis* 


ESBEX  COUNTY. 


GLOUCESTEBCOUNTY. 
(Eastern  Division. ) 

Bt.  hon.  Sir  Michael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beach,  bt. 

John  Beginald  Yorke. 
( Western  Division. ) 

Hon.     Bandall     Edward 
Sherborne  Plimkett, 

Bobert  Nigel  Fitzhardinge 
Kingacote. 

STROUD. 
Alfred  John  Stanton. 
Samuel  Stephens  Marling. 

TEWKESBURY. 
William  Edwin  Price. 

CIRENCESTER. 
Allen  Alexander  Bathurst. 

CHELTENHAM. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gbrdner. 

GLOUCESTER. 
William  EoUigrew  Wait, 
Charles  James  Monk. 


HEBEFOBD  COUNTY. 

Sir  Joseph  Bussell  Bailey^ 

bt., 
Michael  Biddulph^ 
Daniel  Peploe  reploe. 

HEREFORD. 
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HEBTFOBP  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Frederick  Habey, 
Abel  Smith, 

HoiL     Heniy     Prederick 
Cowper. 

HERTFORD. 
AidiBT  James  Balfour. 


HUNTINGDON 

COUNTY. 

Edward  Fellowes, 

Tiscount  Mandeville. 

HUNTINGDON. 

Yiaocmnt  Hinchingbrook. 

KENT  COUNTY. 
{EatlerH  Dinisum,) 
Edward  Leigli  Pemberton, 
William  Deedes. 

( WtMt  KetU.) 
SrGharles Henry  Mills,  bt., 
Jdm  Gilbert  Talbot. 

{Mid  KeM.) 
HoiL  William  Archer  (Am- 
herst) Viscoimt  Holmes- 
dale, 
Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
bt 

ROCHESTER. 
Philip  Wykeham-Martin, 
Julian  Goldsmid. 

MAIDSTONE. 
Sr  John  Lubbock,  bt., 
Sr  Sydney  Hedley  Water- 
bw,  bt. 

GREENWICH. 
Thomas  William  Boord, 
Bt  hon.   William    Ewart 
Gladstone. 

CHATHAM. 
John  Eldon  Gorst. 

GRAVESEND. 
Bedford   Clapperton  Tre- 
Telyan  Pirn. 

CANTERBURY. 
Heniy  Alexander   Monro 

Butler-Johnstone, 
Lewis  Aahurst  Majendie. 


LANCASTER  COUNTY. 

{North  Lancashire,) 
HozL    Frederick     Arthur 

Stanley, 
Ihomas  Heaxy  CSiftpn. 
{Northeast  Laneashir$.) 
James  Maden  Holt, 
John  Pierce  Ohamberlam 
Stadde. 


(OOMKONS,  1878} 
JiAKOAsmsB  County — ^nt. 

{Southeast  Laneathire,) 
Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Eger- 

ton, 
Edward  Hardeastile. 

{Soutft-west  Lancashire,) 
Bt.  hon.  Eiohard  Assheton 

Cross, 
John  Ireland  Bladcbuxne. 

LIVERPOOL*. 
Eight  hon.  Dudley  Francis 
otuart  (Ryder)  Viscoimt 
Sandon, 
John  Torr, 
William  Eathboue. 

MANCHESTER. 
Hurfi  Birley, 
Sir  Thomaa  Badeyy  bt., 
Jacob  Bright. 

PRESTON. 
Edward  Hermon, 
Sir  John  Holker,  knt. 

WIGAN. 
Hon.  Jiord  Li^id^ay, 
Thomas  Knowles. 
BOLTON. 
John  Hick, 
John  Kynaston  Cross. 

BLACKBURN. 
William  Edward  Briggs. 
Daniel  Thwaites. 

OLDHAM. 
Frederick  Lowton  Bpinks, 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbert. 

SALFOBD, 
William  Homas  Charley, 
Oliver  Ormerod  Walker. 

CLITHEROE. 
Ralph  Assheton. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE. 
Thomas  Walton  Mellor. 

BURY. 
Robert  Needham  Philips. 

ROCHDALE. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter, 

WARRINGTON. 
Sir  Gilbert  Greenall,  bt. 

BURNLEY. 
Peter  Rylands. 

STALEYBRIDGB. 
Tom  Hcmrop  Sid^bottoB>. 


LEICESTER  COUNTY. 

{Northern  DimsUm,) 
Rt.  hon.  Lord  John  James 

Robert  MaQ90nf, 
Samuel  WiUi^JU  Olowas. 

.  (Sovthem  Dinsion,) 
Albert  PeU, 
WittiAm  Unwin  Heygate. 


J£etnv0fi» 

LEICESTER. 
Peter  Alfred  Taylor, 
Alexander  M'Arthur. 

LINCOLN  COUNTY. 

{North  Lincolnshire,) 

Sir  John  Dugdale  Astley, 

bt., 
]^wland  Winn. 

{Mid  Lincolnshire,) 
Henry  Chaplin, 
Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

{South  Lincolnshire,) 
Sir  William  Earle  Welby- 

Ghregory,  bt., 
Edmund  Tumor. 

GRANTHAM. 
Sir  Hugh  Arthur  Henry 

Cholmeley,  bt., 
Henry  Fruids   Cockayne 
Oust. 

BOSTON. 
William  James  Ingram, 
John  Wingfield  Malookn. 

STAMFORD. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  John  Charles 
Daliymple  Hay,  bt. 
GRIMSBY  (^EAT). 
Alfred  Mellor  Wat^in. 

LINCOLN. 
Edward  Chaplin, 
Charles  Seely. 


MIDDLESEX  COUNTY. 
Lord  G^eorge  Francis  Ha- 
milton, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 

WESTMINSTER. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Henry 

Smith, 
Sir  Charles  Russell,  bt. 
TOWER  HAMLETS. 
Charles  Thompson  Ritchie, 
Joseph  D'AgmlarSamuda. 

HAOKNBy. 
John  Holms^ 
Henry  Fawcett. 

FINfiBURY. 
William    Torrens    M^Oul- 

lagh  Torrens, 
Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  bt 
MARYLEBONE. 
William  Forjyth, 
Sir  ThoflWW  Chftwbpss,  knt. 

CHELSEA. 
Sir    Charles    WeAtwprth 

DUke,  bt., 
WiUiam  Gt)rdon. 
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LONDON  (UNIVERSITY). 
Et.  hon.  Eobert  Lowe. 

LONDON. 
William  James  Bichmond 

Cotton, 
Philip  Twells, 
Et.  non.  Joha  Gellibrand 

Hubbard, 
Bt.  bon.  GhBorge  Joacbim 

Gbsoben. 


MONMOUTH  COUNTY, 
Hon.  Lord  Henry  Bicbard 

Charles  Somerset, 
Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay 

Morgan. 

MONMOUTH. 
Thomas  Cordes. 


NOBFOLK  COUNTY. 
{We$t  Norfolk.) 
Sir  William  Bagge,  bt*, 
George    William    Pierre- 
pent  Bentinck. 

(North  Norfolk.) 
SirEdmundHenryKnowies 

Lacon,  bt., 
James  Duff. 

(South  Norfolk,) 
Clare  Sewell  Bead, 
Sir  Bobert  JacobBuxton,bt. 

LYNN  REGIS. 
Hon.  Bobert  Bourke, 
Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton. 

NORWICH. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman, 

NOBTHAMPTON 

COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Sg^kville  George  Stopford- 

Sackville, 
Hon.  Lord  Burghley. 
(Souikem  Diviaion.) 
Sir  Bainald  Elnightley,  bt., 
Fairfax     William     Cart- 
wright. 

PETERBOROUGH. 
Thompson  Hankey, 
GeorgeHaomiondWhalley. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Pickering  Phipps, 
Charles     George     Mere- 
wether. 

NOBTHUMBEBLAND^ 

COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 

Bt.    non.    Henrv^    Gtsorge 

(Percy)  Earl  Per^, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley, 
bt. 
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NORTHTJMBEELAND  CoTJNTT 

— oont. 

( Southern  Division.) 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beau- 
mont, 
Lord  Eslington. 

MORPETH. 
Thomas  Burt. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Thomas  Eustace  Smith. 

NEWOASTLE-UPON-TTNE. 
Joseph  Cowen, 
ChauesFrederiok  Hamond. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 
Sir  Dudley  Coutts  Marjori- 

banks,  bt., 
David  Milne  Home. 


NOTTINGHAM 
COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division,) 
Frederick  Chatfield  Smith, 
Viscount  Galway. 

(Southern  Division), 
Thomas  Blackbome  Thoro- 

ton  Hildyard, 
George  Storer. 

NEWARK.UPON-TRENT. 
Thomas  Earn, 
Samuel  Boteler  Bnstowe. 

RETFORD  (EAST). 
Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 

jambe, 
William     Beckett     Deni- 
son. 

NOTTINGHAM. 
William  Evelyn  Denison, 
Saul  Isaac. 


OXFOED  COUNTY. 

Rt.  hon.  Joseph  Warner 
Henley, 

John  Siiiey  North, 

William  Comwallis  Cart- 
wright. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 
Rt.  hon.  GaAhome  Hajrdy, 
Rt.  hoiL  John  Robert  Mow- 
bray. 

OXFORD  (OITT). 

Sir  WilHam  George  Gran- 
ville Yenables  Vemon- 
Har court,  knt., 

Alexander  William  Hall. 


Members. 

WOODSTOCK. 
Lord     Randolph      Henry 
Spencer  Churchill. 
BANBURY. 
Bemhard  Samuelson. 

RUTLAND  COUNTY. 
Rt.  hon.  Gerard  JamesNoel, 
(Jeorge  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP  COUNTY. 
(Northern  Division.) 
Hon.  George  Cecil  Orlando 
(Bridgeman)       Viscount 
Newport, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

(Southern  Division.) 
John  Edmund  Seveme, 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton,  bt. 

SHREWSBURY. 
Charles  Cecil  Cotes, 
Henry  Robertson. 
WENLOCK. 
Alexander         Hargreaves 

Brown, 
Cecil      Theodore       Weld 
Forester. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.      G^orffe       Herbert 
Windsor  Windsor-Clive. 
BRIDGNORTH. 
William  Henry  Foster. 

SOMERSET  COUNTY. 

(East  Somerset.) 
Ralph  Shuttleworth  Allen, 
Ricnard  Bright. 

(Mid  Somerset.) 
Richard  Homer  Paget, 
Ralph  NeviUe  GrenviUe. 

(West  Somerset.) 
Hon.    Arthur    Wellington 
Alexander  Nelson  Hood, 
Vaughan       Hanning 
Yaughan-Lee. 

BATH. 
Arthur  Divett  Hayter, 
Nathaniel  George  Philips 
Bousfield. 

TAUNTON. 
Alexander    Charles    Bar- 
day, 
Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 

FROME. 
Henry  Bemhard  Samuel- 
son. 

BRISTOL. 
Eirkman  Daniel  Hodgson, 
Samuel  Morley. 
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SOUTHAMPTON 

(X)UNTY. 

{NortkeruDioiMUm.) 

Bt  boo.  Gtooige   8<uater- 

Booih, 
William  "Wither  Bramston 
Beech. 

{&mtkem  IHvinon.) 
Lord  Ueniy  John  Montag^- 

Dcraglas-Scott, 
Et  hon.  William  Francis 
Oowper-Temple. 
WINCHESTER. 
William  Barrow  Simonds, 
AithuT  Bobert  Naghten. 

PORTSMOUTH. 
Sr  James  Daliymple  Horn 

Elphinstone,  bt., 
HoiLThomasCQiarleBBruce, 

LTMINGTON. 
Edmund  Began  Kennard. 

ANDOVER. 
Heiizy  "Wellesley. 

CHEISTCHURCH. 
&r    Henry     Drummond 
Wdff. 

PETERSFIELD. 
fioD.  SydnejHylton JolMe. 

SOUTHAMPTON. 
feFrederick  Perkins,  knt., 
Bi  hon.  Eussell  Ghimey. 


STAFFORD  COUNTY. 

{Norik  Sk^ardshire.) 
Bt  hon.  Sir  Charles  Bowyer 

Adderley,  bt, 
Colin  Minion  Campbell. 

( West  Stafordshire,) 
AkxBnder  Staveley  Hill, 
fnamA  Monckton. 

{Etut  &tMn-d$hire.) 
Bamoel  Ohanes  Allsopp, 
Miciuiel  Arthur  Bass. 

STAFFORD. 
HiommsSalt, 
Alexander  Macdonald. 

TAMWORTH. 
St.lion.Sir£obertPeel,bt., 
Bobert  William  Hanbnry. 
HEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME. 
Sr  Edmnnd  Buckley,  bt., 
William  Shepherd  Allen. 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 
It  hoB.  Charles  Pelham 

Yilfiera, 
ThomaalfatthiasWegaelin. 

STOIW-UPON-TRENT. 
Bob«t  Heath, 
Edward  Yanghan  Kenealy. 
WALSALL. 

firOuuiesForster,  bt. 
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WEDNESBURT. 
Alexander  Brogden. 
LICHFIELD. 
Bichard  Dyott. 


SUFFOLK  COUNTY, 

(Eoitem  Dhitum,) 

Frederick  Brook  (Thellus- 

son)  Lord  Eendlesham, 
Frederick  St.  John  Newde- 
gate  Bame. 

( WmUm  Dwiaion.) 
Windsor  Parker, 
Thomas  Thomhill. 
IPSWICH. 
Thomas  Clement  Cobbold, 
James  Eedfoord  Bulwer. 
BURT  ST.  EDMUNDS. 
Edward  Greene, 
Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

EYE. 
Et.  hon.  George  William 
Viscount  Barrington. 


SUEEEY  COXJNTY. 
(East  Surrey.) 
James  Watney, 
William  Ghrantham. 
{Mid  Svrrey.) 
Sir  Henry  William  Peek,bt. 
Sir   James   John    Trevor 
Lawrence,  bt. 

( Wut  Swrrei/,) 
George  Cubitt, 
Lee  Steere. 

SOUTHWARK. 
John  Locke, 
Francis  Marcus  Beresford. 

LAMBETH. 
Sir  James  Clarke  Lawrence, 

bt. 
William  McArthur. 
GUILDFORD. 
Denzil  Eoberts  Onslow. 


SUSSEX  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Dwision,) 

(Jeorge  Burrow  Gregory, 

Montagu  David  Scott. 

( Western  Division.) 

Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Bart- 

telot,  bt., 
Hon.  Charles  Hennr  (Gor- 
don   Lennox)    Earl    of 
March. 
SHOREHAM  (NEW). 
Et.  hon.  Stephen  Cave, 
Sir  Walter  Wm.  BurreU,  bt. 

BRIGHTHELMSTONE. 
James  Lloyd  Ashbury, 
Charles  Cameron  Shute. 

CHICHESTER. 
Et.hon.LordHe: 
Charles  Gordon 


Jxifffiberi* 

LEWES. 
William  Langham  Christie. 

HORSHAM. 
James  Clifton  Brown. 

MIDHURST. 
Sir  Henry  Thurston  Hol- 
land, bt. 

WAEWICK  COUNTYT 

{Northern  Division,) 
Charles  Newdigate  Newde- 
^te, 

am  Bromley  Daven- 
port. 

(Southern  Division,) 
Hugh  (de  Grey  Seymour) 

Earl  of  Yarmouth. 
Sir  John  Eardley  Eardley 
Wihnot,  bt. 

BIRMINGHAM. 
Philip  Henry  Mimtz, 
Et.  hon.  John  Bright, 
Joseph  Chamberl^n. 

WARWICK. 
George  William  John  Eep- 

ton, 
Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 

COVENTRY. 
Henry  William  Eaton, 
Sir  Henry  Mather  Jackson, 
bt. • 

WESTMOEELAND 

COUNTY. 

Hon.    Thomas    (Taylour) 

Earl  of  Bective, 
Hon.  William  Lowther. 

KENDAL. 
John  WhitweU.  _^ 

(WIGHT)  ISLEOFr 
Alexander  Dundas  Wishart 

Eoss  Baillie  Cochrane. 
NEWPORT,  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Charles  CavendieJi  Clifford. 

""WILTS  COUNTY. 

(Northern  Division.) 
George  Thomits  John  Buck- 
nail  Estcourt, 
Sir  George   Samuel   Jen- 
kinson,  bt. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Et.  hon.  Lord  Henry  Frede- 
rick Thynne, 
Hon.     (William   PleydeU 
Bouverie)  Viscount 

Folkestone. 
NEW  SARUM  (SALISBURY). 
Granville  Eichard  Eyder, 
John  Alfred  Lush. 

CRICKLADE. 
Sir  Daniel  Gooch,  bt., 
Ambrose  Lethbridge  (Jod- 
dard. 
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DEVIZES. 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  bt. 

MARLBOKOUGH. 
Bt.  hon.  Lord  Ernest  Au- 
goBtod   Charles    ^rude- 
nell-Bruce. 

CHIPPENHAM. 
Oalmel  Goldney. 
GALNE. 
Lord  Edmond  Fitzmatirioe. 

MALMESBURT. 
Walter  PowelL 

WESTBUEY. 
Abraham  Laverton. 

WILTON. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 


WOECESTER  COTJNTY. 

(Eoitem  Dimiion,) 
Henry  AIlsopp, 
Thomas  Eades  Walker. 

( Western  DivUUm,) 

Frederick  Winn  Knight, 

Sir     Edmund     Anmoney 

Harley  Lechmere,  bt. 

EVESHAM. 

James  Bourne. 

DROITWICH. 
John  Oorbett. 

BEWDLEY. 
Charles  Harrison* 
DUDLEY. 
Heniy  Brinsley  Sheridan. 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
Sir     William     Augustus 
Fraser,  bt. 

WORCESTER. 
Alexander  Clunes  Sherriff, 
Thomas  Bowley  Hill. 


YORK  COUNTY. 

{North  Hiding.) 

Bt.  hon.  William  Beginald 

ghincombe)      Yisoormt 
elmdey, 
Frederick  Aodom  Milbank. 

{East  Riding.) 
Christopher  Sykes, 
William  Henry  Harrison 

Broadley. 
iyfestBidrngJ^orifmnDHntum.) 
Lord    Fx!ederiek    Charles 
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York  Oottwty — oont 

LEEDS. 
William  St.  James  Wheel- 
house. 
Bobetrt  Tendant, 
John  Barrsii. 

PONTEFBAOT. 
Et.    hon.    Hugh    Culling 

Eardley  Ghilders, 
Samuel  Waterhoufle. 
SGABAOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Legard,  bt., 
Sir  Harcourt  Yanden  Bem- 
pde  Johnstone,  bt. 
SHEFFIELD. 
John  Arthur  Eoebuck, 
An1h.ony  John  Mundella. 

BRADFORD. 
Et.  hon.  William  Edward 

Forster, 
Henry  WiHiam  Eipley. 

HALIFAX. 
Et.  hon.  James  Stan£tfeld, 
John  Dyson  Hutdhinson. 

KNARESBOROUGH. 
Basil  Thomas  Woodd. 

MALTON. 

Hon.     Charles     William 

Wentworth-Fit^william. 

RICHMOND. 

Hon.  John  Charles  Dundas. 

RIPON. 
Et.  hon.  Frederick  Oliver 
(EobiAfton)  Earl  de  Grey. 
HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edwlurd  Aldam  Leatham. 

THIRSK. 
Sir  WiUiam  Payne  Qall- 
wey,  bt. 
NORTHALLERTON. 
George  William  Elliot. 

WAKEFIELD. 
Thomas  Kemp  Sanderson. 

WHITBT. 
William  Henry  Gladstone. 

YORK  CITY. 
George  Leeman^ 
James  Lowther< 

MIDDLESBOROUGH. 
Heniy  William  Ferdinand 
Bolckow. 

DEWSBURY. 


Babons    of    the   Cmaus 
'PoB.TB—eoht 
HAS*i!^gS. 
Thomas  Brassey, 
Sir  Ughtred  James  Kay- 
Shumeworth,  bt. 
SANDWICH. 
Henry  Artliur  Brasaey, 
Bt.  hon.  Fdward  Hugessen 
KaatchbuU-Hugessen. 
HYTHE. 
Sir  Edward  William  Wat- 
kin. 

RYE. 
John  Stewart  Hardy. 

WALES. 
ANGLESEA  COUNTY. 
Eiohard  Davies. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Morgan  Lloyd. 

BEECKNOCK  COUNTY. 
WiUiam  FuUer  Maitland, 

BRECKNOCK. 
James      Price      WilliaooL 
Ghrynne  Holford. 

CAEDIGAN  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Edward  Lloyd. 

CARDIGAN,  ito, 
David  Davies. 


CAEMAETHEN 
COUNTY. 
Hon.  (Frederick  Archibald 
Yaughan  Campbell)  Vis- 
count Emlyli, 
John  Jones. 

CARMARTHEN,  Ao. 
Sir  Emile  Algernon  AiihiiT 
Keppell  Cowell  Stepney, 
bt.       . 


CAENAEVON  COUNTY. 
Hon.George  SholtoDouglai 
Pennant. 

CARNARVON,  Ac. 
William  Bulkeley  Hughes. 


DENBIGH  COUNTY. 
SirWatkinWilliamsWynn, 

bt., 
George  Osborne  Motgan. 

DENBIGH,  4o. 
Watkin  Williams. 
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MERTHTK  TYDVIL. 
Henij  lE^diard, 
Bidttffd  Fothergill. 
CARDIFF,  4eo. 
Jnods  Frederiek    Dudley 
Criehtofii-Stiiatt. 
SWANSEA,  fta 
lewis  Llgwelyn  Dillwyn. 

HERiONErrn  county. 

Biamel  Holland. , 

MONTGOMERY 

COUNTY. 

Gbarlee  Watkin  Williams 

Wynn. 

MONTGOMERY.  Ac. 

Hon.FrederickStej^GnAr- 

diibald  Hanbuiy-Traoy. 


PEMBROKE  COUNTYi 
Jamee  Bevan  Bowen. 
PEMBROKE,  ka. 
Edward  Jamee  Reed^  C.B. 

HAVERFORDWEST. 
HoiL  William  Baron  Ken- 
sington, 


RADNOR  COUNTY. 
Bob.  Arthiur  Walsh. 
NEW  RADNOR. 
St  kon.  Spencer  Compton 

/Csrendish)  Marquess  of 

Hartington. 


SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSHIRE. 
{EoMi  Aberdeenshire,) 
Sf  Alexander    HanultoH 
Gordon,  knt. 

[West  AberdemuMre,) 
Lord    William     Douglas 
Cope  €K)rdon. 
ABERDEEN. 
John  Farley  Leith. 
ARGTLE. 
JoJm  Douglas  Sutherland 
(Campbell)      Marquees 
of  liOTne. 

AYR. 

{N^rth  Ayrikirf,) 

Boger  Montgomerie. 

{SoMih  Ayr$kire,) 

Claad  Alexander. 

KILMARNOCK,  RENFREW, 

*o. 
Itmes  Fortescue  Harrison. 

BURGHS  OF  AYR,  Ao. 
Sir  William  James  Mont^ 
gomeiT  Cuninghame,  bt. 
BANFF. 
Bobert  William  Duff. 

BBBWICK. 
HoiLSbt.Baillie-Hamilton 

BUTE. 
Cbades  DalzTii^lt. 


{COMMONS,  im] 

CAltHOTiSSSHtRE. 
Sir   John   George    ToUe- 
nxaehe  Sinolair^  bt. 
WICK,  KIRKWALL,  Jf6. 
John  Pendd:^ . 

OtACKMANNArt  AND 
KINROSS. 
Rt.  hon/ William  Patrick 
Adam. 

DUMBARTON. 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing. 
DUMFRIESSHIRE. 
John   James   Hope-John- 
stone. 

DUMFRIES,  Ac. 
Ernest  Noel. 

EDINBURGHSHIRE. 
Rt.  hon.  Williato  Henry 
(Montagu  Douglas  Scott) 
Earl  of  Dalkeith. 
EDINBURGH. 
Duncan  McLaren, 
James  Cowan. 
UNIVERSITIES    OF    EDIN- 
BURGH AND  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Rt.  hon.  Lyon  Playfair. 

BURGHS  OF  LEITH,  «kc. 
Donald  Robert  Macgregor. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
Hon.  iJexatider   William 
George  (Duff)  Viscount 
Macduff. 

BURGHS  OF  ELGIN,  Ao. 
Mountstuart     Elphi^tone 
Grant  Duff. 

FALKIRK,  <kc.  BURGH8. 
John  Ramsay. 

FIFE. 
Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  bt. 
BURGHS  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 
Edward  Ellice. 

KIRKCALDY,  DYSART,  «kc. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt. 

FORFAR. 
Jatoes  William  Barclay. 

TOWN  OF  DUNDEE. 
James  Yeaman, 
Edward  Jenkins. 

MONTROSE,  Ac. 
Rt.  hou.  William  EdWatrd 
Baxter. 

HADDINGTON. 
Hon.     Francis     Wemyss 
(Charteris)  Lord  Eloho. 
HADDINGTON  BURGHS. 
Sir    Hpnry    Robert    Fer- 
guson Davie,  bt. 
INVERNESS. 
Donald  Cameron. 

INVERNESS,  «kc. 
Charles  Eraser  Mackintosh. 

KINCARDINESfilRE. 

Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHT, 

John  Maiftand. 


jSfinnbifi* 
LANARK. 

Sir  lawmas  Edward  Cole- 

brooke,  bt. 

(South  Lanarkshire.) 
SirWindhamCharlesJames 

Carmidijael  -  Anstiu&er, 

bt. 

GLASGOW. 
Charles  Cameron, 
George  Anderson^ 
Alexander  Whitelaw. 
UNIVERSITIES  OF  GLAS- 
GOW AND  ABERDEEN. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Watson. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Samuel  Laing. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK. 
Sir  Graham  Grahtan  Mont- 
gomery, bt. 

PERTH. 
Sir  William  Sterling  Max- 
weU,  bt. 

TOWN  OF  PERTH. 
Hon.    Arthur    FitzGwald 
Kinnaird. 

RENFREWSHIRE. 
William  Mure. 

PAISLEY. 
William  Holms. 

GREENOCK. 
James  Johnstone  Grieve. 
ROSS  AND  CROMARTY. 
Alexander  Matheson. 

ROXBURGH. 
Sir    George    Henry  Scott 
Douglas,  bt. 
HAWICK,  SELKIRK,  <ko. 
George  Otto  Trevelyan. 

STIRLING. 
Sir  William  Edmonstone, 
bt. 

STIRLING,  Ac. 
Henry    Campbell-Banner- 
man. 

SUTHERLAND. 
Hon.   (Cromartie  Levesou 
Qower)     Marquess     of 
Stafford. 

WIGTON. 
Robert  Vans  Agnew. 

WIGTON,  Ac.  BURGHS. 
Mark  John  Stewart. 


IRELAND. 


ANTRIM  COUNTY. 
James  Ghaine, 
Hon.  Edward  O'Neill. 

BELFAST. 
James  Porter  Corty, 
William  Johnston. 

Ogle 
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LISBURN. 
Sir  Eichard  Wallace,  bt. 

CARRIOKFERGUS. 
Marriott  Eobert  Dalway. 

ARMAGH  COUNTY. 
Edward  Wingfield  Vemer, 
Maxwell  Charles  dose. 

ARMAGH   (CITY). 
George  De  La  Poer  Beres- 
ford. 
CARLOW  COUNTY. 
Heniy  Bruen, 
Arthur      MacMorrongh 
Kavanagh. 
CARLOW  (BOROUGH). 
Heniy  Owen  Lewis. 

CAVAN  COUNTY. 
Oharles  Joseph  Fay, 
Joseph  Gillis  Biggar. 
CLARE  COUNTY. 
Bt.    hon.    Lord     Francis 

Oonyngham, 
Sir  Bryan  O'Loghlen,  bt. 

ENNIS. 
William  Stacpoole. 

CORK  COUNTY. 
McCarthy  Downing, 
William  Shaw. 

CORK  (CITY). 
Nicholas  Daniel  Murphy. 
William  (Joulding. 

BANDON  BRIDGE. 
Alexander  Swanston. 

YOUGHAL. 
Sir  JosephNeale  McKenna, 
knt. 

KINSALE. 
Eugene  Collins. 

MALLOW. 
John  George  MacCarthy. 

DONEGAL  COUNTY. 
Hon.    James    (Hamilton) 

Marquess  of  Hamilton, 
William  Wilson. 

DOWN  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Edwin 

Hill-Trevor, 
James  Sharman  Crawford. 

NEWRY. 
William  Whitworth. 
DOWNPATRICK. 
John  MulhoUand. 

DUBLIN  COUNTY. 
Ion  Trant  Hamilton, 
Bt.  hon.  Thomas  Edward 
Taylor. 

DUBLIN  (CITY). 
Sir  Arthur  Edward  GKiin- 

ness,  bt., 
Maurice  Brooks. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 
Hon.  David  Ebt.  Plunket, 
Bt.  hon.  Edward  Gibson. 


(COMMONS,  1878} 

FERBfANAGH. 
William  Humphrys  Arch- 

daU, 
Hon.  Henry  Arthur  Cole. 

ENNISKILLEN. 
Hon.  John  Henry  (Crich- 
ton)  Viscount  Orichton. 
GALWAY  COUNTY. 
John  Philip  Nolan, 
Mitchell  flenry. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
George  Morris, 
Michael  Francis  Ward. 

KERRY. 
Henry  Arthur  Herbert, 
Eowland   Ponsonby  Blen- 
nerhassett. 

TRALEE. 
Daniel  O'Donoghue,  (The 
O'Donoghue). 

KILDARE. 
Charles  Heniy  Meldon, 
Et.  hon.  William  Henry 
Ford  Cogan. 

KILKENNY. 
George  Leopold  Bryan, 
Patrick  Martin. 

KILKENNY  (CITY). 
Benjamin  Whitworth. 
KING'S  COUNTY. 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,  bt., 
David  Sherlock. 

LEITRIM  COUNTY. 
John  Brady, 
Francis  O'Beime. 

LIMERICK  COUNTY. 
William  Henry  O'Sullivan, 
Edmimd  John  Synan. 
LIMERICK  (CITY). 
Isaac  Butt, 
Eichard  O'Shaughnessy. 

LONDONDERRY  COUNTY. 
Bichard  Smyth, 
Et.  hon.  Hugh  Law. 

COLERAINE. 
Daniel  Taylor. 

LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Oharles  £dward  Lewis. 
LONGFORD  COUNTY. 
Myles  William  O'EeiHy, 
George  Errington. 

LOUTH  COUNTY. 
Alexander  Martin  SuUivan, 
George  Harley  Kirk. 

DUNDALK. 
Philip  Callan. 

DROGHEDA. 
William  Hagarty  O'Leary. 

MAYO  COUNTY. 
George  Skins  Browne, 
John  O'Connor  Power. 


MEATH  COUNTY. 
Nicholas  Ennis, 
Oharles  Stewart  Pamell. 
MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
Sir  John  Leslie,  bt., 
Sewallis  Evelyn  Shirley. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Kenelm  Thomas  Digby, 
Edmund  Dease. 

PORTARLINGTON. 
Lionel   Seymour    William 
Dawson-Damer. 

ROSCOMMON  COUNTY. 
Oharles  Owen  O'Conor  (The 

O'OonorDon), 
Hon.  Oharles  IVench. 

SLIGO  COUNTY. 
Denis  Maurice  O'Conor. 
Edward  Eobert  King  Har- 
man. 

TIPPERARY  COUNTY. 
Stephen  Moore, 
Edmond  Dwyer  Gray. 

CLONMEL. 
Arthur  John  Moore.  . 

TYRONE  COUNTY. 

John  William  Ellison  Ma- 
cartney, 

Hon.HenryWilliamLowiy- 
Oorry. 

DUNGANNON. 

Thomas  Alexander   Dick- 
son. 
WATERFORD  COUNTY. 

Lord  Charles  William  De 
la  Poer  Beresford, 

James  Delahimty. 

DUNGARVAN. 
Frank  Hugh  O'Donnell. 

WATERFORD  (CITY). 
Bichard  Power, 
Purcell  0'Gk)rman. 

WESTMEATH  COUNTY. 
Patrick  James  Smyth, 
Et.  hon.  Lord  Eobert  Mon- 
tagu. 

ATHLONE. 
Edward  SheQ. 

WEXFORD  COUNTY. 
Sir  George  Bowyer,  bt., 
Keyes  O'Olery. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 
William  Archer  Eedmond. 

NEW  ROSS. 
John  Dunbar. 

WICKLOW  COUNTY. 
William  Eichard  O^Btoo, 
William  Wentworth  Fite- 
williamDidL. 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN   THE 

Fifth    Sjsssion   op    the    Twentt-First   Parliament   of   the 
United    Kingdom     of      Great    Britain   and     Ireland^ 

APPOINTED   to    meet    6    MaRCH,  1874,  AND  THENCE  CONTINUED 

TILL  17  January,  1878,  in  the  Forty-first  Year  of  the 
Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FIRST    VOLUME     OP    THE    SESSION. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
T%m$day,  11  th  Jamunry,  1878. 


rE  PARLIAMENT,  which  liad  been 
Prorogued  in  the  usual  form  from 
the  14th  day  of  August,  to  the  30th  day 
of  October;  thence  to  the  19th  day  of 
December;  thence  to  the  17th  day  of 
January,  1878 ;  was  now  commanded  to 
assemble  on  that  day  for  Despatch  of 
Bosiness  by  Proclamation,  as  follows: — 

"^r  THE  QUEEN-^A  PROCLAMATION. 
"Victoria  R. 

"Whereas  our  Parliament  stands  pr(»rogaed 
to  Thtursday,  the  17th  day  of  January  next,  we, 
by  and  with  the  advice  of  our  Privy  Council, 
heroby  iisue  oar  Royal  Proclamation,  and  pub- 
liih  and  declare  our  Royal  will  and  pleasure 
tbat  the  said  Parliament  shall,  on   the  said 

VOL.  OOXXXYn.  [thibd  series.] 


Thursday,  the  17th  day  of  January,  1878, 
assemble  and  be  holden  for  the  despatch  of 
divers  urgent  aj^d  important  affairs;  and  the 
Lords  spiritual  and  temporal,  and  the  knights, 
citizens,  and  burgesses,  and  the  Commissioners 
for  shires  and  burghs  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
are  hereby  required  and  commanded  to  give 
their  attendance  accordingly  at  Westminster, 
on  the  said  Thursday,  the  17th  day  of  January, 
1878. 

"  Given  at  our  Court  at  Windsor,  this  22nd 
day  of  December,  in  the  year  of   our  Lord 
1877,  and  in  the  4l8t  year  of  our  reign. 
**  God  save  the  Queen." 

And  the  Parliament  having  met 
accordingly,  the  Session  was  opened  by 
Commission. 

The  House  of  Lobbb  being  met ; 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House, 

B 
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''  That  it  not  being  oonvenient  for  Her  Ma- 
ioBty  to  be  personally  present  here  this  day.  She 
has  been  pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  under 
the  Great  Seal  to  be  prepared,  in  order  to  the 
holding  of  this  Parliament/' 

Then  Five  of  the  Loedb  Commis- 
siONEBS — namely,  The  Lobd  Chanoel- 
LOE ;  The  Lobd  Pbesidbnt  of  the 
Council  (The  Duke  of  Bichmond  and 
Gordon) ;  The  Lord  Chamberlain  (The 
Marquess  of  Hertford) ;  The  Lord 
Steward  (Earl  Beauchamp) ;  and  The 
Lord  Skelmebsdale — being  in  their 
Bobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Bod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
"  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  attendance  in  this  House,  to 
hear  the  Commission  read." 

And  the  Commons  being  at  the  Bar, 
with  their  Speaker: — The  Commission 
was  read  by  the  Clerk : — Then 

THE  QUEEN'S   SPEECH. 

The  lobd  CHANCELLOB  delivered 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows : — 

"  My  Lords y  cmd  Oefitiemetiy 
^*I  have  thought  fit  to  assemble 
you  before  the  usual  period  of  your 
meeting  in  order  that  you  might  be- 
come acquainted  with  the  eflforts  I 
have  made  to  terminate  the  war  now 
devastating  Eastern  Europe  and  Ar- 
menia, and  that  I  might  have  the 
advice  and  assistance  of  my  Parlia- 
ment in  the  present  state  of  public 
affairs. 

"  You  are  aware  that,  after  having 
unsucoessfiiUy  striven  to  avert  that 
war,  I  declared  my  intention  to  ob- 
serve neutrality  in  a  contest  which  I 
lamented,  but  had  failed  to  prevent, 
so  long  as  the  interests  of  my  Empire, 
as  defined  by  my  Government,  were 

t  liiL      1^         1 


for  promoting  a  peaceful  settlement 
of  the  questions  at  issue  between  the 
belligeteht  Powers. 

"  The  successes  obtained  by  the 
Bussian  arms,  both  in  Europe  and 
Asia,  convinced  the  Porte  that  it 
should  endeavour  to  bring  to  a  close 
hostilities  which  were  causing  im- 
mense sufferings  to  its  subjects.  The 
Government  of  the  Sultan  accordingly 
addressed  to  the  Neutral  Powers, 
parties  to  the  Treaties  relating  to  the 
Turkish  Empire,  an  appeal  for  their 
good  offices. 

"  It  did  not,  however,  appear  to  the 
majority  of  the  Powers  thus  addressed 
that  they  could  usefiilly  comply  with 
the  request,  and  they  communicated 
this  opinion  to  the  Porte. 

"The  Porte  then  determined  on 
making  a  separate  appeal  to  my  Go- 
vernment, and  I  at  once  agreed  to 
make  an  inquiry  of  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  whether  His  Lnperial  Majesty 
would  entertain  overtures  for  peace. 

"  The  Emperor  expressed,  in  reply, 
his  earnest  desire  for  peace,  and  stated, 
at  the  same  time,  his  opinion  as  to 
the  course  which  should  be  pursued 
for  its  attainment. 

"  Upon  this  subject  communications 
have  taken  place  between  the  Govern- 
ments of  Bussia  and  Turkey  through 
my  good  offices,  and  I  eamestiy  trust 
that  they  may  lead  to  a  pacific  solu- 
tion of  the  points  at  issue  and  to  a 
terminatiofi  of  the  war.  No  efforts 
on  my  part  will  be  wanting  to  promote 
that  result 

"Hitherto,  so  far  as  the  war  has 
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for  Ireland, 


Am  power.  So  long  as  these  con- 
ditioiiB  are  not  infringed,  my  attitade 
win  oontinne  the  same.  But  I  cannot 
eoDoeal  from  myself  that,  shonld  hos- 
tSities  be  onfortnnately  prolonged, 
some  unexpected  occurrence  may  ren- 
der it  incumbent  on  me  to  adopt 
measures  of  precaution.  Such  mea- 
sures could  not  be  e£fectually  taken 
wi&out  adequate  preparation,  and  I 
trost  to  tiie  liberalily  of  my  Parlia- 
ment to  supply  the  means  which  may 
be  required  for  that  purpose. 

"Papers  on  these  affidrs  will  be 
forthwith  laid  before  you. 

"  My  relations  with  all  foreign 
Powers  continue  to  be  friendly. 

^I  am  thankfrd  that  the  terrible 
&mine  irinch  has  ravaged  Southern 
India  is  nearly  at  an  end.  Strenuous 
and  successfrd  exertions  have  been 
made  by  my  Local  (Governments  to 
reliere  the  sufferings  of  the  popula- 
tion, and  in  that  duty  tiiey  have  been 
powtfftdly  seconded  by  the  liberal  aid 
of  n^  people  at  home  and  in  my 
Colonies.  1  have  directed  that  an 
inqniiy  should  be  made  into  the  mea- 
raiesmost  (Hroper  to  diminish  the  dan- 
ger of  sudi  calamities  for  the  ftiture. 

"*  The  condition  of  native  afiGEdrs  in 
Sooth  Africa  has  of  late  caused  me 
some  anxiety,  and  has  demanded  the 
^wtchful  attention  of  my  Government. 
I  have  thought  it  expedient  to  rein- 
force my  troops  in  that  part  of  my 
Empire.  I  trust  that  a  peaceable  and 
■tii&etory  settleinentof  all  differences 
may  be  ahortiy  obtained. 

"  OmUemen  of  the  Home  of 
Commons, 
"I  have  directed    the    Estimates 
rf  flie  year  to  be  prepared  and  pre- 
«nted  to  yon  without  delay. 


''  My  Lords,  emd  OeniUmen, 

"A  Bill  will  be  laid  before  you 
upon  the  subject  of  County  Govern- 
ment, and  your  attention  will  be  again 
called  to  the  consolidation  of  the  Fac- 
tory Law,  and  to  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction of  Magistrates. 

"  You  will  be  asked  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session  to  take  into  your 
consideration  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
Cattle  Disease  in  this  country. 

**  The  questions  of  Scottish  Boads 
and  Bridges,  and  of  Endowed  Schools 
and  Hospitals  in  Scotland,  will  also 
be  brought  before  you. 

"  Your  attention  will  be  invited  to 
the  subject  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  to  the  Grand 
Jury  Law  in  that  country. 

"Among  other  measures  for  the 
am^dment  of  the  Law,  a  Bill  will  be 
laid  before  you  to  simpliiy  and  express 
in  one  Act  the  whole  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure relating  to  Indictable  Offences. 

**  I  commend  these  subjects  to  your 
most  careful  consideration,  and  I  pray 
that  the  blessing  of  the  Almighty  may 
attend  and  guide  your  deliberations." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasiure. 

House  resinned. 

P&ATEB8. 

Roll  of  the  Lords — Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  mann^)  a  List  of  the 
Lords  Temporal  in  the  Fifth  Session 
of  the  Twenty-first  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Writs  and  Returns  electing  the  Earl 
of  Oaledon  a  Representative  Peer  for 
Ireland  in  the  room  of  the  late  Lord 
Headley,  deceased,  with  the  Certificate 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
annexed  thereto :  Delivered  (on  oath), 
and  Certificate  read. 
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Lord  Mowbray  —  The  House  beii^ 
informed  that  his  Lordship  was  attend- 
ing with  his  writ  of  summons,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  explained  to  the  House  his 
Lordi^p's  descent :  Then  his  Lordship 
was  called  in,  and  took  the  Oath ;  and 
then  took  his  place  on  the  Baron's 
Bench,  next  below  the  Lord  de  Eos. 

The  Earl  of  Saint  Germans — Sat  first 
in  Parliament  after  the  death  of  his 
Father. 

Select  Vestries  —  Bill,  pro  formdy 
read  1\ 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 
Lo&D  Chancellob. 

The  Earl  of  WHAENCLirFE,  in 
rising  to  move  that  an  himible  Address 
bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty  in  answer 
to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech, 
said  :  My  Ix)rds,  although  I  have  many 
years  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  I  have  not  often — indeed,  I  think 
only  once  before  —  taken  part  in  your 
Lordships'  debates.  It  is,  therefore,  with 
diffidence,  and  even  anxiety,  that  I  rise 
to  address  your  Lordships ;  for  certainly 
it  has  rarely  happened  that  one  has 
risen  on  a  similar  occasion  imder  more 
momentous  conditions  than  those  under 
which  your  Lordships  have  met  at  the 
present  time.  The  coimtry  is,  not  exactly 
trembling — ^that  woidd  be  too  strong  an 
expression— on  the  balance  of  war ;  but 
it  is  impossible  not  to  recognize  the 
possibilify  that  we  may  at  some  period 
De  drawn  into  the  conflict  now  raging 
in  the  East.  Other  wars  have  raged 
within  recent  years.  There  was  the 
Indian  Mutiny — in  that  we  were  alone 
concerned — the  struggle  was  between 
England  and  the  rebellious  subjects  of 
the  Crown,  and  there  was  no  pretext  for 
the  intervention  of  any  other  Power. 
Other  wars  there  have  been  between 


ing  involved.  We  are  standing  in  the 
face  of  a  great  danger,  which,  instead  of 
diminishing,  is  becoming  greater  day  by 


,•«««      ««      4.1*^ 


day.  It  18  natural  that  the  coimtry 
should  feelgreat  interest  in  the  subject, 
and  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  watch  attentiv^y  the  signs  of 
danger  —  that  thev  should  note  the 
spread  of  the  area  of  war  and  the  advanco 
of  one  of  the  combatants  upon  the  capi- 
tal of  the  other.  We  know  that  there 
are  many  who  do  not  agree  in  the  atti- 
tude of  the  (Jovemment,  and  there  have 
been  many  and  angry  criticisms  upon 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministry. 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  in  detail  the 
various  steps  taken  by  the  Government 
since  the  commencement  of  the  war; 
but  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  that  nothing  could  have  been 
more  satisfactory,  under  the  circum- 
stances, than  the  conduct  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  or  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  has  dealt  with  the  various 
difficulties  that  have  arisen.  Again, 
those  Members  of  the  opposite  Parties 
who  have  a  responsible  position — those 
who  are  the  recognized  Leaders  of  their 
respective  Parties  —  have  been  very 
cautious  in  their  language  since  the  out- 
break of  the  war.  But  when  I  come  to 
those  who  have  no  responsible  position, 
I  am  obliged  to  say  that  the  language 
used  by  many  of  them  is  not  such  as 
ought  to  characterize  the  Members  of  a 
fair  Opposition.  They  assumed  facts 
which  <ud  not  exist,  and  then  based 
arguments  and  drew  adverse  condusicHLS 
on  their  assumptions.  They  suggested 
^'  a  split  in  the  Cabinet,"  and  assumed 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
divided  into  various  sections,  which  held 
various  and  antagonistic  opinions.  They 
assumed  that  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment there  were  dark  designs  that  had 
not  been  expressed  in  the  Ministerial 
utterances.  An  agitation  was  set  on  foot 
and  political  meetings  were  held — some- 
times in  buildings  wmch  had  been  erected 
for  very  different  purposes.  At  these 
meetings  the  Gt>vemment  were  censured 
for  certain  opinions  which  it  was  as- 
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do  with  that  object  he  would  be  sxire  to 
displease  somebody.      Then  quite   re- 
cently a  "Conference"  had  been  held, 
and  a  manifesto  containing  a  declaration 
d  opinon  had  been  issued,  with  the  object 
of  to  a  certain  extent  influencing  the  po- 
licy of  Her  Majesty's  Government.    But 
sQch  proceedings  will  not  bear  examina- 
tion for  a  moment.  In  estimating  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  we  must  be 
guided  by  the  test  of  certain  touchstones, 
and  if  your  Lordships  will  refer  to  the 
utterances  of  the  diiferent  Members  of 
the  Government,  it  will  be  found  that 
they  are  all  consistent  in   their  state- 
ments of  their  policy.    If  your  Lordships 
will  refer  to  the  utterances  of  the  Home 
Becretaiy,  the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer, the  Secretary  for  War,  and  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,   it  will  be 
foond  that  they  are  all  agreed  in  the 
definition  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
position  of  this  country  is  one  of  **  con- 
ditional neutrality."     When,  therefore, 
ihQ  coimtry  is  agitated  in  the  manner 
which  I  have  described — ^when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  have  been  thus  con- 
tinuously addressed  by  public  speakers 
in  worcis  of   remonstrance  and  warn- 
ing—notwithstanding that    they  have 
hwsa  consistent  in  the  declarations  of 
their  poUcy,   the  necessary  residt  must 
be  to  weaken  the  influence  of  this  country 
abroad.    My  Lords,  I  have  taken  some 
pains  to  ascertain  what  really  is  the 
opinion  of  the  country ;  and  I  am  con- 
Tinced  that   there  is  a  real  feeling  of 
distrust  of  Kussia — that  there  is  a  great 
admiration  of    the    patriotism    of    the 
Turlrish  people,  and  of  the  gallantry  and 
heroism  of   the   Turkish    troops — that 
there  is  a  complete  dislike  of  the  ruling 
daes   of    Turkey — but    that    there    is 
throughout  the    country    the    greatest 
rductance  to  be  drawn  into  a  war,  and 
at  the  same   time  a  feeling   that  we 
should  stand  Arm  on  those  points  which 
have  been  enumerated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment,  and  which  are  very  often 
and  veiy  simply  described  as  **  British 
interests."    My  Lords,  I  admit  I  am  one 
of  those  who  think  that  it  is  only  when 
its  sole  interests  are  distinctly  and  ma- 
terially involved  that  any  coimtry  can 
be  justified  in  resorting  to  the  extreme 
measure  of  war.    That  being  so,  how 
are  we  to  manetge  so  as  to  avoid  the 
terrible  alternative  of  a  war  with  Bussia  ? 
The  points  upon  which  our  Government 
hare  wamea  Bueeia  are  three.     We 


have  defined  the  three  points  in  which 
it  is  to  be  considered  that  **  British  in- 
terests" are  affected.  We  have  again 
and  again  warned  the  Porte  that  it 
must  not  expect  assistance  from  us,  and 
ever  since  the  war  broke  out  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  declared  their 
great  desire  for  peace.  We  are  not, 
therefore,  Ukely  to  be  called  upon  for  a 
war  imless  in  the  defence  of  those 
** British  interests"  which  have  been 
defined  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  "British  interests  which  are  not 
to  be  touched  without  the  consent  of 
England  are  the  Suez  Canal,  Constan- 
tinople, and  the  passage  of  the  Straits. 
In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  Her 
Majesty  says — 

"  Hitherto,  so  to  as  the  war  has  proceeded, 
neither  of  the  belligerents  has  infringed  the  con- 
ditions on  which  my  neutrality  is  founded,  and 
I  willingly  believe  that  both  parties  are  desirous 
to  respect  them,  so  far  as  it  may  be  in  their 
power.  So  long  as  these  conditions  are  not 
infringed  my  attitude  will  continue  the  same.*' 

Her  Majesty,  however,  goes  on  to 
say— 

"But  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself  that, 
should  hostilities  be  unfortunately  prolonged, 
some  unexpected  occurrence  may  render  it 
incumbent  on  me  to  adopt  measures  of  pro- 
caution." 

I  think  your  Lordships  must  fully 
concur  in  that  latter  sentence,  and, 
that  being  so.  Her  Majesty's  Advisors 
could  not  have  taken  any  other  course 
than  that  they  have  now  taken — an 
appeal  to  Parliament  in  order  that  pro- 
vision may  be  made  against  even- 
tualities. When  a  great  nation  like  Eng- 
land takes  up  the  position  we  have 
taken — ^gives  warnings  to  another  coun- 
try, and  sees  a  possibility  that  those 
warnings  may  be  disregarded — how  can 
its  Government  avoid  taking  steps  to  * 
support  what  they  have  said?  If  a 
country  uses  words  which  it  is  not  pre- 
pared to  back  up,  it  will  occupy  a  much 
lower  position  in  the  eyes  of  the  world 
than  it  did  before.  I  cannot  think  that 
at  the  present  moment  there  is  any 
danger  to  the  Suez  Canal,  though  no 
one  can  say  that  such  danger  may  not 
arise  if  the  war  continue.  At  present 
the  whole  danger  lies  in  respect  of  Con- 
stantinople and  the  passage  of  the  Dar- 
danelles. It  is  agreed  by  the  highest 
authorities  that  Constantinople  ought 
never  to  be  in  the  hands  of  any  but  a  neu- 
tral Power*    If  it  were,  there  could  only 
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be  one  course  open  to  tliis  country — 
that  of  keeping  an  increased  Meet  in  the 
Mediterranean,  which  would,  of  course, 
involve  a  very  much  increased  charge  to 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country.  Not  only 
would  the  possession  of  Constantinople 
by  Russia  be  dangerous  to  us  in  an  inter- 
national sense,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
wouldbe  favourable  to  the  development  of 
free  trade  or  of  British  commerce.  There 
has  been  much  discussion  and  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  effect  which  the 
possession  of  Constantinople  by  such  a 
tower  as  Russia  would  have  on  our 
communications  with  India.  Very  high 
authorities — ^among  them,  I  believe,  me 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India — are  of  opinion  that  the  im- 
portance of  the  occupation  of  Conettm- 
tinoplehas  been  overrated  in  that  respect. 
Well,  however  that  may  be,  there  is  £in 
aspect  of  the  question  which  ought  not 
to  be  lost  sight  of.  The  agitation  now 
felt  in  India  as  regards  the  issues  of  the 
war  and  the  attitude  of  England  is  un- 
precedented; and  I  am  assured  from 
reliable  private  sources  that  the  Native 
Princes  are  looking  closely  to  the  events 
of  the  present  time  in  order  that  they 
may  be  able  to  estimate  the  power  of 
this  country  in  respect  of  our  creat 
Indian  Empire.  Hostile  Chiefs,  who  hope 
to,  at  some  time  or  other,  set  up  inde- 
pendent Principalities,  are  looking  for- 
ward to  any  events  which  may  result  in 
lowering  the  power  and  the  reputation  of 
England.  I  rejoice,  then,  that  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Speech  the  world  has  evidence  that 
ller  Majesty's  Ministers  have  made  up 
their  minds  to  boldly  face  the  difficulties 
of  the  situation,  and  to  propose  such  mea- 
sures— impalatable  though  for  the  mo- 
ment they  may  be  —  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  sustain  the  interests,  the  weKare, 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. I  still  nope  that  there  will  be  no 
occasion  for  action  on  the  part  of  Eng- 
land. Austria,  it  is  imderstood,  has  de- 
clared her  adherence  to  the  Treaty  of 
Paris ;  and  the  previous  character  of 
the  Czar  entitles  him  to  as  much  trust 
in  his  declarations  as  the  extraordinary 
difficulties  of  his  position  wiU  allow, 
and  that  he  will  not  go  back  from 
his  pledged  word  as  to  the  condi- 
tions in  which  English  interests  are 
declared  to  be  involved.  Therefore  I 
trust  there  wiU  be  no  necessi^  for  our 
intervention.  My  Lords,  Her  Majesty  in 
Her  Gracious  Speech  then  refers  to  the 

The  Earl  of  Whameliffe 


condition  of  Native  affairs  in  South  Africa 
— ^I  trust  that  the  hope  expressed  by 
Her  Majesty  of  the  peaceable  and  satis- 
factory settlement  of  this  question  may 
be  realized : — And  on  this  point  may  i 
be  allowed  to  say  that  it  nas  always 
struck  me  that  it  will  be  necessary  in 
regard  to  that  country  to  do  as  we  did 
in  the  olden   days  in  regard  to  other 
colonies — namely,  to  orgamze  local  forces 
for  the  protection  of  the  States.     My 
Lords,  H!er  Majesty  also  refers  in  Her 
Gracious  Speech  to  the  terrible  Famine 
which  has  ravaged  Southern  India.     I 
rejoice  that  that  great  calamity  is  nearly 
at  an  end ;  and  I  sincerely  trust  that  the 
Commission  that  is  to  be  appointed  will 
be  able  to  discover,  in  the  mvestigation 
of  the  causes  of  the  present  Famine,  the 
means  of  preventing  these  deplorable 
calamities  in  future.     The  subject  is  a 
very  difficidt  one,  and  it  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  one  of  the  greatest  orators 
in  this  coimtry  should    have  recently 
propounded  a  scheme  so  haphazard  and 
incomplete  that  it  only  needed  a  stroke 
of  the  pen  from  that  distinguished  Indian 
official.  Sir  James  Fitz  Stephen,  to  ac- 
complish its  entire  refutation,  and    to 
show  how  imsound  were  the  premisses 
of  those  who  supported  the  plan.     My 
Lords,  I  am  glad  to  see  that  amid  these 
great  and  difficult  questions,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  not  unmindful 
of  measures  of  domestic  legislation.  We 
are  promised  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  introduction  of  measures  for 
the  improvement  of  our  local  adminis- 
tration, for  the   consolidation   of  Acts 
affecting    the    condition    of    our    ope- 
rative dasses,  and  of  the  Law  relating  to 
Summary  Jurisdiction;    and  upon  the 
very  important  subject  of  the    Cattle 
Disease,  which  has  so  seriously  affected 
the  food  question  of  this  Kingaom.   For 
Scotland  we  are  told  there  will  be  in- 
troduced  measures    for 


grievance  of  which  the  Scotch  have  long 
complained  in  respect  of  their  Beads  and 
Bridges,  and  with  reference  to  the  En- 
dowed Schools  and  Hospitals  of  that 
country.  And  attention  will  be  invited 
to  the  subjects  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion and  tiie  Grand  Jury  Law  of  Ire- 
land. Finally,  we  are  promised  a  very 
important  measure  of  legal  reform — ^the 
reduction  into  one  Act  of  the  whole  law 
and  procedure  relating  to  Indictable 
Offences.  In  conclusion,  my  Lords,  I 
have  to  thank  your  Lordships  for  the 
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patience  with  which  you  have  heard 
me.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do  not  look 
iip<Hi  the  probability  of  war  with  dread, 
seeing  the  present  state  of  our  manufac- 
turing interests  and  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  population,  large  numbers  of 
vhom  are  either  out  of  employment  or 
receiving  reduced  wages ;  but  I  dread 
still  more  the  consequences  of  looking 
on  calmly  whilst  the  interests  of  the  na- 
ticm  are  in  danger.  Should  that  danger 
come,  I  hope  we  shall  present  an  united 
front  and  profit  by  the  words  of  warn- 
ing addressed  by  Her  Majesty's  (Jovem- 
ment  to  the  country.  The  evils  that 
have  been  referred  to  may  not  exist  in  the 
immediate  present — they  do  not  exist; 
but  they  will,  if  left  alone,  increase  year 
by  year,  and  by-and-bye  become  a  se- 
rious danger  to  the  country.  My  Lords, 
I  now  move  that  an  humble  Address  be 
preoented  to  Her  Majesty,  thanking  Her 
Majesty  for  Her  Majesty's  Most  Qracious 
8peech  from  the  Tlurone,  as  follows : — 

"Most  Gbaciovs  Sovs&uon, 

"  Wk,  Youp  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
iQbjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 
Piriiament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 
hnmUe  thanks  to  Tour  Majesty  for  the  most 
^Tsdous  Speech  which  Tour  Majesty  has  ad- 
diMBed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

**  We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  taking 
this  early  opportunity  of  acquainting  us  with 
the  efforts  made  by  Tour  Majesty  to  terminate 
the  war  now  devastating  Eastern  Europe  and 


"We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
ic^ming  us  that,  after  having  unsuccessfully 
rtiiven  to  avert  that  war,  Tour  Majesty,  whilst 
declaring  Your  Majesty's  intention  to  observe 
Beotrahty  so  long  as  the  interests  of  the  Empire, 
M  ddined  by  Your  Majesty's  Government,  were 
not  tittestened,  yet  expressed  an  earnest  desire 
to  pfofit  by  any  opportunity  that  might  present 
iinlf  for  ptomoting  a  peaceful  settlement  of  the 
qMstions  at  issue  between  the  belligerent 
Powen. 

"We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that,  the  sucoeeses  obtained  by  the  Russian  arms 
having  convinced  the  Porte  ;of  the  desirability 
of  bringing  hostilities  to  a  close,  the  Qovemment 
of  the  Sultan  addressed  to  the  Neutral  Powers, 
ptitks  to  the  Treaties  relating  to  the  Turkish 
Empire,  an  appeal  for  their  good  offices. 

**We  humbly  !thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
conning  us  that  as  it  did  not  appear  to  the  ma- 
jority ol  the  Powers  l^t  they  ooold  usefully 
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comply  with  this  request.  Tour  Majesty  agreed, 
in  response  to  a  separate  appeal  from  the  Porte, 
to  inquire  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  whether 
His  Imperial  Majesty  would  entertain  overtures 
for  peace. 

**We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  Emperor  expressed,  in  reply,  his  earnest 
desire  for  peace,  and  stated  his  opinion  as  to  the 
course  to  be  pursued  for  its  attainment. 

"We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that,  through  Tour  Majesty's  good 
offices,  conmiunications  have  taken  place  be- 
tween the  (Governments  of  Russia  and  Turkoy> 
which  Tour  Majesty  earnestly  trusts  may  lead 
to  a  pacific  solution  of  the  points  at  issue,  and 
that  no  efforts  on  Tour  Majesty's  part  will  be 
wanting  to  promote  that  end. 

"We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  hitherto  neither  belligerent  has  infringed 
the  conditions  on  which  Tour  Majesty's  neu- 
trality is  founded,  and  that  Tour  Majesty  will- 
ingly believes  that  both  parties  are  desirous  to 
respect  them,  so  far  as  it  may  be  in  their  power. 
That  so  long  as  these  conditions  are  not  in- 
fringed Tour  Majesty's  attitude  will  continue 
the  same,  but  that  Tour  Majesty  cannot  bo 
blind  to  the  fact  that,  should  hostilities  bo  im- 
fortunately  prolonged,  some  unexpected  occur- 
rence may  render  it  incumbent  upon  Tour  Ma- 
jesty to  adopt  measures  of  precaution.  That 
such  measures  could  not  be  effectually  taken 
without  adequate  preparation,  and  that  Tour 
Majesty  trusts  to  the  liberality  of  Parliament 
to  supply  the  means  which  may  be  required 
for  that  purpose. 

**  We  humbly  thank.  Tour  Majesty  for  direct- 
ing that  papers  on  these  affairs  shall  be  laid 
before  us,  and  for  informing  us  that  Tour  Ma- 
jesty's relations  with  all  foreign  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  friendly. 

*'^We  rejoice  with  Tour  Majesty  that  the 
famine  which  has  ravaged  Southern  India  is 
nearly  at  an  end,  and  we  thank  Tour  Majesty 
for  informing  us  of  the  strenuous  and  successful 
exertions  made  by  the  Local  Governments, 
powerfully  seconded  by  the  liberal  aid  of  Tour 
Majesty's  subjects  at  home  and  in  the  Colonies, 
to  relieve  the  sufferings  of  the  population ;  and 
also  for  an  annoimcement  that  an  inquiry  will 
be  made  as  to  the  best  measures  for  dealing  with 
such  calamities  in  the  future. 

<*  We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  in  oonsequence  of  the  condition  of  native 
affairs  in  South  Africa,  Tour  Majesty  has 
thought  it  expedient  to  reinforce  the  troops  in 
that  part  of  the  Empire,  and  we  join  with  Tour 
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Majesty  in  trusting  that  a  peaceful  and  satis- 
factory  settlement  of  all  differences  may  be 
shortly  obtained. 

"  We  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  mea- 
sures which  may  be  submitted  to  us»  and  we 
earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  the  Almighty 
may  attend  and  guide  our  deliberations." 

Thb  Earl  of  LOUDOUN :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  second  the  Address  so  ably 
moved  by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
WhamcHffe),  I  must  claim  that  forbear- 
ance which  is  always  extended  to  one 
who  addresses  your  Lordships  for  the 
first  time.  Ana  at  such  a  time  as  this, 
when  the  eyes  of  Europe  are  on  your 
Lordships'  House,  it  is  a  very  hard 
task  which  I  have  to  perform.  The  re- 
ference to  the  Eastern  Question  contained 
in  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech, 
recalls  the  memories  of  the  Cnmean 
War,  by  which  we  were  called  upon  to 
rise  in  protection  of  British  interests. 
Many  of  your  Lordships  stood  forward 
then  in  support  of  those  interests,  and 
I  am  sure  you  woidd  be  prepared  to  do 
so  again  should  the  necessity  arise. 
The  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Address 
has  spoken  at  some  length  on  the 
Eastern  Question,  and  I  think  I  cannot 
do  better  than  conclude  my  remarks  on 
the  subject  by  quoting  the  words  used 
in  1856  by  the  noble  Earl  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  who  is  sitting  in  front 
of  me,  who  was  then  in  Opposition,  and 
was  opposed  to  the  continuance  of  the 
war  for  the  sake  of  adding  lustre  to  our 
arms;  but  said  that  the  spirit  of  the 
nation  was  such  that — 

"  There  was  no  sum  which  Parliament  would 
not  cheerfully  vote,  or  her  people  cheerfully 
raise,  to  vindicate  her  honour  and  maintain  the 
independence  and  interests  of  her  kingdom." — 
[Xi/J  of  the  Prince  Contort^  vol.  3,  p.  436.] 

With  regard  to  the  Lidian  Famine, 
it  is  gratifying  to  think  that  sudi  a 
calamity  has  been  alleviated  by  open 
hearts  and  hands  in  England,  and  by 
able  administration  in  Lidia  itself.  The 
question  of  irrigation  in  India  is  most 
important,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  it 
will  receive  due  consideration.  There 
was  an  important  meeting  in  Birming- 
ham last  night,  reported  in  The  Standard 
to-day,  at  which  Sir  Arthur  Cotton,  who 
has  been  connected  with  engineering  in 
India  for  more  than  half  a  century, 
spoke  of  the  great  works  of  irrigation 


which  had  been  carried  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  spent  £20,000,000 
on  it.  But  he  added  that  much  of 
course  remained  to  be  done,  and  that  it 
was  often  a  very  eood  investment. 

An  alteration  m  the  constitution  of 
Coimty  Boards  is  much  needed  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  plan  of  the  Government 
will  satisfy  the  ratepayers.  Factory  Law 
Consolidation  will,  I  hope,  tend  to  de- 
velop industry  and  promote  the  interests 
of  those  concerned  in  one  of  the  g^eat 
sinews  of  the  country.  I  trust  that  the 
Bills  to  be  laid  before  your  Lordships  in 
regard  to  Cattle  Disease  may  enforce 
such  precautions  that  we  shall  not  have 
another  outburst  of  that  calamity  for 
many  years  to  come;  and,  as  to  the 
Beads  and  Bridges  Bill,  I  hope  that  will 
tend  to  the  improvement  of  the  roads 
— ^if  roads  in  Scotland  can  be  improved. 
As  to  the  Endowment  of  Schools  and 
Hospitals,  I  hone  that  legislation  on 
that  subject  will  be  eflfective,  and  that  it 
will  be  of  such  a  character  as  will  relieve 
people  of  the  fear  that  in  making  be- 
quests the  advantages  may  not  be  en- 
joyed by  their  successors  and  by  the 
class  of  persons  for  whom  they  were  in- 
tended, thus  doing  away  with  the  foun- 
ders' intentions. 

The  necessity  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  is  more  apparent  every 
day,  but  will,  I  fear,  prove  rather  a 
difficult  question,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
many  parts  of  the  coimtry  are  very 
thinly  popidated,  and  also  considering 
the  various  conditions  of  the  people; 
but  any  legislation  which  may  tend  to 
promote  better  instruction  would  be  a 
distinct  gain. 

My  Lords,  I  have  to  thank  you  for  the 
kindiiess  with  which  you  have  listened 
to  the  few  remarks  I  have  made,  and  I 
beff  to  second  the  Address.   [See  p.  13.1 

lliLBi.  GBANYILLE:  My  Lords— If 
on  the  first  night  of  the  Session  it  is 
regarded  as  the  duty  of  the  Opposition 
to  criticize  the  whole  policy  and  con- 
duct of  the  Government  on  every  pos- 
sible subject,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  not 
ferf orm  that  duty  successfully  to-night, 
know  that  the  minds  of  your  Lord- 
ships are  entirely  absorbed  in  one  great 
Question,  and  that  on  that  Question  you 
must  much  desire  to  hear  a  statement 
from  the  opposite  Bench  at  the  earliest 
possiUe  opportunity;  and  I  only  rise 
now  because  I  believe  my  doixig  so  may 


Digitized  by 


Google 


17 


Ma^ty'i  Mo9t 


(Janttaby  17,  1878)  Oracioui  Speech. 


18 


be  the  means  of  eliciting  that  statement 
brfore  the  debate  proceeds  much  fur- 
ther.   I  venture  to  promise  your  Lord- 
sMpi  that  I  shall  not  interpose  very  long 
between  the    speeches  you  have   just 
heard  and    the    Ministerial  statement. 
If  J  Lords,  I  last  year  remarked  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  congratulation  for  your 
Lordfihips'  House    mat  Her  Majesty's 
Gorermnent,  from  whatever  side  they 
may  be  chosen,  is  able  year  after  year  to 
select  young  Peers  who  are  able  to  per- 
fonn  that  most  difficult  task  of  moving 
and  seconding  the  Address  with  great 
credit  to  themselves    and    with    great 
promise  for  the  future.     When  about  a 
fortnight  ago  I  saw  it  stated  thatmy noble 
Relative  (the  Earl  of  Whamcliffe)  had 
been  selected  to  move  the  Address  on  this 
occasion,  it  occurred  to  me  that,  while  no 
donbt  the  Government  could  not  have  ex- 
hausted the  number  of  youthful  Peers  on 
their  side,  who  would  have  addressed  the 
House  with  discretion  and  ability,  yet 
that  upon  so  critical  an  occasion  they  had 
thought  it  desirable  to  secure  the  services 
of  a  noble  Lord  of  more  mature  age,  who 
is  not  without  experience  in  your  Lord- 
Bhips'  House,  and  whom  I  have  heard 
addressing  your  Lordships  before  now 
with  great    effect,    and    who,   without 
going  into  details,  might  give  your  Lord- 
ships a  satisfactory  outline  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  respect  of  the 
Eastern  Question.     The  noble  Earl  (the 
£arl  of  Wamdiffe)   having   professed 
to  apeak  without  a  knowledge  of  the 
intentions  of    Her    Majesty's   Govern- 
ment, it  perhaps   took   away   some   of 
the  interest  of  his  observations.     But 
I  am  glad    that    on    some,   at    least, 
of  the  points  to  which  he  referred,  he 
was  speaking  his  own  individual  opi- 
nions and  not  those  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     I    am    not,    my  Lords, 
going  into  a  general  criticism  of  mea- 
wires  pronused  in  or  omitted  from  the 
Queen  8  Speech.     Were  I  to  do  so  no 
doubt  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  would  criticize 
my  remarks  very  severely.    Last  year, 
on  the  opening  night,  I  complained  that 
in  the  opee(m  from  the  Throne  there 
▼&}  no  mention  of  a  Burials  Bill.     I 
found,  however,  that  I  had  been  rather 
prematxire,  for  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
loent  did  bring  in  a  Burials  Bill.     I  shall 
ovdjr  say  that  I  trust  that  the  fact  of 
there  being  no  mention  of  it  in  the 
Bpeech  of  this  year,  is  no  proof  that 


the  Government  will  not  bring  in  a 
Burials  Bill  this  year,  and  that  their 
attempt  at  legislation  in  that  direction 
will  be  in  accordance  with  the  opinions 
of  the  majority  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  saw  that  the  other  day  my 
nioble  Friend  the  President  of  the  Coim- 
cil,  in  his  usual  genial  way,  made  some 
complaint  of  the  work  of  this  House 
last  Session,  and  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Business  of  Parliament  had  been 
dealt  with.  Now,  I  think  he  hardly 
ought  to  have  been  the  person  to  com- 
plain of  that,  seeing  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  that  unfortimate  Burials  Bill, 
hardly  any  legislation  was  offered  to  us. 
The  noble  Di^e  in  this  respect  reminds 
me  of  the  offender  who  was  convicted  of 
the  murder  of  his  father  and  mother, 
and  who,  when  the  Judge  was  about  to 
pass  sentence  upon  him,  exclaimed — 
**  Have  pity  on  me,  my  Lord ;  I  am  an 
unfortimate  orphan."  I  hope  that  some 
of  the  Bills  that  are  mentioned  in  the 
Speech  will  be  introduced  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House.  As  to  the  Famine  in  Lidia, 
the  feeling  shown  in  this  country  cer- 
tainly is  matter  of  congratulation ;  and 
as  to  the  very  important  subject  of  the 
disturbances  at  the  Cape,  I  am  glad  that 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmont  are  able  to 
take  so  hopeful  a  view  of  the  prospects 
in  that  quarter. 

Having  now  said  a  few  words  as  to 
the  last  part  of  the  Queen's  Speech,  I 
wish  to  address  myself  for  a  few  moments 
to  the  beginning.  The  noble  Earl  who 
moved  the  Addresss  was  good  enough  to 
state  that  he  did  not  consider  that  the 
Leaders  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition  had 
in  any  way  embarrassed  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  their  action  respecting 
this  war.  Li  bearing  that  testimony  he 
used  nearly  the  same  words  as  Mr. 
Hardy,  and  I  am  glad  to  accept  the 
compliment  as  I  believe  it  to  be  true. 

Thb  Eabl  of  WHAENCLIFFE:  I 
never  read  Mr.  Hardy's  speech. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  did  not  ac- 
cuse the  noble  Earl  of  plagiarism,  and 
am  glad  to  find  that  his  declaration  was 
spontaneous.  As  to  what  the  noble 
Earl  said  of  the  statements  of  other 
Members  of  the  Opposition,  it  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  defend  those  Gen- 
tlemen— they  are  able  enough  to  defend 
themselves ;  but  I  may  say  that  I  do  not 
think  the  accusations  made  against  them 
apply  now.  The  accusation  made  against 
them  last  year  was  that  they  had  en- 
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couraged  Russia  in  the  same  way  that 
Burke  and  Chatham  had  encouraged 
the  North  American  Colonies  to  revolt 
against  this  coimtry.  In  another  part 
of  his  speech  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
pointed  out  what  is  perfectly  true — 
that  Her  Majesty  Government,  at  the 
outset  of  the  negotiations,  £ind  there- 
fore a  considerable  time  before  the  war, 
had  announced  to  all  the  Powers  that 
they  woidd  give  no  assistance  to  Turkey, 
an  annoimcement  which,  coming  from  a 
Government,  must  have  been  much 
more  re-assuring  to  a  would-be  bellige- 
rent than  any  language  held  even  by 
the  most  distmguisned  men  in  Opposi- 
tion. I  do  not  propose  to  go  over  the 
history  of  the  last  36  months  in  any  de- 
tail— it  is  too  well  known  to  your  Lord- 
ships— the  six  months*  diplomatic  inac- 
tion before  the  Andrassy  Note,  the  mode 
of  dealing  with  that  Note,  and  subse- 
quently the  mode  in  which  the  Berlin 
Memorandimi  was  rejected.  I  do  not 
wish  to  repeat  my  conviction,  so  often 
expressed,  that  it  was  to  that  imfortu- 
nate  mode  of  dealing  with  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  that  most  of  the  subse- 
quent misfortunes  are  owing.  Then 
came  the  proposal  of  a  Conference — and 
I  will  not  weary  you  with  what  has  so 
often  been  said  of  the  circumstances 
which  made  the  success  of  that  Con- 
ference impossible.  When  we  com- 
pl^oned  of  those  circumstances  at  the 
beginning  of  last  year  as  having  pro- 
duced the  inevitable  failure  of  the  Con- 
ference, we  were  told — *' You  are  quite 
mistaken  in  thinking  that  the  Con- 
ference has  been  a  failure.  It  has  not 
accomplished  all  that  we  desired,  but  it 
has  had  one  happy  result — namely,  the 
good  understanding  that  has  been  ar- 
rived at  between  tiie  Great  Powers  of 
Europe  and  the  knowledge  of  each 
other  8  views — which  is  full  of  promise 
for  the  future."  Then  came  the  London 
Protocol,  with  its  odd  little  excrescences ; 
and  soon  afterwards  that  declaration  of 
war  which  we  anticipated  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Session  as  the  probable  re- 
sult of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  which  I  described  as 
pregnant  with  inconvenience  and  dan- 
ger. There  was  considerable  alarm  in 
the  country  and  in  Parliament  lest  we 
ourselves  should  be  dragged  into  this 
war;  but  towards  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion there  was  a  great  debate  in  the 
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House  of  Commons,  and  especially  a 
speech  of  Mr.  Cross,  which  was  really 
the  summary  of  a  despatch  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Deroy),  and  which,  as 
Mr.  Cross  has  since  said,  embodied  the 
views  of  a  united  Cabinet,  greatly 
calmed  the  feeling  of  excitement  on  the 

Eart  of  the  public.     A  speech  delivered 
y  the   noble  Marquess  opposite    (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and  one  made 
in  the  month  of  August  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  tended  in  the  same    direc- 
tion— though  I  cannot  agree  with,  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Wham- 
cliffe)  that  all  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
spoke  exactly  in  the  same  tone.     Up  to 
nearly  the  end  of  the  Session  the  Kus- 
sians  had  seemed  to  be  carrying  every- 
thing before  them,  both  in  Asia  and  in 
Europe.     What  has  happened  during 
the  Recess?      As  regards  the  wax,  its 
tide  appeared  to  change.    The  Russians 
seemed  paralyzed  both  in  Europe  and 
Asia.     The  Turks,  on  the  contrary,  not 
only  maintained  the  character  for  physi- 
cal courage  for  which  they  are  mown, 
but  more  energy  was  shown  by  the  Go- 
vernment,    and    more    skill    by    their 
officers,   than  had  been  attributed  to 
them.     It  was  only  within  the  last  two 
months  that  the  f  ortime  of  war  changed 
again,  and  the  Russians  have  been  as 
victorious  as  they  were  in  the  first  in- 
stance expected  to  be ;  while  Turkey,  in 
its  present  state,   is  without  effectual 
means  of  resistance.    If  we  look  back 
at  what    happened    during    the    same 
time  in  this  country,  we  find  that  im- 
easiness    was    gradually    produced     as 
time  went  on,  chiefly  owing  to  the  lan- 
guage used — in   different  degrees  but 
with  the  same  tendency — by  the  Conser- 
vative Press,  and  uncontradicted  by  any 
organ  supporting  the  Gt)vemment.  The 
9th  of  November,  which,  as  somebody 
has  remarked,  is  an  important  day  for 
the  Turk,  was  anxiously  expected.     It 
was  known  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  speak,  and  that  it  was 
an  occasion  on  which  he  did  not  always 
observe  that  remarkable    reticence    of 
which  he  is  often  so  judicious  a  master. 
Well,  that  great  civic  dinner  had  any- 
thing but  a  re-assuring  effect  upon  those 
who  were    fetirful  that  we  might  be 
dragged  into  a  war  which  we  had  failed 
to  prevent,  and  that  we  might  be  found 
fighting  in  favour  of  the  Turk  in  order 
to  safeguard  British  interests,  some  of 
which  were  of  no  importance  and  others 


Digitized  by 


Google 


21 


Majetty^i  Mbit 


(Januabt  17,  1878) 


Oraoiom  Speech 


22 


not  likely  to  be  assailed.  It  was  a 
dinner  given  by  a  Conservative  Lord 
Major  in  pfreeenee  of  an  almost  entirely 
Conservative  audience  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  all  of  whom,  I  believe  with- 
out exception,  made  it  a  point  to  at- 
tend. The  whole  Corps  Ltplomatique 
vas  invited  to  attend,  to  do  honour  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  not  only 
Count  Schouvaloff  was  absent,  but  not 
one  Ambassador  of  the  Great  Powers 
accepted  the  invitation.  The  Eepresen- 
tatives  of  Belgium,  Holland,  Spain, 
Portugal,  Sweden,  Denmark  were  no- 
where to  be  seen.  But  there  was  one 
exception.  The  Turkish  Ambassador — 
a  Christian  diplomatiBt,  who,  during  a 
long  residence  in  this  capital,  has  made 
himself  very  popular — came.  He  was 
received  with  enthusiasm.  He  made  a 
speech  which  I  thought  able  emd  well 
adapted  to  his  audience,  and  which  the 
Prime  Minister  characterized  as  modest 
and  interesting.  I  suppose  the  modesty 
consisted  in  this — that  he  attributed  ex- 
duflively  to  the  example  of  the  British 
nation  the  great  Constitutional  liberties 
which  the  Tiirks  have  enjoyed  ever  since 
the  massacre  of  the  Janissaries.  He 
reminded  his  audience  with  pride  that 
the  father  of  the  present  Sultan  had 
inaugurated  his  reign  by  a  Proclama- 
tion guaranteeing  the  life,  property,  and 
honour  of  all  his  subjects,  without  dis- 
tinction of  race  or  creed.  He  showed 
how  these  principles  were  afterwards 
developed  by  numerous  and  important 
political  and  administrative  reforms,  and 
finally  how  the  great  work  had  been 
crowned  by  the  glorious  Constitution 
accorded  by  the  present  Sultan.  All 
this,  including  the  last  observation, 
^ifas  received  with  cheers.  I  wonder 
whether  the  Secretaries  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfEairs  and  for  India,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  cheered, 
and  whether  they  mentally  retracted 
seme  things  not  cJtogether  complimen- 
taiy  they  nad  said  about  this  Consti- 
tution. The  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord 
ef  the  Treasury  followed,  and  spoke 
with  his  usual  felicity  on  general  sub- 
jects and  on  the  Eastern  Question.  He, 
as  might  be  expected,  said  nothing  in 
contradiction  to  what  had  been  saia  by 
his  Colleagues ;  but,  whether  it  was 
O'wing  to  ms  enthusiasm  for  the  Turks, 
or  to  an  allusion  to  the  Emperor  of 
Boaeia  having  been  misinterpreted  by 
his  audience  as  a  sneer,  or  to  his  lan- 


guage about  neutrality,  which  ho  chiefly 
aefended  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
advantageous  to  the  Turks,  and  that  it 
might  be  forsaken — whatever  might  be 
his  intention,  the  eflfect  of  what  he  said 
undoubtedly  led  those  who  were  oxcitinff 
a  feeling  for  war  in  the  country  to  think 
that  he  was  not  on  the  side  of  peace, 
and  to  produce  the  same  belief  on  those 
who  maintained  the  duty  of  neutrality. 
These  opinions  wore  not  chocked,  until 
luckily  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Campbell), 
whom  I  see  behind  me,  headed  a  depu- 
tation which  has  become  historical  to  the 
Foreign  Office.  In  answer  to  the  state- 
ments of  this  deputation  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  made  a  speech  which 
I  believe  appeared  to  the  country  to  be  the 
embodiment  of  good  sense,  and  to  be  a 
true  example  of  that  moral  courage 
which,  disdaining  sensational  topics,  ex- 
plains to  others  less  well-informed  how 
things  really  are.  The  country,  there- 
fore, had  a  right  to  believe  that  the 
policy  of  neutrality  and  abstention  from 
helping  the  Turks  was  imchanged.  Li 
the  meanwhile,  Parliament  had  been 
further  prorogued  to  the  17th  of  January 
— to  this  day — and  the  coimtry  was  sur- 

Erised  some  days — I  think  a  week — 
ef ore  Christmas  by  a  communique  to  all 
the  newspapers  that  this  meeting  was  to 
be  for  the  transaction  of  Pubhc  Busi- 
ness. No  explanation  was  given  of  the 
object  of  the  meeting;  but  the  sup- 
porters in  the  Press  of  Her  Majesty's 
uovemment  announced  that  it  was  in 
itseK  in  the  nature  of  a  warning  to 
Kussia — in  short,  one  of  those  nimierous 
little  demonstrations  of  '*  benevolent 
neutrality"  which  have  added  so  littie 
to  our  dignity  or  strength,  and  which 
have  had  no  practical  result,  excepting, 
possibly,  to  irritate  Hussia,  and  certainly 
to  encourage  the  Turks.  But  not  many 
days  ago  tiie  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  made  a  speech  which  jpro- 
duced  a  great  eflfect.  It  was  on  the  fines 
of  that  which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  had  made  to  the  deputation  to 
which  I  have  alluded — it  coiud  only  be 
taken  as  the  opinion  of  the  Cabinet, 
though  probably  expressed  in  stronger 
language  than  would  have  been  held  by 
some  of  his  Colleagues.  The  noble  Earl 
gave  no  reason  for  the  unexpected  step 
of  summoning  Parliament  thus  early — 
nor  from  tms  speech  could  it  have 
been    guessed    that    the    Government 
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proposed  at  the  eleventh,  or  rather 
the  twelfth,  hour,  to  ask  Parliament  to 
help  them  to  prepare  for  precautions 
agednst  a  contingency  unexpected  by 
them.  But  to-day  we  have  tne  reasons 
given  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  which  they  have  placed  in  Her 
Majesty's  mouth,  for  assembling  Parlia- 
ment on  this  day.     They  are  two — 

"  I  have  thought  fit  to  assemble  you  before 
the  ordinary  time  of  your  meeting  in  order 
that  you  might  become  acquainted  with  the 
efforts  I  have  made  to  terminate  the  War  now 
devastating  Eastern  Europe  and  Armenia,  and 
that  I  might  have  the  advice  and  assistance  of 
my  Parliament  in  the  present  state  of  public 
affairs." 

The  second  is  a  good  and  laudable  rea- 
son for  assembling  Parliament ;  but,  as 
regards  the  first,  judged  by  the  light  of 
the  subsequent  passages  in  the  Speech, 
and  without  further  explanation  which 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever  Ministers  fol- 
lowing me  will  give,  it  is  inconsistent 
with  fact.    It  seems  impossible  that  on 
the  1 8tix  of  December  the  Cabinet  should 
have  decided  to  assemble  Parliament  in 
order  to  inform  them  of  their  efforts  to 
terminate  the  war,  when  it  would  appear 
from  the  Speech  that  the  only  transac- 
tion had   been  a  general  appeal  from 
Turkey,  upon  which  we  did  not  act ;  and 
as  to  the  separate  appeal  which  came 
from  Turkey,  on  which  we  did  act,  it  only 
came  some  10  days  after  the  resolution 
to  assemble  Parliament  had  been  taken. 
The  explanations  which  will  be  eiven 
will  no  doubt  dissipate  what  now  looks 
as  if,  in  so  serious  a  document  as  a 
Speech  from    the  Throne — which  was 
lossibly  under  the  consideration  of  the 
/abinet  for  more  than  one  sitting--it 
was  nothing  but  an  afterthought.     With 
regard  to  the  general  Circular  of  the 
Porte,  it  is  said  that  it  was  rejected  by 
a  majority  of  the  Powers.     I  may  ask 
whether  [England  was  one  of  that  majo- 
rity, or  whether  the  phrase  is  a  eupho- 
nious way  of  expressing  that  Her  ma- 
jesty's Government,  whom  even  some  of 
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better  able  to  judge  when  we  know 
something  of  the  facts.     But  the  im- 
portant point  which  is  approached  with 
so  much  care  and  caution  in  the  Speecli 
is    the  demand    upon    Parliament    for 
assistance  to  prepare  against  unexpected 
occurrences.      We   are    told    that    the 
interests  of   the  Queen's  Empire  havo 
been  defined  by  Her  Majestv's  Govern- 
ment— I  presimie  in   the  aespatch   of 
the   noble   Earl   (the  Earl   of  Derby) 
to  Prince  Gortchakoff— and  that  as  long 
as  those  interests   are  not  threatenea 
this  country  will  adhere   to   the   neu- 
trality which  it  hew  proclaimed.     Now, 
in  answer  to  these  definitions  of    our 
neutrally,    assurances  were   given  by 
Prince  Gortchakoff  which  were  received 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  so  far 
as  I  am  aware,  without  one  word  of  dis- 
satisfaction.    Now,  either  these  assur- 
ances were    considered    satisfactory  or 
they  were  not.     If  satisfactory,  in  what 
respect  have  they  lately  been  invali- 
dated?   If    unsatisfactory,   or    deemed 
not  to  be  worthy  of  credit,  why  did  you 
not  then  ask  Parliament  to  enable  you 
to  take  precautions,  instead  of   defer- 
ring to  tnis  moment — ^when  the  whole 
affair  is  virtually  at    an  end — unless, 
indeed,  by  this  new  demonstration  you 
encourage  Turkey  to  prolong  a  struggle 
which  will  more  completely  destroy  ner, 
and  which  will  afford  grounds  to  Kussia 
to  increase  her  demands.  But  if  there  are 
altered  circumstances,  how  is  it  that  we 
are  informed  of  them  on  this  particular 
day?    If  on  the  18th  of  December  they 
appeared  urgent,   why  did  you   delay 
asking  for  the  necessary  means  for  a 
whole  month  ?   If  they  were  not  urgent, 
why  could  you  not  let  things  take  their 
course,  and  by  the  further  Prorogation 
to  the  end  of  this  month  avoid  all  the 
unnecessary  alarm  that  has  been  excited, 
the  further  depression  that  trade  has 
suffered,  and  the  damage  which  has  been 
inflicted  upon  the  revenue.    The  noble 
Earl  who  moved  the  Address  stated — ^I 
think  accurately — ^what  he  believed  to  bo 
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tiiroe  things  a  strong  dedre  for  neu- 
tnfityand  to  avoid  war.    It  is  perfectly 
dear  that  the  demand  which  you  now 
make  runs  cotinter  to  this  desire,  and 
win  exdte  a  great  deal  of  feeling  in  the 
country.     But  I  would  put  the  matter 
(m  broader  ground  than  mat.    Is  it  ad- 
Tisable,  if  even  you  are  able — as  you 
undoubtedly  can  by  the  maiorities  you 
have  in  both  Houses  of  Farliamen1r--to 
obtain  the  means  for  a  great  increase  of 
jour  material  strength  r    How  far  will 
soch  increase  of  your  material  strength 
be  neutralized  by  the  moral  loss  you  will 
sustain  from  the  opposition  you  will  pro- 
voke and  tlie  excitement  you  will  pro- 
duce, not  merely  among  one  Party,  but 
also  among  those  who  are  perfectly  imin- 
fiuenced  by  Party  considerations  in  this 
matter  ?    I  may  be  asked  whether  I  am 
mdifBnrent  to  British  interests.    I  be- 
Here  there  is  no  man  in  this  House  who 
is  in  the  slightest  degree  indifferent  to 
British  interests.    It  is  impossible  that 
any  of  us,  and  more  especially  those  of 
US  who  are  statesmen,  should  be  too 
watchful  of  British  interests;  but  it  is 
possible  to  talk  a  little  too  much  about 
them.    There  are  two  things  which  may 
be  safely  said  of  British  interests.  One  is 
that,  like  the  possessions  of  the  Queen 
and  like  the  commerce  of  this  ooimtry, 
they  extend  nearly  oyer  the  whole  world. 
The  other  is  that  in  very  few  cases  indeed 
are  those  interests  isolated,  and  several 
form  the  interests  of  some  other  country. 
The  very  multiplicity  of  these  interests 
makes  it  possible  to  put  them  in  differ- 
ent categories.   The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  stated,  with  absolute  truth, 
that  the  greatest  interest  of  this  country 
k  peace.    It  is  a  mere  truism  to  say  so. 
No  one   can    gainsay  the  declaration, 
oonaderin^    tha.t  we  are  the  greatest 
ccnnmercial  and    industrial    country  of 
the  world.     But  is  the  interest  of  peace 
confined  to  ourselves  ?    Is  it  not  desir- 
able   for    Germany,    for    France,    for 
Austria,  -  and  for  Italy  ?    Is  it  not  a 
necessity  for  Turkey;  and  of  the  greatest 
importance   to  conquering,  but    impo- 
verished and  bleeding  Euseda  ?    There- 
fore the  interest  of    peace  is  one  of 
which  we  cannot  claim  a  monopoly,  but 
idiich  belongs  to  the  whole  wond.     Our 
material  interests,  from  their  very  mul- 
tidicity,  must  be  considered  in  d^erent 
mases  or  categories.    There  are  some 
which  deserve  the  watchful  care  of  our 
QoVenmient,   which  ought   to  be  foe- 
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tered  by  diplomatic  persuasion  and  even 
pressure,  but  for  the  maintenance  of 
which — keeping  in  view  their  relative 
importance— it  would  be  madness  to  go 
to  war.  There  are  others  which  we 
share  with  other  countries,  which  may 
properly  be  maintained  even  at  the  risk 
of  war,  if  we  receive  the  moral  and 
material  support  of  countries  as  much 
or  more  affected  by  them  as  ourselves ; 
but  which,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  put  it  so  well  last  year,  are 
common  interests,  for  the  maintenance 
of  which  we  are  not  to  be  called  upon 
to  bear  the  exclusive  burden.  There 
are,  acain,  vital  interests,  for  which, 
with  Allies  or  without  Allies,  at  all 
risks  and  at  all  hazards,  a  Government 
would  fail  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not  call 
upon  all  the  great  though  latent  powers 
of  this  coimtry  and  struggle  to  the 
bitter  end.  And  that  coimtry  would  be 
ill-advised,  however  strong  in  military 
resources,  that  would  ^^|With  a  light 
heart"  think  they  could  with  impunity 
engage  in  a  contest  with  this  country 
when  united  and  convinced  that  they 
are  justified  by  a  sound  policy,  by  jus- 
tice, and  hj  necessity.  Now,  my 
Lords,  there  is  one  point  which  strikes 
me  as  singular,  though  it  is  poseibe  that 
a  satisfactory  explanation  can  be  given 
of  it.  We  have  been  constantly  told — 
circimistances  seem  to  indicate  it — and 
I,  for  one,  believe  it — that  since  the  be- 
ginning of  this  war  there  has  been  an 
understanding  between  Eussia  and  Ger- 
many and  Austria,  as  to  the  limits  be- 
yond which  the  Eiuasians  would  not  try 
to  carry  their  demands.  If  this  be  the 
case,  it  seems  hardly  possible  that  our 
diplomacy  has  been  so  helpless  that  we 
have  not  b^en  able  to  obtam  confidential 
commimications  from  one  or  both  of  those 
Powers  what  those  terms  are.  We  are 
told  in  the  Speech  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government's  relations  with  all  Foreign 
Powers  continue  to  be  friendly — which  I 
am  glad  to  hear ;  but  it  would,  indeed, 
be  a  state  of  isolation  if  we  could  obtain 
no  knowledge  of  the  agreement  which 
has  been  entered  into,  and  which,  con- 
sidering the  circiunstances,  military 
power,  and  geographical  position  of  the 
three  Empires,  must  so  greatly  influence 
the  decision  which  will  be  arrived  at. 
I  should  like  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
to  tell  us  whether  they  have  this  know- 
ledge or  not — ^thouffh  I  do  not  ask  them 
to  teU  us   what  mat    knowledge    is; 
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but  it  deaarly  makes  all  tiie  differ^ioe 
whether  they  possees  it  or  do  not,  and 
whether  the  demands  of  Bussia  axe  such 
as  really  affectBritiBh  interests  or  are  not. 
If  they  are  not,  the  Oovemment  certainly 
ought  not  to  have  met  Parliament  with 
a  flourish  of  this  sort,  that  they  were 
bound  to  summon  Parliament  to  obtain 
additional  assistance.  There  is  one  thing 
which  I  am  glad  to  note — namely,  tiiat 
the  language  of  the  Speech  as  to  the 
necessity  of  preparation  for  precautions 
against  unexpected  occurrences  only 
applies  in  the  case  of  the  prolongation 
of  hostilities.  Therefore,  1  draw  this 
conclusion — that  it  is  possible  that  if 
hostilities  are  not  prolonged  there  will 
be  no  necessity  for  any  such  demand. 
The  Papers  promised  wiU  show  whe- 
ther peace  has  been  promoted  or  delayed 
by  the  action  of  the  Government.  The 
cessation  of  those  hostiLities  depends 
upon  the  perception  of  the  Turks  that 
they  are  unable  to  defend  themselves, 
and  that  they  cannot  expect  succour 
from  elsewhere ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
on  the  conviction  of  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  that  his  reputation,  which  now 
stands  high,  must  d^end  before  the 
world  and  in  history  on  the  fairness  and 
moderation  of  the  terms  which  he  ex- 
acts bey(md  those  safeguards  to  the 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte  which  by 
all  his  declarations  he  is  bound  to  obtain. 
I  am  glad  to  hear,  and  I  am  Imppy  to 
believe,  that  in  giving  effect  to  Eter  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  we  do  not  bind  any  side 
of  &e  House  to  any  particular  pddcy 
laid  down  in  the  Speech. 

The  Eabl  op  BfiACONSFIELD :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed you  as  a  Leader  of  a  Constitu- 
tional Party  has  not  ventured  to  find 
fault  with  the  Government  because 
they  advised  the  Sovereign  to  call  Par- 
liament together  at  this  period.  The 
course  he  has  taken  is  what  might  have 
been  expected  from  one  occupying  the 
position  of  the  noble  Earl.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  noble  Earl  has  used  every 
means  his  skilful  rhetoric  could  dictate 
to  impress  upon  your  Lordships  that  the 


was  not  aA  unreasonable  act,  but  one, 
indeed,  quite  justified.  The  noUe  Earl 
has  r^erred  to  the  state  of  a&irs  in 
i^e  theatre  of  war  at  the  time  when 
Parliament  was  prorogued.  It  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  particularly  to  that 
point.  Your  Lordships  will  recoUect 
that  wh^i  Parliamtent  was  prorogued 
Her  Majesty,  in  Her  Gracious  Speech, 
while  regretting  the  existence  of  that 
war,  promised  Her  Parliament  that  no 
efforts  which  Her  Majesty  could  use 
would  be  wanting  on  Her  part,  if  op- 
portunity offered,  of  using  Her  influence 
for  terminating  that  war.  The  Govem- 
m^ent  left  Parhament  with  that  engage- 
ment. The  circimLstances  that  then 
existed  were  most  unpronusing  for  any 
attempt  by  negotiation  or  amicable  in- 
terference to  terminate  the  contest.  But 
as  time  advanced — at  a  later  period 
in  the  autumn — pturticidarly  after  the 
fall  of  Hevna — a  very  great  change  oc- 
curred in  those  circumstances.  The 
course  of  the  war  was  favourable  to  Bus- 
sia in  Asia  as  well  as  in  Europe.  That 
equality  which  for  a  time  seemed  to 
exist  between  the  rival  combatants  had 
entirdiy  disappeared,  and  it  appeared  to 
the  Gt)vemment,  watching  these  affSeiirs 
with  an  interest  which  the  House,  I 
am  sure,  will  give  them  due  credit  for, 
that  events  were  ripening  to  a  degree 
that  afforded  a  probability,  as  time  ad- 
vanced, of  termmating,  by  the  friendly 
influence  of  the  neutral  Powers,  that 
terrible  contest. 

Mv  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has  referred 
to  tne  circumstances  under  which  we 
felt  it  to  be  our  duty  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  call  Parliament  together  for 
the  transaction  of  Public  Bu^ess  three 
weeks  or  a  month  earlier  than  usuaL 
It  was  on  the  12th  of  December  that 
the  rumours  had  reached  us  from  the 
Porte,  which  ultimately  took  the  form 
of  an  appeal  to  the  signataries  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  to  assist  the  Porte 
in  arriving  at  peace.  I  understood 
the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  it  was  im- 
possible from  the  dates  that  the  meet- 
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22]icL  Therefore,  it  nraet  ap|>ear  to  yo«r 
Lofdahips  that  it  was  nuunly  on  the 
tfe«t  diange  which  had  occurred  in  the 
d^klomatic  position  of  affairs  that  we 
were  induced  to  belieye  that  FarliamexKt 
should  be  called  togedier.  I  think  the 
noble  Eail  made  eome  distinction  be- 
tveea  the  first  appeal  by  the  Porte  to 
tibe  signatcuriee  of  the  Treaty  of  Pans, 
which  were  unsuccessful,  and  the  appeal 
d  Ihe  Qovermnent  of  Turkey — ^which 
was  made  to  a  certain  degree  on  our  sug- 
gestion— ^I  believe  it  was  simultaneouuy 
made  by  the  Qovemment  of  Turkey — ^to 
Her  Majesty's  (lovemment  to  interfere 
alone  indiYidually  in  consequence  of  the 
previous  failure.  But  of  course  we  were 
not  ignorant  of  what  had  been  ^ing  on 
inOonstantinople;  we  were  not  ignorant 
of  the  change  of  temper  there,  and  we 
had  the  opportunity  of  considering,  long 
before  the  absolute  diplomatic  act  oc- 
emred,  what  was  the  course  we  ought 
to  reoommand.  The  noble  Earl  wimes 
to  know  whether  we  refused  the  first 
appeal  to  the  Porte,  and  whether  we 
were  in  the  SEiajority  or  minority  of  the 
agnatariee  who  on  that  occasion  ex- 
pretsed  their  opinion.  Well,  my  Lords, 
Uie  Papers  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  will  give  the  noble  Earl  all  the 
information  he  desires  on  that  point; 
bat,  speaking  generalhr,  with  reference 
to  the  step  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
▼eminent  simultaneously  with  the  second 
api^cation  of  the  P(nrte,  I  think  I  can 
leoc^ect  that  every  signitary  to  the 
Treafy  of  Paris  had  expressed  assent, 
and,  I  belieye,  on  the  dii^  appeal  and 
i^vfjication  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
moit.  Therefore  the  noble  Earl  must 
know  by  our  forwarding  that  appeal 
and  knowing  the  temper  in  which  it 
was  accepted,  we  showed  ourselves  hope- 
ful that  it  would  be  successful.  We 
diould  have  been  very  happy  if  it  had 
been  agreed  by  all  the  other  Powers  to 
set  in  concert  to  effect  that  object.  The 
noble  Earl  therefore  cannot  be  sur- 
iirised  that,  when  the  first  opportunity 
had  failed,  and  we  thought  tnere  was 
fltiU  a  chance  of  a  more  favourable  re- 
aoH,  we  should  endeavour  to  act  in  per- 
fect conformity  with  what  we  had  done 
before,  and  in  ccmf ormity  with  the  lan- 
gaage  ci  the  Queen's  Speech  on  the 
nrorogalion  of  Parliament.  We  ac- 
ecvdhiglydid  intimate  to  the  Emperor 
of  Bossia  that  Turkey  was  anxious  for 
peace,  and  thaa  opened  oomsnuuoatioAB 
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between  the  two  Powers  on  that  point. 
I  think  the  noble  Earl  must  agree  that 
this  was  a  natural,  a  Constitutional,  and 
a  beneficial  act.  The  noble  Earl  asked 
— ''Why,  if  you  had  made  up  your 
minds  that  Parliament  should  be  called 
together  to  consider  urgent  affairs,  did 
you  not  call  it  sooner  ?  You  waited  a 
month."  It  was  not  exactly  a  month, 
but  I  will  not  quarrel  about  a  few  days' 
error  in  the  calculation  of  the  noble 
EarL  But  the  noble  Earl  must  know 
that  you  cannot  call  Parliament  to- 
gether at  the  will  of  a  Minister  at  24 
hours'  notice.  You  must  call  it  together 
when  there  will  be  a  fair  chance  of  an 
adequate  attendance  in  both  Houses. 
At  tiiat  period  of  the  year  Members  are 
much  scattered  in  different  countries, 
and  have  many  peculiar  engagements 
which  it  is  necessary  to  fulfil.  The 
whole  economy  and  life  of  the  coim- 
try  are  disturbed  by  the  summoning 
<rf  Parliament  at  an  imusual  period; 
and,  besides,  Christmas — when  hal- 
lowed interests  and  associations  must 
be  attended  to — ^formed  part  of  the 
month.  I  think,  therefore,  if  the  noble 
Earl  luul  be^i  himself  acting  under 
similar  circumstances,  he  would  have 
considered  what  would  be  the  most  con- 
venient period  for  Parliament  to  meet, 
and  would  have  agreed  with  us  and 
taken  the  same  course.  If  he  felt  it  to 
be  wise  and  expedient  to  assemble  Par- 
liament, he  would  also  feel  it  wise  and 
expedient  that  Parliament  should  be 
assembled  under  circumstances  which 
afford  the  least  inconvenience  to  its 
Members,  and  which  give  fair  assurance 
that  both  Houses  shall  be  adequately 
represented  when  matters  of  State  im- 
port and  urgency  are  thus  to  be  brought 
forward. 

Well,  my  Lords,  then  the  noble  Earl 
said  he  challenged  again  the  consis- 
tency of  the  policy  of  the  Government ; 
and  really,  what  with  reading  extracts 
from  newspapers,  or  referring  to  news- 
papers as  authorities 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  I  did  not  read 
extracts.  

Thb  Eael  op  BEACONSFIELD  :  I 
beg  the  noble  Earl's  pardon — some  of 
his  expressions  seemed  to  be  borrowed 
from  mose  lucubrations  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, but  by  constantly  harping  on 
newspapers  he  has  certainly  made  out  a 
very  strong  case.  If  all  the  extreme 
lib^^  XMrgai^   which — ^because   upon 
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this  qneetion  they  do  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl — ^are  dabbed  conveniently 
Conservative  journals^  and  other  autho- 
rities of  that  Mnd,  are  to  be  marshalled 
as  authentic  and  documentary  evidence 
that  the  English  Qovemment  has 
adopted  a  particular  policy,  he  can  have 
no  oifficulty  in  proving  his  case,  or,  in- 
deed, any  case. 

My  Lords,  I  did  not  expect  to  hear 
again  to-night  of  the  Andrassy  Note  or 
the  Berlin  Memorandum.  I  thought 
that  that  part  of  the  controversy  had 
terminated,  as  I  showed  it  oxight,  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament.  The  poHcy 
of  the  Government  might  have  been  erro- 
neous, might  have  been  infirm;  but  at 
any  rate  I  think  I  may  say  it  was  not  a 
vacillating  policy.  Whatever  our  policy 
may  have  been,  it  was  open  to  the  chal- 
lenge of  the  noble  Earl  and  his  Friends. 
K  we  did  wrong  in  accepting  the  An- 
drassy Note,  or  in  rejectmg  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  why  aid  not  the  noble 
Earl  and  his  Friends  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  challenge  our  policy,  and 
take  the  opinion  of  Parliament  upon  the 
question?  We  have  a  right  to  infer 
that  so  far  as  our  policy  is  concerned  up 
to  the  end  of  last  Session,  that  policy 
was  accepted  and  sanctioned  by  the 
noble  Earl  and  his  Friends.  1  say 
again,  tiiat  our  policy  may  be  erroneous 
or  may  be  feeble,  lliose  are  fair  issues 
for  Parliamentaiy  discussion.  Bring 
forward  your  Motions ;  argue  upon 
those  issues,  and  we  will  fairly  meet 
you,  and  let  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
and  the  country  decide  upon  the  ques- 
tion. But  you  have  no  right  to  assume 
that  ours  is  a  vacillating  policy  unless 
you  can  produce  facts  to  establish  such  a 
statement.  You  cannot — you  have  no 
right — ^to  make  such  an  accusation  de- 
pend merely  on  surmise  and  innuendo 
and  anonymous  communications.  Why, 
the  noble  Earl  knows  very  well  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence  that 
there  has  ever  been  any  diflterence  be- 
tween my  opinions  and  those  of  my 
Colleagues  whom  he  has  quoted  with 
approbation  and  sympathy.  I  say  that 
from  the  very  first  there  never  has 
been  any  hesitation  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  course  of  policy 
which  they  would  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  these  great  occurrences  taking 
place  in  Eastern  Europe.  Our  policy 
was  not  a  hasty  policy.  It  was  not  de- 
pendent merely  on  the  Russians  crossing 

The  £arl  of  BeaeonsfieU 


the  Fnith,  or  because  some  ooourrencei 
suddenly  brought  about  a  state  of  afiSairj 
which  might  not  have  been  anticipated 
Long  before  the  war  commenced — lon^ 
before  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquest 
of  Salisbury)  attended  me  Conference 
at  Constantinople,  we  had  foreseen  the 
possibility  of   the  great   strug^c^le    oc 
curring.     We  had  to  consider  what  wa? 
the    duty    of    English    statesmen    anc 
what  was  the  character  of  those  Britisl] 
interests  which  mic^ht  be  affected  bj 
such  a  war,  and  what  was  the  course 
we  ought  to  pursue.    We  came,  aftei 
long  deliberation,  to  the  conclusion  thai 
it  was  for  the  interests  of  this  country  to 
observe  in  that  war  a  neutrality.    In  ar- 
riving at    that  conclusion  it   was    not 
merely  the  value  of  the  fortress  of  Kars 
or  of  the  port  of  Batoum  that  we  alone 
considered.     We  had  to  take  a  large 
view  of  the  then  existing  circumstances 
— ^we  had  to  consider  the  policy  and  the 
condition  of  many  other  coimtries  ;  and 
we  arrived  at  the  unanimous  decision — 
not  a  hasty  one,  but  a  unanimous  de- 
cision— ^that  it  was  our  duty  to  observe 
a  policy  of  neutrality  in  case  of  war  be- 
tween Kussia  and  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
Well,  I  wiU  say  that  from  that  i>olicy 
we  have  never  swerved.  And  I  want  to 
know  what  is  the  evidence    that  the 
noble  Earl  can  bring  forward  that  can 
fix  u{>on  any  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  we  ever  hesitated  in 
observing    that    policy  ?     Now,    your 
Lordships  wiU  agree  that  if  our  policy 
was  vamlating — ^if  it  was  ambiguous, 
if  it  was  deserving  of  suspicion,   the 
noble  Earl  and  his  Friends  had  their 
legitimate  and  Constitutional  opportunity 
of  brining  these  circumstances  imder 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.     They 
did  not  do  so,  and  therefore  we  have  a 
right  to  assume,  if  it  were  only  for  the 
convenience  of  debate  and  to  promote 
the  expeditious  conduct  of  Pubhc  Busi- 
ness, tnat,  having  such  an  opportunity 
and  not  only  losing  it,  but  forfeiting  it 
— ^willingly  forfeiting  it — ^the  noble  Earl 
and  his  Friends  could  not  impute  any 
misconduct  on   that  account — at   least 
until  after  the  Prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment.    Well,  what  happened?    Nearly 
the  last  day — ^nearly  the  last  hour  before 
the  Prorogation — ^though  I  do  not  Viko 
extracts,  I  will  read  to  your  Lordehips  a 
short  extract  of  what  I  said  on  that  oc- 
casion.   It  was  on  the  Motion,  after- 
wards withdrawn,  of  a  noble  Ecirl  (the 
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Earl  of  Peversham)  u^n  the  Bubjeot  of 
the  war.  It  was  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Earl  thai  we  should  take  some  active  in- 
terference in  the  war.  I  find  that  I 
UMd  these  words — ^the  extract  is  from 
the  authentic  source,  and  it  is  literally 
correct.    I  said  thai-— 

"With  regaid  to  cmr  policy  I  will  only  say 
ftat  haTing  been  clearly  expreaaed  it  has  been 
conaJBtentiy  maintained.  Without  entering  into 
an  TmnecoMary  disonasion  I  may  remind  your 
Lotdahipa  that  when  this  cruel  and  deetruotiye 
var  began  Her  Mueaty'a  Ooyemment  an- 
Doonoed  that  they  would  adopt  a  policy  of  strict, 
but  eonditianal,  neutrality.  The  condition  was 
that  the  intesests  of  •the  country  ahould  not  be 
ii^erilled." 

And  subsequently  I  said — 

**  A  oommnnioation  was  made  to  the  Russian 
GoTSEnment  which  more  precisely  defined 
vhst,  in  our  opinion^  <  Britiui  interests '  were 
held  to  consist  of  ;  and  to  this  communication 
Her  Majeaty's  GoTcmment  received  a  reply 
irtiidi  I  think  I  am  authorized  in  deaoribing  as 
eoodliatorf  and  friendly.  The  GK>yemment 
hare  no  reason  to  doubt  that  Russia  will  in  an 
bonoorable  manner  obserre  the  conditions  which 
wsre  the  subject  of  that  correspondence ;  but, 
hofwerer  that  may  be,  in  any  case  the  mainte- 
Bancs  of  those  conditions  is  the  policy  of  Her 
MsMsty's  Ghjfvemment." — [8  Han$urd^  cczzzri. 
66S.] 

Kow,  I  want  to  know  what  right  has 
the  noble  Earl  to  assume  that  I  have 
used  expressions  on  the  subject  of  the 
poHoy  of  the  Government  which  are 
eontrary  to  that  statement,  which  was 
made  while  he  was  sitting  facing  me. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  used  no  such 
expressions  as  the  noble  Earl  has  at- 
tributed to  me.  

Ths  Earl  OF  BEAG0N8FIELD :  No 
— ^you  did  not  use  words  precisely  to 
that  effect,  but  you  used  a  great  many 
v<»d8  which,  when  added  up,  amounted 
to  a  simi  which  conveyed  to  the  House  a 
meaning  almost  exactly  the  same. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  went  out  of 
bis  way  to  make  a  further  allusion  to 
another  statement  with  respect  to  our 
policy  which  I  made  in  the  course  of  the 
year.  Now,  I  must  say  I  am  free  from 
the  imputation  during  the  last  six  months 
of  appealing  to  my  coimtrymen  in  any 
extraordinary  manner.  I  conceive  that 
one  of  the  greatest  charms  of  life  is  not 
to  make  speeches  and  write  letters.  I 
did  not  write  a  single  letter  on  public 
affiiirs  during  the  last  six  months,  and  I 
only  made  one  speech  upon  politics,  and 
that  troon  an  occasion  wliioh  dv  the  cus- 
tom of  the  country  may  be  called  a  Gon- 

VOL.  OCXXXVn.  [third  sbeibs.] 


stitutional  occasion.  I  did  not  press 
myself  forwMrd.  It  was  an  assemoly  I 
was  boimd  by  the  courtesy  of  public  life 
to  attend,  and,  attending,  I  was  bound 
to  express  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  public  affairs.  What 
did  I  then  say?  The  noble  Earl  says 
that  speech  raised  agitation  in  the  coun- 
try. 1  distinctly  remember — not  having 
that  speech  here— that  on  that  occasion 
I  spoke  in  the  presence  of  all  my  Ool- 
leagues,  and  i^at  I  said  that  the  policy 
of  fier  Majesty's  Government  remained 
as  it  had  been  from  the  first,  that  it  was 
completely  unchanged,  that  it  was  a 
policy  of  conditional  neutrality ;  from 
that  policy  we  had  never  swerved,  and 
that  nothing  could  induce  us,  so  far  as 
we  could  see,  to  swerve.  All  my  Col- 
leagues were  present  and  have  entirely 
agreed  to  that  declaration.  That  was 
the  only  time  I  opened  my  lips  during 
the  last  six  months  on  the  state  of  public 
affairs  until  I  address  your  Lordships 
to-night.  I  am  taunted  with  the  fact 
that  the  Biissian  Ambassador  did  not 
attend  at  the  Guildhall,  and  that  other 
Ambassadors  also  lost  their  dinners 
— almost  the  cookery  of  the  civic  fes- 
tival was  criticized.  I  believe  somo 
persons  have  made  that  one  of  the 
groimds  of  the  charges  against  the 
conduct  and  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Now,  my  Lords,  let  me 
say.  one  word  upon  a  point  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  dwelt  much,  and  that 
is  **  conditional  neutrality  " — a  neutrality 
conditional  upon  British  interests  being 
regarded  and  maintained.  The  noblo 
E^l  says,  quoting  a  veiy  felicitous 
remark  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  whose 
absence  we  deplore  on  this  occasion,  that 
the  greatest  of  British  interests  is  peace. 
WeU,  that  was  a  felicitous  expression, 
but  it  wfiis  an  expression  of  rhetoric; 
but  the  noble  Earl  takes  it  to  be  a  sta- 
tistical fact,  as  if  he  found  it  in  a  Blue 
Book.  The  noble  Earl  thereon  says 
that  if  peace  is  a  British  interest,  it  is  also 
a  European  interest — ^it  is  an  Austrian 
interest,  it  is  an  Italian  interest,  it  is  a 
French  interest — in  short,  it  is  a  uni- 
versal interest.  But  the  noble  Earl  rode 
off  upon  a  mere  trick  of  rhetoric,  be- 
cause we  know  very  well  when  we  talk 
of  **  British  interests  "  we  mean  material 
British  interests — interests  of  that  cha- 
racter which  are  sources  of  the  wealth 
or  securities  for  the   strength  of  the 
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ootintry.  We  do  not  want  to  be  in- 
f oimed  that  the  cardinal  virtues  are 
British  interests.  We  possess  and  en- 
deavour to  exercise  them,  but  they  have 
not  that  peculiar  character  which  the 
British  interests  that  we  refer  to  possess. 
Then  we  are  told  that  it  is  a  contracted 
and  selfish  view  of  afESairs  to  suppose 
our  interests  peculiar  to  this  count^,  or, 
if  they  are  peculiar,  that  we  ought  to 
be  silent  on  the  subject,  and  put  them 
away  in  a  comer.  ML  I  can  say  is,  that 
if  our  conduct  in  this  subject  in  defining 
what  this  country  is  interested  in  brings 
the  imputation  of  selfishness,  selfishness 
cannot  be  justly  imputed  to  England 
alone.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any 
other  coimtry  that  has  not  very  frankly 
declared  that  it  has  acted,  and  is  acting, 
on  the  same  principle.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  be  on  the  Table  to-night ; 
but  it  will  be  seen  in  a  few  days  by  the 
noble  Earl  that,  in  a  document  which 
I  am  authorized  to  quote,  there  is  a 
definition  by  an  eminent  statesman  of 
what  the  position  of  Austria  is  at  this 
moment.  I  read  yesterday  with  great 
interest  Count  Andrassy's  description  of 
the  situation  of  Austria.    He  says — 

''The  situation  of  Austria  is  a  position  of 
conditioiial  neutrality,  and  our  business  is  to 
watch  over  Austrian  interests." 

It  does  not  follow,  however,  that  these 
expressions,  which,  according  to  the 
noble  Earl,  we  first  introduced  into 
diplomatic  language,  have,  been  very 
unsuccessful,  for  they  have  been  adopted 
in  a  marked  manner  by  a  Power  which 
is  deeply  concerned  in  these  transactions. 
Oermany,  also,  in  her  language,  has 
used  expressions  which  are  no  more  free 
from  selfishness  than  the  expressions 
used  by  the  English  Government.  When 
Prince  Bismarck  says  that  not  the  blood 
of  a  single  Pomeranian  peasant  shall  be 
shed  in  this  war,  do  the  noble  Earl  and 
his  Friends  sympathize  with  the  expres- 
sion? You  may  admire  it;  but  you 
cannot  say  it  is  one  entirely  free  ferom  a 


which,  I  think,  the  noble  Earl  will  find 
that  selfishness  which  he  imputes  to  the 
language  of  Her  Majesty's  (Jovem- 
ment.  

Eabl  GRANYILLE:  I  beg  pardon 
for  interrupting  the  noble  Earl ;  but  I 
have  never  used  any  word  or  words 
imputing  selfishness.  

The  Earl  op  BEA00N8FIELD  : 
No;  you  only  deplored  the  contracted 
sense  in  which  we  conceived  and  ex- 
pressed our  policy  and  the  object  which 
we  wish  to  secure.  But  your  Lordships 
can  judge  what  was  the  value  of  the 
noble  E^l's  observations  if  they  did  not 
involve  this  charge  of  selfishness. 

My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has  made 
some  remarks  upon  the  grant  which  he 
contemplates  from  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
we  are  going  to  ask  Parliament  to 
supply  Her  Majesty  with.  Parliament 
being  called  together  at  a  moment 
somewhat  unexpected,  and  obviously 
in  order  to  appeal  to  it  for  its  sup- 
port, the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  ai^o 
that  we  were  bound  to  describe  the 
character  of  the  military  operations 
which  might  occur  to  justify  this  urgent 
appeal.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  must  de- 
cune  to  enter  into  any  controversies  of 
that  kind.  I  think  it  is  enough  for  us 
to  say  that  Her  MajestVs  Government, 

Eursuing  the  same  policy  which  they 
ave  pursued  from  the  first,  and  having 
brought  about  the  commencement  of 
negotiations  which,  I  trust,  may  be  suc- 
cessful in  their  result,  but  which  may 
not  be  successful — ^that  they  have,  in 
these  circumstances,  a  ground  upon 
which  they  can  fairly  appeal  to  Pania- 
ment  and  say — "Our  policy  is  before 
you ;  it  has  been  before  you ;  we  have 
not  swerved  from  it  in  the  slightest 
degree ;  but  it  is  still  our  unshaken  opi- 
nion thatthere  are  British  interests  which 
concern  deeply  the  welfare  of  this  coun- 
try— ^interests  which  are  sources  of  its 
wealth  and  securities  for  its  strength,  and 
which  may  be  endangered  if  this  contest 
goes  on ;  and  if  you  approve  our  policy, 
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deplored  the  state  of  isolation  in  whicli 
Her  Majest/s  Gkyvemment  has,  by  their 
manaMient  of  affairs,  placed  this  coirn- 
tiy.    Well,  that,  my  Lords,  is  a  very 
serions  charge,  and  no  doubt  if  it  were 
a  trae  one  it  would  be  more  than  a 
serious  diarge  for  ns;   it  would  be  a 
Meat  iQJury  to    the  countary.    But    I 
think  that  on   such  a  subject  we  are 
boimd  to  examine  and  scrutinize  with 
great  impartiality  before  we  adopt  a 
ooncluBicm  so  adverse  not  only  to  the 
abilities  and  the  influence  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment,  but  which,  if  true, 
woiild  be  injurious  to  Her  Majesty's 
leahn.    I  do  not  see,  I  confess,  at  the 
beet  that  the  noble  Earl— or  those  who 
share  with  the  noble  Earl  his  opinions 
on  the  subject  of  isolation — ^I  do  not  see 
that  he  has  on  this  subject  of  isolation 
in  any  way  stated  facts  to  establish  his 
opinion.     The    noUe   Earl,    when    he 
touched  upon  this  subject,  went  back 
again  to  that  unfortunate  Bwlin  Memo- 
randum.   It  appears  that  the  rejection 
of  the   Berlin  Memorandum  was  the 
OHmnenoement  and  the  operative  cause 
d  our  isolation.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
never  wishing  to  have  to  mention  the 
Beriin  Memorandum  again,  I  will  say 
Uiat  ^lat  Memorandum  was  a  document 
whidi  ceased  to  exist  because  England 
refused  to  sanction  it.    That  does  not 
look  like  isolation  or  want  of  influence. 
Wdl,  then,  if  there  be  any  act  which 
can  prove  national  concert — ^if  there  be 
toy  arrangement  in  the  world  which 
can  demonstrate  national  concert  clearly 
and  oompletelv — surely  it  is  a  Confer- 
ence.   And  what  happens  ?    Why,  the 
yeiy  Power  which  you  say  has  become 
isolated  in  consequence  of  its  refusing  to 
sanction  the  Berlin  Memorandimi  is  the 
Power  t^at  not  only  joins  a  Oonf  erence 
of  the  Chreat  Powers,  but  proposes  that 
Confearence.  Is  that  a  want  of  mfluenoe  ? 
Is  that  isolation?    Well,  if  you  really 
take  a  general  view  of  what  has  occurred 
m  aH  these  transactions,  the  only  Power 
^t  has  done  anyfldng—and  it  nas  done 
maeh — has    been  England— Ikigland, 
wMdi  you  say  is  80  isolated ;  England, 
whose  conduct  d^eated  the  BerHn  Me- 
moTAiiiiiim  :  ^.Tm^oni^   ««.it^w.A  ^..^ — ..j^ 
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be  otherwise  effected.  And  let  me  also 
ask  vou  this — ^which  is  the  Power  which 
at  this  moment  has  secured  the  com- 
mencement of  a  hope  for  peace  to 
Europe?  Why,  midbity  (Germany  and 
anxious  Austria,  and  France  husbanding 
her  resources,  and  the  other  Great 
Powers,  have  all  declined,  when  the 
Porte  appealed  to  them,  to  interfere  in 
a  task  tnen  beset  with  difficulties,  and 
which  might  be  considered,  jud^g 
from  their  language,  as  hopeless.  Yet 
isolated  England  £d  interfere,  and  the 
moment  she  interfered  we  had  the  com- 
menoement  of  these  negotiations.  No 
doubt  the  negotiations  are  most  diffi- 
cult— ^probably  more  difficult  negotia- 
tions never  were  commenced;  but  they 
are  real  negotiations,  which  I  have  ex- 
pressed my  more  than  hope  may  lead, 
after,  no  doubt,  surmounting  many  ob- 
stacles, to  a  suspension  of  this  terrible 
conflict.  But  whether  they  are  success- 
ful or  not,  what  is  the  Power  that  has 
originated  them?  What  Power  had 
fanned  the  flame  of  hope,  even  when  it 
was  expiring,  and  at  tnis  moment  has 
brought  about  a  state  of  aff'airs  which 
engages  the  thoughts  of  all  the  European 
Cabinets?  Why,  it  was  the  Power 
which  you  say  is  isolated.  The  fact  is 
there  are  two  Powers  which  have  with- 
drawn from  the  European  concert. 
Those  Powers  are  Bussia  and  Turkey. 
Turkey  was  recognized  as  belonging  to 
the  European  concert.  Turkey,  by  her 
rash  and  reckless  conduct,  repudiated 
her  position  and  lost  it.  Then  Russia, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  was  bound  in 
every  way  by  the  most  solenm  Treaties 
to  take  no  action  without  first  conferring 
with  the  signataries  of  the  Treaty  of 
Paris,  came  forward,  and  she  also  quitted 
the  European  concert.  England  never 
quitted  the  European  concert.  It  is  not 
Ikgland  that  is  isolated — ^no,  my  Lords, 
that  is  not  our  position;  and  in  tho 
attack  which  the  noble  Earl  has  made 
he  has  represented  and  re-echoed  tho 
attacks  which  have  been  made  elsewhere 
— ^partly,  no  doubt,  from  ignorance, 
partly,  no  doubt,  from  thoughtlessneBs ; 
but  in  a  great  degree  by  means  of  me- 
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are  two  kinds  of  isolation.    There  is  an 
isolation  that  comes  from  decay,  that 
comes  from  infirmity,  that  is  a  sign  of 
impending  insignificance — ^and  all  those 
symptoms  which  denote  a  falling    or 
an  expiring  State.    But  there  is  also 
an  isolation  for  a   State    which   may 
arise  from  qualities  very  different — ^from 
self-confidence,  from    extreme    energy, 
from  abounding  resources,  and,  above 
all,   from  the  inspiration    of    a    great 
cause.     This  country  has  before    this 
been  isolated.     In  the  early  years  of 
this  century.it  was  isolated;   but  how 
and  why  was  it  isolated  ?    It  was  iso- 
lated   at    the    commencement   of   this 
century  because  among  the  craven  com- 
munities of  Europe  it   alone  asserted 
and  vindicated   the  cause  of  national 
independence.    It  was    a    great  cause 
whidi    your    forefathers    men    main- 
tained ;    and  however  depressed  trade 
may  be,  whatever  may  be  the  circum- 
stances brought  forward  to  enervate  the 
national  mind — ^whatever  may  be  the 
considerations  introduced  to  prevent  you 
from  acting  as  your  forefathers  men 
acted — it  may  be  your  duty  to  follow  in 
their    footsteps.     If    that    cause    were 
again  at  stake,  if  there  were  a  Power 
that  threatened  the  peace  of  the  world 
with  a  predominance    fatal    to  public 
liberty  and    national    independence,   I 
feel    confident    that    your    Lordships 
would    not    be  afraid    of    the    charge 
of    being  isolated  if   you  stood  alone 
in  maintaining  such  a  cause    and    in 
fighting    for    such    precious    interests. 
iKv  Lords,  I  rose  after  the  noble  Earl 
(EqiX  Granville)  to  vindicate  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  I  am  a  Member  from 
the    charges    which  I  think    are    un- 
founded.   I  do  not  think  that  the  noble 
Earl  has  proved  that  in  calling  Parlia- 
ment together  we  took  a  step  which 
was  unwise  or  unnecessary.     1  do  not 
think  the  noble  Earl  has  proved  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  affairs  in  Eastern  Europe  has 
ever  been  inconsistent  from  that  which 
we  have  declared  again  and  again.    It 
has  never  swerved  from  our  original 
conception  and  determination  as  to  the 
course  we  ought  to  pursue.    Nor  do  I 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  has  been  suc- 
cessful in  his    sneers    against  British 


necessary  to  take  measures  to  secure 
those  interests.  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
Earl  has  at  all  successfully  established 
his  position  that  this  country  is  in  a  state 
of  isolation.  It  is  in  a  state  of  which  it 
has  no  need  to  be  ashamed.  I  believe 
that  in  the  coimcils  of  Europe  the  in- 
fluence of  this  country  is  felt,  and  greatly 
felt.  May  God  grant  that  in  the  n^o- 
tiations  which  are  now  proceeding  mat 
influence  may  increase !  If  it  does  in- 
crease, I  will  say  on  the  part  of  the  (Jo- 
vemment — and  divided  m  our  councils 
though  they  are  said  to  be — ^I  feel  that 
I  am  expressing  their  unanimous  opinion, 
their  unanimous  sentiment — ^that  that  in- 
fluence will  be  exercised  for  the  greatest 
interests  of  humanity.  It  will  b,e  exer- 
cised for  the  termination  of  these  hosti- 
lities ;  it  will  be  exercised  in  every  way 
for  the  procuring  of  a  peace  whidi  will 
be  stable  and  enduring.  But  if  we  are 
called  u{>on  to  vindicate  our  rights  and 
to  defend  the  interests  of  this  country ; 
if  our  present  hopes  and  prospects  are 
baffled ;  if  there  be  circumstances  which 
demand  that  we  should  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment again  and  again  for  means  to  vin- 
dicate the  honour  of  the  realm  and  to 
preserve  and  maintain  the  interests  of 
the  Empire,  I  am  sure  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  never  hesitate 
to  take  that  course. 

The  Dtjkb  op  AEGTLL  :  My  Ixwds, 
I  listened  with  great  delight  to  the  ring- 
ing cheers  with  which  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site greeted  the  conclusion  of  the  speech 
of  me  Prime  Minister — ^not  only  be- 
cause that  brilliant  display  of  imagina- 
tion— ^that  corruscation  of  firewon» — 
deserved  some  tribute  from  them,  but 
for  another  reason.  Your  Lordships' 
House  is  generally  represented  as  being 
rather  a  **  still  pool,"  unruffled  by  the 
winds  of  passion,  and  through  which 
even  the  strong  currents  of  political 
feeling  are  seldom  seen  to  run.  But, 
my  Lords,  for  my  own  part  I  have 
always  held  that  if  there  were  a  ques- 
tion raised  concerning  the  interests 
and  honour  of  England,  we  would  see 
that  the  House  of  Lords  is  an  Assembly 
which  can  be  deeply  moved.  My  Lords, 
we  admit  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
we  are  met  together  upon  an  occasion 
which  concerns  deeply,  and  which  may 
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ment  in  this  |;Teat  crisiB  in  our  national 
MstOTy  and  in  the  history  of  Europe, 
and  for  having  put  into  the  mouth  of 
the  Queen  wotcIs  to  the  eflfect  that  she 
desired  to  have  its  counsel  and  advice 
at  the  present  great  juncture.    I  confess 
I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield) 
with  great  disappointment.    It  was  veiv 
able — ^it  was  very  brilliant — ^but  I  think 
I  am  not  wrong  in  saying  it  was  nothing 
to  the  purpose.     It  seemed  to  have  been 
intended  by  him  as  a  reply  to  some  anti- 
cipated biUer,  narrow-minded,  personal 
a^ack  upon  the  Government  n^om  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (Earl  (Jranville), 
and  he  could  not  change  the  programme 
of  his  speech  to  stdt  the  observations 
which  were    really  made.     My  noble 
Friend  behind  me,  with  that  suavity  of 
manner  and  acuteness  of  intellect  which 
characterize  him,  said  a  few  things,  but 
sorely  in  no  offensive  manner,  surely  not 
in  any  aggrieved  Party  spirit,  indicating 
Ihat  he  and  his  Friends  had  not  perfect 
confidence  in  the  consistency  of  the  Go- 
vernment.     And  what  dia   the  noble 
Earl  do?     He  spent  half  an  hour  in 
answering  accusations  which  were  never 
made.    He  talked  with  contempt  of  the 
Press ;  but  it  was  to  the  Press  he  was 
looking  when  he  made  that  speech ;  and 
it   was    from   the  Press  that  he  luul 
gathered  the  charges  he  answered,  and 
not  from  the  sj>e^  of  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Granville),  which  had  been  deli- 
vered, in  fact,  for  the  purpose  of  aflPord- 
ing  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
making   those    statements    upon    g^eat 
questions   of  public  policy  which  your 
Lordships  have  a  right  to  expect  when 
we  are  called  together  at  a  great  crisis 
in  the    history  of   Europe:     We    ex- 
pected to  hear  from  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter some  definite  declaration  of  what  he 
proposed  to  do.    But  the  Prime  Minister 
has  only   filled  our  ears  with  the  east 
wind.      He    has   answered    imaginary 
attacks,     and    told   us  nothing.     The 
noble  EcurPs   principal  answer  was  di- 
rected to  the  accusation  of  disunion  in . 
the   Cabinet.     Now,  I  have  had  some  1 


in  the  journals  which  are  in  their  inte- 
rest.    [A  noble  Loan :  What  joumals  ?] 
Oh!  it  is  all  very  well  to    talk   with 
such  supreme  contempt  of  the  Public 
Press.    Have  we  no  relations  with  the 
Public  Press  ?   Are  the  Editors  of  news- 
papers never  to  be  foimd  in  the  ante- 
chambers of  Ministers  ?    How  comes  it 
that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  never  opens  his 
mouth  upon  the  Eastern  Question  but 
he  is  violentiy  abused  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Press  which  is  understood  to  represent 
the  sentiments  of  other  Members  of  the 
Government  ?    I  wonder  how  the  noble 
Marquess  likes  the  way  in  which  be  was 
treated  by  the  Conservative  Press  when 
he     was     absent     at     Constantinople. 
P*  Name !  "]    Name  ?   I  name  all  the 
Ministerial    journals  —  every    one    of 
them.      Foremost   among  them  is  Th$ 
Daily  Telegraph;  then  come  The  Morning 
Po8ty  The  Standard,  and  others.    Will 
noble    Lords    deny    that  The  Morning 
Post  is  a  Conservative  paper,   or  that 
ITie  Standard  is  a  Conservative  paper? 
There  are  others  which,  although  not 
supporters  of  the  Government  on  its 
general  policy,  support  it  on  the  East- 
em  Question.    And  I  say  this — that  not 
a  word  falls  from  the  noble  Marquess 
but  which  is  vehemontiy  attacked  by 
the  Conservative  Press.    I  am  almost 
ashamed  of  having  been  led  into  those 
observations,  but  1  have  been  led  into 
them  by  the  extraordinary  speech  which 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  just  delivered.    If  there  have 
been  rumours  of  disxmion  in  the  Cabinet, 
the  Government  themselves  are  respon- 
sible for  them.  Even  their  recent  speeches 
lead  to  this.    I  will  remind  your  Lord- 
ships of  two  Ministerial  speeches  which 
have  recentiy  been  delivered.    The  first 
is  that  of  the  right  hen.  Gentleman  the 
Secretaryr  of  State  for  War  at  Edinburgh, 
who  talked  about  drums  and  fifes  and 
all  sorts  of  things  in  a  most  warlike 
tone ;  tiie  other  was  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General  (Lord  John  Man- 
ners),  who  made  warlike  allusions  to 
**the    laurel    of    imquestioned    victory 
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a  very  material  difference  of  tone  is  ob- 
servable. But,  my  Lords,  even  had  the 
noble  Earl  not  spoken  to-night  I  should 
have  been  compelled  to  offer  some  words, 
if  not  of  protest,  at  least  of  explana- 
tion to  the  House  before  assenting  to 
the  Address  in  answer  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  I  do  not  intend  to 
enter  into  the  merits  of  the  Eastern 
Question.  But  the  Queen's  Speech 
^dwells  so  much  upon  ihe  despatch  of 
May  6,  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  l)erby),  defining  what  the  Govern- 
ment mean  by  **  British  interests,"  that 
really  the  two  documents  have  to  be 
taken  together — ^we  cannot  understand 
the  Speech  without  referring  to  the 
despatch.  But  that  despatch  has 
never  been  criticized  in  this  House. 
Now,  the  Government  are  fairly  en- 
titled to  say  that  the  despatch  having 
boon  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
during  last  Session,  and  no  opposition 
having  been  expressed  to  it,  we  are 
committed  to  a  general  approval  of  its 
terms.  If  it  is  imderstood  that  the  ap- 
proval is  general  and  nothing  more,  I 
have  no  objection  to  that  interpretation 
of  our  conduct.  But  if  we  are  called 
together  to  be  consulted  by  the  Crown, 
it  is  well  that  we  should  be  perfectly 
open  and  candid.  I  will  now  say  some- 
thing, therefore,  about  the  Government 
definition  of  *' British*  interests."  It  is 
very  easy  to  invent  vague  terms  of  this 
kind,  in  which  all  men  concur,  though 
in  reality  they  may  be  divided  by  the 
most  essential  differences  of  opinion.  I 
do  not  say  that  this  is  the  case  here, 
but  I  will  say  there  is  considerable 
danger  of  it.  There  are  four  things  in 
this  definition  of  **  British  interests," 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  much 
from  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  in  which, 
with  some  explanation,  we  may  all 
cordially  concur.  Among  the  points 
in  this  despatch  which  are  declaxed  to 
touch  Britisn  interests  and  honour,  there 
is  no  mention  made  of  *'  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  the  Turkish  Km  - 
pire."  The  absence  of  these  terms  is 
one  of  the  most  important  features  in 
this  despatch,  and  in  the  sentiment  which 
it  imphos  I  do  most  cordially  concur. 
There  is  not  one  word  of  a  determination 
to  uphold  the  integrity  and  independence 
of  the  Turkish  Empire;  and  I  rejoice 
at  it — ^because  if  the  Government  have 
made  up  their  minds  to  support  the  in- 
tegrity of   the  Turkish  Empire  as  it 

ITie  Duke  of  Argyll 


is  conceived  and  provided  for  in  the 
Treaties  of  1856,  they  must  have  in- 
serted it  in  that  despatch.  The  absence 
of  such  a  statement  is,  therefore,  a  most 
significant  and  a  most  8atisf£ictory  fea- 
ture in  respect  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  I  now  turn  to  the  Suez 
Canal.  That  question  was  treated  slightly 
by  my  noble  Friend  who  moved  the 
Address  (the  Earl  of  Wamcliffe),  be- 
cause he  said  the  Cemal  was  in  no  danger. 
I  do  not  mean  to  dwell  upon  this  sub- 
ject, but  I  wish  to  say  that  no  one  is 
more  heartily  with  the  Government  than 
I  am  in  declaring  broadly  that  England 
never  will  permit,  at  any  cost,  that  any 
Power  in  Europe  shall  interf  eria  with  her 
direct  access  to  India.  I  have  no  sympa- 
thy with  the  language  of  those  who  talk 
with  bated  breath  aoout  our  conquests 
in  India.  We  are  not  ashamed  of  our 
conquests  in  India.  We  do  not  require 
that  any  excuses  should  be  made  for  the 
men  who  made  those  conquests.  We 
are  proud  of  the  men  who  conquered 
India  for  us,  and  we  are  proud  of  the 
great  military  and  civil  services  by 
which  that  Empire  has  been  so  success- 
fully governed.  There  is  no  Bacrifico 
which  this  country  will  not  make  for  the 
maintenance  of  our  dominion  in  India, 
because  it  concerns  our  national  prido 
and  our  honour — and  also,  I  think  I 
may  say,  because  of  the  conviction  which 
we  may  justly  entertain — ^which  I  hold 
in  the  strongest  manner — ^that  the  con- 
quest of  inferior  by  superior  races  is  not 
an  evil  to  the  world — on  the  contrary,  it 
is  one  of  the  great  causes  and  sources  of 
the  progress  of  the  human  race — a 
cause  and  a  source  of  progress  which 
has  been  conspicuous  in  times  past, 
and  which  will  continue  until  the  whole 
world  is  governed  by  civilized  nations. 
I  next  come  to  an  important  point 
upon  which  your  Lordships  have  de- 
rived no  information  from  the  noble 
Earl  opposite.  I  refer  to  the  question 
of  the  Straits.  The  noble  Earl  talked 
of  calling  Parliament  together  to  take 
counsel  of  it,  but  he  has  c^ven  us  no 
advice.  Of  course  the  noble  Earl  as 
the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Government 
must  observe  a  certain  reserve,  but  we 
have  been  called  together  to  vote  perhaps 
large  sums  to  increase  our  Naval  and 
Miutary  Forces.  I  think  the  Prime 
Minister  might  have  given  us  some  indi- 
cation of  his  opinion  with  respect  to  this 
point — ^btit  all  the  information  we  have 
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in  regard  to  the  qnestion  of  the  Darda- 
nelles is  contained  in  the  despatch  of 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who 
states  that — 

»  TheexistingaiTangemeiits  made  under  Euro- 
pean sanction  which  r^nlate  the  nayigation  of 
the  Bo^ioms  and  the  Dardanelles  appear  to  ua 
vise  and  salutary,  and  there  would  be  in  their 
judgment  serious  objection  to  the  alteration  in 
any  matexial  particular/' 

I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  concur  in 
&e  literal  interpretation  of  that  para- 
graph. If  it  is  meant  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Straits  is  a  European  Ques- 
tion, and  that  we  will  not  submit  to 
any  settlement  in  which  our  opinion 
is  not  consulted,  then  I  concur ;  out  if 
it  means  that  the  present  rule  which  has 
been  established  with  regard  to  ships  of 
war  is  one  that  should  not  be  altered,  I 
do  not  concur.  The  present  rule  in  re- 
^>ect  to  the  passage  of  ships  of  war 
through  the  Dardanelles  is  not  a  rule  in 
favour  of  Europe,  but  in  favour  of 
Turkey.  It  is  a  riue  established  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  independence  of  Turkey  and 
not  for  the  interest  of  Europe  generally 
—and  what  I  want  to  point  out  is  this — 
that  the  moment  Turkey  ceases  to  be  an 
independent  Power  the  value  of  that 
rule,  whatever  it  may  be,  to  the  rest  of 
Europe  ceases — or  if  Turkey  should  be  so 
weakened  by  the  war  as  to  became  prac- 
tically a  vassal  State,  amd  imder  the 
dominion  of  Eussia,  then  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  affirm  that  the  present  rule 
18  one  which  it  is  for  our  interests  to 
maintain.  On  the  contrary,  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  maintain  that  a  mate- 
Hal  alteration  will  be  required.  But 
surely  it  cannot  be  that  it  is  on  ac- 
count of  this  Dardanelles  Question 
that  we  are  going  to  increase  the  Esti- 
mates? Bussia  has  frankly  admitted 
that  this  is  a  European  Question,  and 
that  no  permanent  settlement  could.be 
made  without  the  question  being  sub- 
mitted to  Europe.  I  now  come  to  the 
third  point — Constantino^o.  With  re- 
fsad,  to  that  city.  Lord  Derby's  words 
ui  the  despatch  of  May  are  these — 

^  That  the  vast  importance  of  Constantinople, 
wbether  in  a  military,  political,  or  oommeraal 
paint  of  view,  is  too  well  understood  to 
require  explanation ;  it  is  therefore  simply  nc- 
CMBuy  to  point  out  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
rermoient  are  not  prepared  to  witness  with 
iniiifSsaioe  the  passing  into  other  hands  than 
those  of  its  pes^U  {KMsessors  a  capital  holding 
9  OQBouyidmg  a  postioii**' 


(  Jakxtaey  17,  1878)  Oraoiaus  Speech. 


46 


What  do  these  words  mean  ?  Do  they 
mean  that  however  much  the  Turks  may 
resist  the  arms  of  Bussia,  Kussia  is  to 
be  precluded  taking  possession  of  Con- 
stantinople as  a  muitary  and  temporary 
measure,  or  do  they  mean  that  the  ulti- 
mate possession  of  Constantinople  is  a 
European  Question?  If  the  latter,  I 
heartily  concur ;  if  the  former,  a  grave 
question  arises  in  respect  of  the  policy 
of  the  British  Government.  It  is  most 
inexpedient  that  the  question  whether 
we  shoidd  enter  into  a  war,  solitaiy  and 
isolated,  shoidd  be  placed  in  the  nands 
of  Turkish  Pashas  —  nothing  can  be 
more  injurious  to  the  honour  and  inte- 
rest of  England;  but  that  will  infal- 
libly be  the  result  if  we  make  the 
military  occupation  of  Constantinople  a 
question  of  peace  or  war.  When  we 
talk  of  Constantinople  '^  remaining  in  the 
hands  of  its  present  possessors,"  we  had 
better  recognize  the  fact  that  no  part  of 
European  Turkey  will  long  remain  in 
the  hands  of  its  present  possessors,  if  by 
that  description  we  mean  the  present 
governing  Fower.  The  noble  Mover  of 
file  Address  ^ave  us  an  abstract  of  the 
state  of  feehng  of  the  people  of  this 
country  on  the  Eastern  Question — an 
abstract  which,  though  inadequate  and 
imperfect,  was  by  no  means  unfair.  In 
that  abstract  he  admitted  the  general 
detestation  of'  the  ruling  classes  of 
Turkey.  But  it  is  these  classes  that 
constitute  the  Turkish  Government ;  and 
is  it  for  our  interests  and  honour  that 
we  should  say  that  Constantinople  or  any 
territory  should  remain  in  their  hands  ? 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  them.  Therefore,  I  must  make 
a  grave  exception  in  regard  to  both 
Constantinople  and  the  Dardanelles  in 
agreeing  to  the  Address  in  reply  to  the 
Speech. 

My  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  did 
not  find  fault  with  the  Government  for 
calling  Parliament  together — the  respon- 
sibility for  that  must  rest  upon  the  Go- 
vernment; but  it  cannot  but  be  feared 
that,  at  the  moment  when  negotiations 
have  begun,  the  summoning  of  Parlia- 
ment may  have  the  effect  of  exciting 
the  Turks  to  offer  increased  resistance, 
in  the  hope  that  they  may  obtain  aid 
from  England.  That  most  able  and  most 
venerable  man  (Viscount  Stratford  de 
Reddiffe),  whose  knowledge  of  the  Turk 
is  foundeNi  on  personal  observation  ex- 
tending over  a  period  of  more  than  60 
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years,  in  liis  letter  in  The  Times  of  this 
morning,  says  that  even  the  general  de- 
sire for  peace  is  likely  to  have  a  most 
unfavourable  eflfect  upon  the  Turkish 
Government,  ready  as  they  are  to  catch 
at  any,  even  the  most  slender  hope 
of  obtaining  assistance  or  encourage- 
ment from  without.  Depend  upon 
it,  the  summoning  of  Parliament — 
ui^less  the  Government  have  a  very 
definite  programme,  and  know  very 
well  what  fliey  are  about — and  the 
excited  speech  from  the  head  of  the 
Government  which  we  have  heard  to- 
night— ^talking  about "  national  indepen- 
dence " — will  nave  put  a  spoke  in  the  way 
of  peace.  Depend  upon  it,  the  Prime 
Minister's  language  will  be  so  inter- 
preted ;  and  you  have  made  it  extremely 
probable  that  the  Gband  Duke  Nicholas 
will  find  the  Turkish  Pashas  much  more 
difficult  to  deal  with  on  account  of  the 
observations  made  by  the  noble  Earl  to- 
night. It  is  a  great  misfortune  to 
Europe  and  the  world  that  this  matter 
has  been  taken  into  the  sole  hands  of 
Russia — ^that  she  heis  been  almost  com- 
pelled to  take  up  the  sword  alone  in  the 
cause  of  the  subject  populations  of  Tur- 
key. I  agree  with  an  opinion  expressed 
at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War — ^that 
whilst  in  Asia  Bussia  is  decidedly  a  civi- 
lizing Power,  in  Europe  we  have  nothing 
to  expect  from  her  in  the  way  of  civi- 
lization. We  can  expect  nothing  foom 
Russia  with  one  exception — ^we  owe  to 
Russia  nothing  but  her  sword;  and 
whose  f  atdt  was  it  that  that  sword  was 
drawn  ?  I  maintain — as  I  did  last  year 
— that  the  war  might  have  been  pre- 
vented by  firmness  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  but,  by  deli- 
berately sacrificing  the  European  con- 
cert, you  made  tms  war  a  necessity  to 
Russia.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield)  has  spoken  much  in 
answer  to  some  fancied  accusations  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gbanville)  behind 
me.  Ho  has  answered  very  keenly  on 
the  question  of  isolation.  It  is  true  my 
noble  Friend  did  put  some  pertinent 
questions  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
taken  care  not  to  answer.  My  noble 
Friend  asked  what  you  know  as  to  the 
agreement  between  the  three  Imperial 
Powers.  Do  you  know  anything?  I 
strongly  suspect  you  do  not.  As  to  the 
Government  preventing  or  breaking  up 
the  European  concert,  you  ask  us  how 
we  prove  it.  It  has  been  proved  over  and 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


over  again.  But  what  is  the  use  of  our 
proving  what  we  can  take  out  of  your 
own  mouths?  Do  not  you  know  the 
terms  of  the  despatch  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  refused  the 
Berlin  Memorandum?  I  apologize  to 
the  noble  Earl  for  mentioning  that  docn- 
ment  again;  but  when  you  tell  us  in 
loud  and  triumphant  tones  you  are  not 
isolated,  it  is  necessary  to  recall  the 
facts.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  in  that  despatch,  said — 

"  I  hare  to  point  out  to  your  Excellency  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have,  since  the  out- 
break of  the  insurrection  in  Bosnia  and  the 
Hersegovina,  deprecated  the  diplomatic  inter- 
vention of  other  Powers  in  the  affairs  of  Uie 
Ottoman  Empire." 

But  this  diplomatic  interference  was  the 
sole  object  of  the  European  concert. 
You  deny  vacillation;  but,  again,  in  this 
matter  you  went  round  like  a  whirl- 
wind. You  instructed  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and 
he  did  interfere  most  vehemently  in 
Turkey's  affairs.  You  did  it,  too,  with 
threats  of  violence.  It  is  very  true  that 
the  violence  was  not  to  come  from  you ; 
but  you  traded  on  threats  of  the  coercion 
of  Bussia,  and  you  warned  Turkey  that 
she  must  expect  no  assistance  from  you. 
I  say  the  residt  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  from  beginning  to  end  has 
been  the  absolute  isolation  of  England. 
You  have  not  a  single  Ally  at  this  mo- 
ment in  Europe  that  you  can  rely  on  for 
seconding  your  policy,  so  far  as  we  know. 
I  shall  be  delighted  if  the  Papers  placed 
on  the  Table  to-ni^ht  show  that  we  are 
in  hearty  accord  with  the  other  Powers ; 
but  I  should  accept  it  as  a  new  and 
most  unexpected  revelation.  A  great 
deal  has  been  said  about  the  motives  of 
Russia.  I  apprehend  the  motives  of 
Bussia  are  very  much  like  the  motives  of 
other  people — very  mixed  motives ;  but 
if  the  motives  of  Bussia  are  purely  selfish, 
th^y,  at  least,  cannot  be  worse  than 
the  motives  which  you  have  yourselves 
avowed.  What  have  we  heard  to-night? 
An  elaborate  defence  of  selfish  motives 
from  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Qt)vemment.  He  not  only  said  it  was 
British  interests  we  cared  for,  but  he 
went  further,  and  put  the  doctrine  in  a 
still  grosser  form ;  ne  spoke  of  material 
interests,  money  interests,  the  interests  of 
commerce  and  wealth ;  but  as  to  moral  in- 
terests, we  had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
I  appeal  to  noble  Loras  opposite  to  say 
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▼hat  they  voold  think  and  feel  if  Russia 
▼ere  to  ayofr  suoh  sentiments  ?  Let  ns 
sappoee  that  there  should  be  a  great  pub- 
lic dinner  at  St.  Petersburg,  given  by  the 
Lord  Mayor — ^if  there  is  one— and  IVince 
Gartchakoff  to  have  attended  and  de- 
dared  that  Hussia  would  look  after 
Bofisian  interests  and  no  other — ^mean- 
ing her  material  interests ;  what  would 
be  said  here  by  the  Press  of  this  country 
and  by  the  Members  of  the  Govem- 
m^t?  I  will  not  describe  what  would 
be  said;  but  all  that,  in  such  a  case^ 
would  be  said  of  Bussia  ought  to  be 
said  of  you — ^and  you  deserve  it,  for  a 
baser  doctrine  I  have  never  heard  main- 
tained in  Parliament  than  has  been  laid 
down  by  the  Prime  Minister — ^that  we 
ooght  to  look  only  to  our  own  selfish 
and  material  interests,  and  to  nothing 
dae — as  if  there  were  no  moral  interests 
ocmoemed,  or  as  if  we  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  The  noble  Earl  the  Mover  of 
the  Address  implied  that  there  was  a 
fluspicion  of  Bussia — — 

The  Eakl  of  WHARNCLIFFE  :  I 
said  there  was  some  suspicion  as  to  the 
difflnterestedness  of  the  Hussian  motives. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  The  noble 
Bari  implied  suspicion  of  Hussia.  It  is 
no  use  concealing  it — everyone  has  it 
niore  or  leas.  The  main  motive  of  Russia 
in  undertaking  the  war  was  the  impulse 
of  the  moveonent  on  the  part  of  the 
population  which  even  the  Government 
of  Russia  could  not  suppress — ^the  motive 
of  sympathy  with  their  co-religionists  in 
the  East  of  Europe.  That  was  a  very 
natural  movement-— taking  mankind  as 
they  are — a  most  powerful  motive.  Why 
gooutofyourway  to  discover  others?  The 
aeare  to  deliver  their  oo-religionists  who 
were  suffering  under  the  most  debasing 
tyranny  was  one  of  the  most  powerful 
sentiments,  and  that  was  the  main  mo- 
tire  of  Bussia  to  this  war.  Placed  as 
Bussia  was,  they  coidd  not,  like  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  put  off  the  consi- 
deration of  the  condition  of  the  subject 
populations  of  Turkey  for  an  indefinite 
period,  waiting  for  tne  hopeless  reform 
of  that  most  execrable  (Government.  I 
Aay  that  Russia,  under  the  circum- 
Btaaces,  was  justified  in  her  action,  and 
if  at  this  moment  there  be  a  prospect  of 
treedom  to  the  populations  of  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Turkey,  it  will  be  due  to  that 
feding  on  the  part  of  Russia,  which — 
can  it  sentimental,  humanitarian,  illo- 
gical—what you  will — ^has  been  never- 


theless one  of  the  most  powerful  motive 
forces  in  the  history  of  the  world.  But, 
then,  I  hear  it  said  that  the  freedom  of 
nations  ought  never  to  be  bought  by 
foreign  interference.  My  Lords,  is  this 
f orgetfulness,  or  is  it  hypocrisy  ?  Do  we 
not  remember  our  own  case?  Do  we 
not  remember  that  day  when  one  of  our 
harbours  was  filled  with  the  ships  of 
HoUand ;  and  a  foreign  deliverer  landed 
on  the  shores  of  En^and  ?  Now,  with 
regard  to  what  should  be  done  in  the 
future.  K  I  thought  my  humble  advice 
would  induce  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  alter  their  course  in  any  respect,  I 
should  implore  them  to  do  this — to  re- 
cognize facts  and  to  act  upon  them.  Do 
not  let  them  deceive  themselves,  and  talk 
nonsense  about  national  independence 
as  applied  to  Turkey.  Turkey  as  an 
independent  Power  is  gone  —  is  gone 
never  to  recover.  And  why  is  Turkey 
gone  ?  Because  she  deserved  to  die.  I 
am  not  ashamed  to  own  humanitarian 
sentiments.  I  think  the  welfare  of 
several  millions  of  men  is  a  British 
interest.  As  one  of  the  survivors  of  the 
Cabinet  that  waged  the  Crimean  War, 
I  will  never  cease  to  witness  in  this 
House  that  we  have  undertaken  obliga- 
tions to  the  subject  populations  of  Turkey 
which  we  can  never  repudiate.  We  have 
bound  ourselves  to  take  some  charge  of 
their  interests  in  the  extreme  circum- 
stances that  have  ari#en  with  regard  to 
the  Government  of  Turkey.  If  we  be- 
lieve in  nothing  else,  let  us  at  least 
believe  in  that  new  gospel — ^the  doctrine 
of  Darwin  in  the  survival  of  the  fittest — 
in  that  process,  beneficent  in  its  idtimate 
results,  but  often  terrible  in  its  opera- 
tion, by  which  nature  eliminates  every- 
thing which  is  too  bad  to  live.  We  can- 
not prevent  its  destruction.  Let  us  not 
attempt  to  prop  up  the  phantom  of  the 
Turkish  Empire;  rather  let  us  devise 
some  scheme  for  the  just  government  of 
its  subject  populations.  Look  at  the  evi- 
dence before  you — ^look  at  Paper  No.  17  of 
lastSession.  Solongagoas  1 854,  Sir  Fen- 
wick  Williams,  who  so  gallantly  defended 
Kars,  told  us  that  he  believed  no  country 
in  the  world  had  suffered  so  much  as 
Armenia  had  suffered  from  the  tyranny 
of  Turkey.  The  country  was  desolate, 
villages  were  going  into  ruin,  and  culti- 
vation was  given  up.  A  similar  accoimt 
was  given  by  Consul  Taylor  and  Consul 
Zohinab  at  a  muoh  more  recent  date. 
The  Queen's  Speech  refers  to  the  war 
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wliich  is  now  deyastatmg  the  East  of 
Europe ;  but  there  are  other  devastating 
causes  in  operation.    It  was  said — 

*  *  Peace  hath  her  victories 
No  less  renowned  than  war ; " 

but  of  Turkey,  and  in  Turkey,  it  may 
be  said,  Peace  has  her  horrors  yet  more 
dread  than  war.  That  is  the  state  of 
the  great  provinces  of  Epirus  and 
Thessaly.  I  therefore  trust  that  the 
Emperor  of  Eussia  will  not  agree  to 
any  terms,  whatever  the  English  Go- 
vernment may  say,  which  do  not  secure 
for  all  the  subject  populations  of  Turkey 
a  sufficient  degree  of  autonomy  or  self- 
government  to  j)rotect  them  against 
the  systematic  misrule  of  Turkey.  I 
fuUy  sympathize  with  the  feelings  of 
horror  to  which  this  war  has  given  rise. 
Seldom  in  the  history  of  the  world  has 
there  been  a  war  more  cruel  or  devas- 
tating. .But  why  has  it  been  worse  than 
other  wars  ?  Because  of  the  barbarism 
of  the  Government  with  which  Eussia  is 
fighting  and  the  barbarism  of  the  popu- 
lation under  that  Government.  A  savage 
Government  will  always  succeed  in 
making  a  savage  people.  Another 
reason  is  this — ^that  in  this  war  you 
have  the  knowledge  and  the  tools  of  the 
most  advanced  civilization  wielded  by 
the  hands  of  barbarians.  These  are  the 
causes  of  the  special  horrors  of  this  war. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  horrors 
of  this  war  are  a  great  deal  worse  tiian 
the  bad  government  of  the  Turks.  I 
have  heard  that  said  over  and  over 
again.  But  that  remark  applies  to  all 
wars  that  have  ever  been  waged  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  The  horrors  of 
war  are,  so  to  speak,  a  congestion  of 
horrors — they  are  always  more  horrible 
and  striking  to  the  imagination  than  the 
permanent  miseries  of  bad  government. 
J3ut  nevertheless  the  horrors  of  war  are 
very  often  the  only  means  of  shaking 
off  bad  government.  Alas !  my  Lords, 
that  the  birth  of  freedom  shoidd  so  often 
be  a  baptism  of  blood  and  fire ;  but  so 
it  has  been  always  in  the  past,  and  so  it 
will  be  in  time  to  come.  There  is  only 
one  thing  I  would  beg  of  the  Government, 
and  that  is — ^that  they  will  use  all  their 
infiuence  that  such  a  wax  shall  never  be 
repeated,  and  that  can  only  be  done  by 
putting  an  end  to  the  mis^vemment 
of  those  ** ruling  classes"  m  Turkey, 
who  have  been  denounced  by  the  Mover 
of  the  Address. 

The  Duke  of  ArgyU 


The  Maequbss  op  SALISBTJEY  :  My 
Lords,  if  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  complains  that  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  was  addressed 
to  observations  which  had  not  been 
made,  I  will  retort  by  saying  that  the 
noble  Duke's  arguments  and  taunts  were 
addressed  to  principles  which  had  never 
been  laid  down  by  my  noble  Friend. 
The  noble  Duke  expended  a  good  deal 
of  eloquence  in  showing  that  it  was  not 
our  biiisiness  to  maintain  the  national 
independence  and  integrity  of  Turkey. 
Not  one  word  about  me  independence 
and  integrity  of  Turkey  crossed  the  lips 
of  my  noble  Friend.  The  noble  Duke 
commenced  his  speech  by  showing  tliat 
the  observations  of  my  noble  Friend 
were  directed  against  matters  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  had  laid 
no  stress,  and  which  had  not  been  made 
the  subjects  of  attack  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  proceeded  to  specify  the 
two  points  of  the  disunion  of  the  Cabinet 
and  the  isolation  of  England.  Pursued, 
however,  by  a  demon  which  compelled  him 
to  contradict  his  own  assertions,  he  im- 
mediately, at  great  length  and  with  great 
eloquence,  dimted  on  me  proof  which  he 
thought  had  been  shown  of  that  dis- 
imion  and  that    isolation.      On    these 

foints  I  will  not  follow  the  noble  Duke  ; 
will  merely  repeat  what  my  noblo 
Friend  behind  me  has  said — ^that  the 
Government  have  not  been  isolated,  and 
that  we  are  not  isolated  now.  I  suppose 
my  noble  Friend  will  expect  me  to  pre- 
sent him  with  a  neat  precis  of  the  nego- 
tiations which  may  have  passed  between 
the  Court  of  London  and  all  the  other 
Courts  in  the  world.  But  I  must  en- 
tirely decline  to  enter  upon  such  a  task. 
There  are  in  other  coimtries  institutions 
which  I  have  sometimes  envied,  and 
which  relieve  the  Government  from  the 
necessity  of  reticence;  and  if  we  had 
in  this  country  such  a  thing  as  a 
secret  Session  the  Gt)vemment  would 
have  no  reason  to  complain.  But  we 
know  that  every  word  we  utter  here 
goes  to  every  comer  of  this  country  and 
to  every  Court  of  Europe,  and  we  would 
rather  submit  to  the  taimts  of  our  poli- 
tical opponents  than  say  a  word  which 
could  mdicate  matters  which  might  be 
injurious  to  the  public  service.  As  to 
the  disimion  in  the  Cabinet,  I  was 
anxious  to  know  on  what  groiinds  that 
charge  rested,  and  as  far  as  I  could  see 
there  were  only  two — one  was  that 
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Uufiuras  Pasha  had  praised  the  Turkish 
Constitution,  whereas  I  had  condemned 
it;  and  the  other  was  our  old  friends 
the  newspapers.  No  doubt  I  have  seen 
at  work,  since  we  have  been  in  power, 
Bome  distinguished  professors  of  tJie  art 
of  Opposition.  I  believe  when  we  were 
in  Opposition  we  were  not  indolent  and 
not  deficient  in  ingenidty  ;  but  the  idea 
never  crossed  our  brains — I  thank  my 
noble  Friend  for  the  suggestion,  and  I 
may  use  it  at  a  future  time — to  impute 
to  the  Cabinet  of  the  day  that  they  wrote 
aH  the  leading  articles  of  the  so-called 
Ministerial  papers.  It  is  certainly  a 
most  ingenious  device — that  of  putting 
into  the  mouth  of  political  opponents 
that  which  they  never  said  ana  never 
intended  to  say.  The  beauty  of  the 
thing  is  you  cannot  disprove  it.  No- 
body knows  who  wrote  those  articles ; 
they  may  all  have  been  written  by  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  would  be  perfectly  impos- 
sible, unless  we  oovld  produce  the  per- 
sons who  wrote  them,  to  prove  that  tney 
were  not  written  by  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  The  noble  Duke  has  been 
pleased  to  make  considerable  use  of  my 
name — ^he  has  told  us  that  there  are 
several  Ministerial  papers  which  make 
it  a  duty  to  abuse  me  whenever  I  open 
my  mouth.  I  submit  to  my  noble  Friends 
whether  this  discussion  of  newspaper 
articles,  Ministerial  or  otherwise,  is  likely 
to  give  credit  or  decorum  to  our  debates. 
As  for  me,  my  acquaintance  with  news- 
papers is  not  so  great  that  I  can  say 
whether  27ie  Morning  Post  abiises  me  or 
not ;  but  if  it  likes  to  abuse  me  I  hope  it 
will  continue  to  do  so.  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  the  suggestion  of  the  idea  of  what 
is  called  a  ''Ministerial  paper"  from 
noble  Lords  opposite.  It  is  an  institu- 
tion which  exists  in  France,  but  does 
not  exist  in  this  coimtry — ^where  the 
newspapers  are  conducted  with  great 
ability  and  take  independent  views.  I 
believe  we  have  the  phenomenon  now 
of  two  or  three  extremely  Liberal  papers 
which  support  the  Government  on  this 
particular  Eastern  Question.  But  the  idea 
of  representing  them  as  binding  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  is  an  idea  borrowed 
from  our  friends  in  France,  which  I  am 
Bure  will  not  improve  the  character  of 
onr  deliberations.  It  has  been  said  that 
the  trade  of  the  country  has  been  f  ear- 
^y  depressed  because  we  have  opened 
Parliament  at  this  particular  time.    My 


impression  is  that  the  depression  which 
has  affected  the  trade  of  tne  country  has 
resulted  from  a  combination  of  causes ; 
but,  at  all  events.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  free  from  the  imputation  that 
they  have  done  anything  to  excite  the 
Turks  to  resistance,  "mien  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  talks  of  exciting 
the  Turks,  I  want  him  to  consider  what 
the  effect  woidd  be  of  the  indiscrimin- 
ating  and  unsparing  policy  which  he 
has  just  announced.  The  Turks  \m- 
doubtedly  have  made  bad  use  of  their 
opportunities.  I  have  little  fault  to  find 
with  the  terms  of  condemnation  used 
by  noble  Lords  opposite  towards  that 
Power.  I  heartily  and  deeply  sympa- 
thize with  the  subject  races  in  the  East ; 
but  I  do  differ  from  the  noble  Duke  in 
this — I  believe  that  this  war  has  ac- 
cumulated into  nine  short  months  more 
misery  than  would  result  from  genera- 
tions of  Turkish  government.  True  it 
is  that  war  is  the  only  ultimate  cure  for 
obstinate  misgovemment ;  but  war  is 
righteous  or  unrighteous  according  as 
it  is  opportune  or  inopportune  ;  and 
when  there  is  no  Power  to  direct  it  to  a 
speedy  and  successfid  issue,  and  when 
the  crimes  or  vices  against  which  it  is 
directed  are  not  so  great  as  to  produce 
utter  paralysis  and  recklessness,  then 
the  remedy  is  often  a  hundred  times 
worse  than  the  disease.  The  noble 
Duke  is  not  satisfied  without  driving  the 
Turks  from  every  inch  of  groimd  in 
Europe. 

Thb  Duke  of  AEGYLL:  Not  the 
Turks,  but  the  Turkish  Government. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Well,  if  you  hold  that  end  as  your  ulti- 
mate policy  you  will  drive  them  to  ab- 
solute desperation.  What  chance  is 
there  of  the  Turks  accepting  any  peace 
if  they  are  driven  to  despair  ?  There  is 
no  surer  incitement  to  a  race  to  fight  to 
the  last  than  to  tell  them  that  in  uie  re- 
sistance of  despair  lies  their  only  hope 
of  safety — and  that  is  the  message  con- 
veyed to  them  by  the  noble  Duke.  My 
Lords,  it  has  frequently  been  asserted 
that  our  opinions  have  changed.  That 
charge  is  not  founded  on  fact.  Un- 
doubtedly we  had  a  difficult  and  com- 
plicated duty  to  perform,  and  this  com- 
plicated duty  arose  from  the  circum- 
stance that  England  was  already  a  party 
to  Treaties,  and  that  we  had  in  past 
times  pursued  a  policv  of  which  the 
maintenance  of  the  Turiish  Empire  was 
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the  life  and  soul.  That  time  had  passed. 
Opinion  had  changed,  and  events  had 
proved  that  the  hopes  formerly  indulged 
in  were  not  f  oundod  upon  any  basis  of 
fact ;  and  the  people  of  this  country  and 
the  Government,  recognizing  the  dr- 
cumstanoe,  were  aware  that  it  was  no 
longer  their  duty  to  sustain  the  Turkish 
Empire  by  force  of  arms.  Long  before 
this  war  broke  out,  and  before  even  the 
Bulgarian  atrocities  were  committed, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  warned 
the  Turkish  Empire  not  to  look  to  them 
for  support.  But  they  were  not  satis- 
fied with  that.  They  felt  that  reiterated 
warnings  were  necessary  before  old  tra- 
ditions could  be  set  aside  or  an  ancient 
policy  departed  from.  A^^ain  and  again 
m  the  Blue  Books  you  wiU  find  warnings 
from  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
reiterated  to  the  Turkish  Ambassador  at 
London,  reiterated  to  the  British  Ambas- 
sador at  Oonstantinople,  that  the  Turks 
must  look  for  no  assistance  from  Eng- 
land. That  warning  was  conveyed  in 
the  strongest  terms  m  the  Instructions 
with  which  I  was  furnished  when  I 
went  to  Oonstantinople,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Plenipotentiaries  of  Europe 
I  repeated  it  on  the  solemn  occasion 
when  the  negotiations  were  broken  off. 
That  warning  was  again  repeated  when 
the  Turks  at  a  moment  of  extraordinary 
rashness  neutralised  and  repudiated  and 
stultified  the  efforts  which  we  had  been 
making  with  the  rest  of  Europe  to  pass 
over  this  crisis  without  war.  You  may 
repeat  insinuations  and  innuendos,  and 
you  may  study  leading  articles  until  you 
really  believe  them  to  be  State  papers ; 
but  u  you  examine  every  word  mat  has 
been  uttered  by  every  individual  Mini- 
ster, I  defy  you  to  find  one  single  word 
which  diminishes  in  the  slighted  degree 
the  effect  of  the  warnings  which  were 
repeatedly  given,  or  which  deviates  by 
a  single  hair's  breadth  from  the  policy 
laid  down  in  the  noble  EarP's  despatch. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  very  fact  that 
you  are  compelled  to  rely  upon  such  un- 
certain grounds  of  proof  shows  how  ut- 
terly baseless  is  the  accusation  which 

xr/\ii    OVA  olixroTra  ul  wit/iTio  4-/\  Vmmtio  oooincrf 


take  it,  the  point  which  makes  us  differ 
from  our  opponents — suffered  the  figure 
of  the  Turk  to  occupy  the  whole  field  of 
our  mental  view.  Whatever  may  happen 
to  the  Turkish  Empire  its  geographical 
peculiarities  and  conditions,  and  all  the 
political  results  which  flow  from  them 
will  remam  the  same ;  and  British  inte- 
rests as  we  have  defined  them  in  the  noble 
Earl's  despatch  must,  as  weU  as  Hie 
Turk,  occupy  a  very  considerable  posi- 
tion in  the  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  duties  of  hu- 
maniiy  I  am  very  far  from  disputing — 
indeed,  I  daim  for  this  Government  &at 
we  have  made  the  strongest  possible 
exertions  to  procure  good  government 
and  peace  for  the  Ohnstian  populations 
of  the  East — ^but  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  the  new  gospel  which  I  under- 
stand is  preached — ^that  it  is  our  busi- 
ness, for  the  sake  of  any  populations 
whatever,  to  disregard  the  trusts  which 
the  people  of  this  country  and  our  Sove- 
reign have  reposed  in  our  hands.  The 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  OT>oke 
a  good  deal  about  the  motives  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia.  Now,  I  entirely 
concur  with  him  in  repudiating  the  very 
unwise  accusations  wmch  are  often  made 
against  the  Eussian  Government  and 
iSnperor.  I  entirely  concur  with  him 
in  thinking  that  the  Bussian  Gt>vem- 
ment  is  very  much  like  other  Qt)vem- 
ments,  and  that  when  you  know  the 
motives  which  actuate  most  human 
beings  in  their  position  you  probably 
know  their  motives  also.  I  daresay 
there  have  been  unscrupulous  advisers 
in  Bussia — ^there  have  Seen  unscrupu- 
lous advisers  in  all  countries;  but  I 
certainly  must  express  my  opinion — 
and  I  do  so  in  the  full  consciousness 
that  it  may  draw  upon  myself  some  of 
the  censure  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
referred — ^that  duriiig  the  Oonf erence  at 
Oonstantinople  the  Emperor  Alexander 
himself  was  actuated  by  a  sincere,  an 
anxious,  an  almost  tormenting  desire 
for  peace,  and  that  he  accepted  con- 
ditions which,  from  his  point  of  view, 
I  should  have  thought  would  have  been 
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OoTwrnniftntBy  and  an  autoonttio  Gtovoni- 
meat  quioker  than  others,  with  a  f  oroe 
^iioh  no  individual  oan  resist.  I  have 
f^  it  my  diity  to  say  this,  notonly  because 
Itequiesoe  in  all  tliat  has  been  said  about 
tlie  motivee  of  the  Bussian  Qoyemmenty 
bat  also  in  order  to  indicate  that  when 
▼e  ask  ParHament  to  give  us  the  power 
of  taking  T>recautions  in  case  our  inte- 
rests are  threatened,  we  are  not  doing 
80  because  we  despair  of  neace.  On  the 
sontraiy,  we  hope  that  uie  humane  in- 
stincts and  the  high  prudence  of  the  Em- 
peror of  Bussia  will  oyercome  influences 
Sj  which  he  is  undoubtedly  surrounded, 
snd  that  an  honourable  peace  may  put 
a  stop  to  this  terrible  and  desolating  war. 
It  is  not  in  any  spirit  of  despair  of  peace 
that  we  shall  ask  you,  if  occasion  arise, 
to  hdp  us  to  take  necessary  precautions. 
I  am  not  going  to  follow  the  noble 
Duke  into  a  discussion  of  each  individual 
interest,  or  to  define  more  narrowly  than 
we  have  done  already  the  precise  oir- 
cumstanoes  upon  which  those  interests 
depend.  The  noble  Buke  knows  as  well 
asl  do  that  I  should  be  departing  from 
my  duty  if  I  did  so.  But  we  feel  that 
Uie  best  intentions  and  the  most  power- 
ful will  have  not  always  been  able 
to  control  the  caprice  of  armies  in 
tlie  fiush  of  victory.  The  noble  Lords 
opposite  know  that  in  Central  Asia  some 
four  years  cigo  the  Imperial  will  was  not 
ooty  powerless  to  prevent,  but  powerless 
to  retract,  a  step  which  the  Imperial 
Ambassador  had  undertaken  to  avoid. 
Look  again  at  our  own  history.  We 
know  the  story  about  Nelson  preferring 
to  put  the  tmescope  to  his  blind  eye ; 
and  there  may  be— and  I  do  not  doubt 
that  there  are— Nelsons  in  courage,  and 
in  wilfnlneeB,  too,  in  the  Bussian  Army. 
Into  these  matters,  however,  I  do  not 
wish  to  enter  more  closely.  I  do  not 
wiflh  to  examine  what  are  exactly  the 
eiicomstances  under  which  the  interests 
which  have  been  defined  will  be  threat- 
ened; but  I  know  that  the  wave  of  war 
is  ^proadiing  closely  to  the  localities 
vith  whi(^  those  interests  are  connected, 
and  before  the  Parliament  of  England 
Bee  this  alternative— If  it  does  not  trust 
the  present  Government,  let  it  provide 
itaea  with  a  Government  which  it  does 
trust;  but  if  it  does  trust  the  present 
Government,  let  it  confide  to  it  the 
proper  means  for  efficiently  performing 
the  great  duty  which  its  conndence  has 
inpoaei  upon  it. 


Address  mtm^  to,  n$min$  tUBtmUmU, 
and  ordered  to  -be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIEMAN  OP  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  Budbrdalu  appointed, 
nemdns  dissmtisnU,  to  take  the  Ghair  in 
all  Oommittees  <d  this  House  lot  this 
Session. 

OoiQOTTEB  FOB  PRiviiJBaEs  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-CoMMITrSE  FOB   THE  TOTJBNALS — 

Appointed. 
Appeal  Oommitteb — appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'dook, 

till  to  To-moxTOw,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'dodL 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTiday^  11  th  January,  1878. 


The  House  met  at  half -past  One  of 
the  dock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ;— 

The  House  went; — and  having  re- 
turned;— 

PBTVILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES   BILL. 

Bill  "  for  the  more  efiESectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries,"  read  the 
fixBt  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Lord  Burghley,  for  the  Northern 
Division  of  the  County  of  Northampton. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  reported  Her  Maies- 
ty's  Speech,  made  by  Her  Chancellory 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 
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ADDBESS   IN   ANSWER  TO  HEB   MA. 
JESTY*S  MOST  GRAOIOUS  SPEECH. 

Mb.  WILBEAHAM  EGBBTON,  in 
rising  to  move  that  an  hiunble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesfy  in  answer 
to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gradons  Speech, 
said,  that  before  adverting  to  those  grave 
questions  which  had  caused  Parliament 
to  be  summoned  by  Her  Majesty  earlier 
than  usual,  but  not  prematurely  for  the 
public  interests,  he  wished  to  glance 
briefly  at  one  or  two  domestic  measures, 
and  also  at  tiiose  paragraphs  relating 
to  the  state  of  our  Colonies,  mentioned 
in  iJie  Address.  The  annual  programme 
of  measures  included  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  afforded  a  standard  by  which 
tiie  performances  of  the  Gbvemment 
and  of  Parliament  were  Judged  at  the 
end  of  the  Session;  and  if  by  the  hearty 
co-operation  of  the  House  the  OoTem- 
ment  were  enabled  to  carry  the  mea- 
sures which  they  had  just  heard  enume- 
rated, the  Session  now  commencing 
would  not  prove  a  barren  one.  But  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say,  as  an  old 
Member  of  the  House,  and  one  who  had 
been  ratiier  a  listener  than  an  active  par- 
ticipator in  its  debates,  that  he  trusted 
that  this  Session  due  regard  would  be 
had  to  that  economy  of  tmie  which  last 
Session  the  House  had  to  regret  was  not 
always  observed.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
tiiat  the  House  would  support  its  Leader 
and  also  support  Mr.  Speaker  in  any 
measures  wmch  mi^ht  be  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  due  mamtenance  of  order  in 
that  Assembly,  and  the  convenient  dis- 
charge of  the  Public  Business.  The  do- 
mestic measures  proposed  were  not  of  a 
sensational  character,  such  as  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  opposite  might  possibly  desire. 
There  wasnoBillfor  tiiel^sestablishment 
of  the  Ohurch — ^to  support  which  some 
hon.  Members  opposite  seemed  to  be  en- 
deavouring to  induce  the  Leaders  of  their 
Party — ^unsuccessfully,  he  was  happy  to 
say,  as  would  appear  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  During  their 
period  of  office.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  oaizied  many  very  useful  mea- 


course  was  in  pursuance  of  the  policy 
which  t3iey  had  steadily  followed — 
namely,  to  increase  the  welfare  of  the 
working  classes.  The  working  classes 
— not  only  the  artizans  in  the  towns,  but 
the  labourers  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts— might  at  the  present  time  thank 
the  Government  for  several  measures 
which  had  given  them  better  dwellings, 
purer  water,  better  facilities  for  the  at- 
tendance of  their  children  at  school,  and 
an  extension  of  the  period  of  their  edu- 
cation. He  did  not  intend  to  aUude  to 
those  measures  which  had  been  men- 
tioned in  tiie  Speech  as  relating  to  Soot- 
land  and  Lreland  in  the  presence  of  hon. 
Gontiemen  who  were  much  better  ac- 
quainted with  those  subjects  than  him- 
self ;  but  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
two  very  important  matters — ^namely,  the 
Administration  of  Oounties,  and  the  bet- 
ter prevention  of  the  Oattie  Disease,  and 
he  folt  that  he  might  speak  as  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  a  counts,  and  of  a  county 
particularlv  interested  in  the  prosperity 
of  its  cattle.  The  County  Administra- 
tion Bill  had  been  foreshadowed  last 
year  in  the  able  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Glare  Bead),  and  it  was,  thei^ore,  not 
surprising  that  the  Government  had 
brought  the  subject  before  the  House. 
It  was  not  a  Party  question,  and  he 
hoped  that  it  would  not  be  treated  as 
one.  At  any  rate,  the  state  of  our  local 
self-government  was  always  interesting 
to  every  Enjrlishman,  and  the  man  who 
was  successml  in  the  municipal  council 
or  at  the  quarter  sessions  had  some 
gualification  for  the  Membership  of  the 
House.  We  had  been  accustomed  to 
look  with  pride  on  our  representative 
local  institutions  as  compared  with  those 
of  Oontinental  nations ;  but  at  the  present 
time  he  did  not  think  that  we  could  be 
satisfied  with  tiie  somewhat  chaotic  state 
of  our  county  administration.  We  had 
lately  accumulated  a  number  of  fresh 
Boards,  and  new  duties  were  constantiy 
being  imposed  on  the  guardians,  while 
the  magistrates  had  less  and  less  respon- 
sibility in  the  administration  of  county 
finance.  In  this  country  institutions  had 
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Oorenunents  to  settle  the  difflonlty,  but 
thejhad  all  Mledbeoanse  they  had  dealt 
obIj  with  the  fringe  of  the  question. 
It  iras  obviously  impossible  to  settle 
other  the  manaffement  of  highways  or 
tiie  Taluation  of  property,  or  anything 
else,  unless  Parliament  BxBt  of  all  set- 
fled  what  the  county  authority  was  to 
be.  The  object  of  &e  Bill  would  be  to 
enlist  the  beet  men  among  the  magis- 
trates and  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers,  so  that  whenever  any  im- 
portant point  arose  it  would  be  referred 
to  the  JSoards,  without  in  any  way  de- 
stroying the  administration  of  police 
and  justice  by  the  magistrates,  but 
ra&er  uniting  them  with  the  repre- 
lentstives  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
By  this  means  such  measures  as  he 
had  indicated  could  be  carried  out,  and 
perhaps  he  mi^ht  add  the  education 
of  the  country  eSao.  Such  a  Bill  would 
require  muoli  elaboration  and  attention 
finnn  both  sides  of  the  House  before  it 
codd  be  brought  to  a  successful  issue ; 
for  it  could  not  be  expected  to  spring 
fiiUy  armed  at  all  points  from  the  head 
of  a  Minister,  in  the  same  way  that 
IGnerva  was  said  to  have  sprung  from 
the  brain  of  Jupiter.  In  bringing  for- 
ward the  Bill  the  Oovemment  did  not 
intend  to  throw  any  slur  on  the  magis- 
tracy of  the  country  for  there  was  no 
qnastion  that  their  administration  had 
been,  on  the  whole,  most  economical ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  in  their  body  there 
▼odd  be  no  objection  to  the  infusion  of 
new  blood.  The  neV  body,  in  which  the 
experience  of  the  magistrates  would  be 
combined  with  the  knowledge  of  local 
men,  would  advantageously  counteract 
the  tendency  to  centralization  which  our 
pesent  system  seemed  to  promote,  and 
ne  would  hail  with  much  pleasure  any 
Bin  which  made  the  basis  of  the  couniy 
administration  broader  and  deeper.  The 
next  question  was  the  Bill  which  would 
be  introduced  with  respect  to  the  Oattle 
Disease,  and  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  would  have  prepared  the 
Hooae  for  some  such  measure.  It  would 
be  remembered  that  the  Committee  was 
a  large  one,  including  English,  Scotch, 
sad  Irish  Members ;  that  many  wit- 
nesses were  examined,  and  its  delibera- 
tions conducted  with  much  care.  He 
believed  that  the  "BeDoit  of  that  Oom- 
ndttee  reconmiended  mat  animals  should 
not  be  imported  from  countries  where 
cattle  plague  existed,  or  through  which 
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cattle  plague  was  likely  to  be  conveyed. 
It  had  been  stated  that  a  loss  of  2,000,000 
sheep  and  500,000  cattle  had  been  the 
resuH;  this  year,  as  compared  with  pre- 
vious years,  in  consequence  of  amcid- 
turists  having  been  deterred  from  breed- 
ing, owing  to  the  prevalence  of  disease. 
Tms  decrease  was  not  only  a  matter  for 
agriculturists,  but  for  the  whole  com- 
mimiiy,  which  suffered  from  the  loss  of 
produce.  The  next  point  brought  out 
very  strongly  before  the  Committee  was 
the  facility  for  supplying  large  towns  with 
dead  meat  instead  of  hve  animals.  The 
evidence  was  very  conclusive  on  this 
point,  and  also  as  to  the  willingness  of 
the  agriculturists  to  submit  to  any  mea- 
sures, however  stringent,  with  regard  to 
the  local  movement  withui  their  own  dis- 
trict, provided  all  animals  coming  from 
foreign  countries  were  slaughtered  at 
the  ports.  Influential  deputations  had 
waited  upon  the  Oovemment  urging 
them  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  that  Committee ; 
and  without  pretending  to  say  what 
course  the  Gbvemment  would  take,  he 
felt  confident  that  they  would  attach 
due  importance  to  the  recommenda- 
tions, and  would  bring  in  a  measure 
which  should  be  satisfactory  not  only 
to  the  agricultural  interests,  but  also 
to  the  coamtry  at  large.  There  were 
other  questions,  such  as  the  amendment 
of  the  law  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech;  but  upon  those  questions  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
remarks.  He  wished,  however,  to  say  a 
few  words  on  those  portions  of  the 
Speech  which  related  to  our  Colonies. 
A  year  seldom  passed  without  some  por- 
tion of  our  larffe  dominions  bein^  sub- 
jected to  assaufis  from  external  loes  or 
internal  dissensions.  In  South  Africa, 
unfortunately,  disturbances  had  arisen 
in  the  case  of  a  tribe  placed  close  upon 
our  frontiers.  The  Oalekas  were  at  first 
repulsed,  but  after  a  short  time  measures 
had  to  be  taken  to  secure  the  safety  of 
the  Colonies.  Troops  had  been  sent  out, 
not  for  warlike  operations  on  a  large 
scale,  such  as  the  Kafi^  war,  but  maimy 
to  re-assure  the  inhabitants  of  the  colony, 
and  to  prevent  disturbances  from  extend- 
ing to  a  larger  area.  Those  measures, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  had  been  entirely 
successful,  so  £eu*  as  our  latest  informa- 
tion went.  He  thought  the  House  would 
look  with  confidence  upon  the  wise  ad- 
ministration of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  in  this 
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matter,  whose  large  experience  in  India 
and  elsewhere  wonld  prevent  him  from 
either  giving  way  to  panio,  on  the  one 
hand,  or  taking  measures  of  extreme 
Beverity  on  the  other ;  and  he  believed 
it  was  owi^  to  the  promptitude  with 
which  Sir  Bartle  Frere  acted  in  this 
matter  that  the  present  state  of  the  colony 
was  mainly  due.  As  to  India,  matters 
there  had  taken  a  more  favourable  turn 
since  the  end  of  last  Session.  The  £[han 
of  Khelat  had  demanded  some  assistance 
from  our  Oovemment,  and  the  force  sent 
forward  at  his  request  had  been  success- 
ful in  quieting  the  disturbances  which 
had  arisen  in  that  quarter,  and  in  re- 
opening the  Bolan  Pass,  through  which 
the  stream  of  merchandize  aeain  flowed. 
The  good  feeling,  too,  whi^  had  long 
existed  between  this  country  and  India 
must  have  been  strengthened  by  the 
generous  response  which  had  been  made 
not  only  by  the  English  people,  but  by 
the  English  race  in  our  Oolonies,  to  the 
ciy  for  assistance  of  those  who  were 
simering  from  the  consequences  of  a  dire 
famine,  which  would,  in  his  opinion, 
have  resulted  in  a  much  greater  loss  of 
life  but  for  the  facilities  which  had  been 
afforded  by  the  railways  in  carrying 
food  at  a  low  rate.  The  question  how 
best  to  prevent  famines  in  India  was 
now  engaging  public  (pinion.  The  nght 
hon.  Oenueman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  gave  at  Man- 
chester some  advice  on  this  subject,  but 
his  statements  were  disputed  and  his 
arguments  reftited  by  a  veiy  able  writer 
in  a  leading  newspaper.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  a  Oommission  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  go  into  the  whole  subject, 
and  he  understood  that  the  additional 
taxation  to  be  imposed  on  India  was  to 
be  devoted  either  to  pay  off  the  loans 
raised  for  the  fEunine  or  to  carry  on  new 
works  if  found  necessary.  While  deal- 
ing with  India  he  wished  to  touch  on 
one  point  which  showed  how  closely  we 
were  connected  with  that  country.  The 
Indian  Oovemment  thought  it  neoessaiy, 
for  fiscal  purposes,  to  propose  an  equaU- 
zation  of  the  Salt  Dutiea  in  TndiA.  kt\A 


back,  and  now  ihe  result  of  a  similar 
importation  would  be  that  wheat  would 
be  shipped  to  this  country  at  a  very  low 
price.  He  came,  in  the  next  place,  to  a 
subject,  in  dealing  with  which  he  must 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  for  he 
felt  that  every  word  which  any  hon. 
Member  ibight  utter  with  respect  to  it 
ought  to  be  deeply  weighed.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  Eastern  Question,  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  look  at  in  a  per- 
fectly impartial  manner.  He  was  not 
one  of  tnose  who  had  attended  the 
meetinfi^  on  either  side  of  that  question. 
He  had  travelled  both  in  Bussia  and  in 
Turkey,  and  he  could  understand  the 
national  aspirations  of  the  former  to  Ck>n- 
stantinople,  as  the  cradle  of  their  civili- 
zation, their  art,  and  their  religion,  and 
the  sympathy  which  the  Bussians  felt  to- 
wards the  Ohristian  population  of  Turkey . 
He  also  sympathized  with  the  gallant  de- 
fence the  Turks  had  made  on  behalf  of 
their  country,  which  they  believed  to 
have  been  unjustly  invaded.  Her  Ma- 
jesty had  stated  that,  in  order  that  they 
might  become  acquainted  with  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  question,  and  of  the 
exertions  she  had.  made  to  terminate  the 
war,  she  had  called  Parliament  together 
at  an  earlier  period  than  usual.  In 
treating  of  the  question  he  would  not 
go  further  back  than  the  end  of  last 
Session,  when  the  House  had  approved 
by  a  very  large  majority  of  the  policy 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
up  to  that  time  on  the  subject.  That 
policy,  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  had 
informed  them,  had  been  since  strictly 
carried  out.  Her  Majest3r's  Government 
had  not  departed  from  the  position  they 
took  up  in  May  last — ^namely,  a  policy 
of  strict  neutrality,  as  loug  as  British 
interests  were  not  affected.  The  despateh 
of  Lord  Derby  of  the  6th  of  May  clearly 
laid  down  the  four  pointe  where  British 
interests  might  be  affected — namely,  at 
Oonstantinople,  on  the  Dardanelles,  in 
Egypt,  and  in  the  Persian  Gulf.  It 
was  satisfactory  to  find  that  on  none  of 
those  points,  up  to  the  present  time,  had 
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oints  where 
Bntishinteireets  would  be  atfeoted.  They 
were  willing,  as  Her  Majesty  said  in 
H^  Speech,  to  believe  that  the  Eussians 
would  strictly  cany  out  their  engage- 
ments, and  they  were  also  bound  to  as- 
sume Uiat  the  saored  word  of  an  Emperor 
would  not  be  set  at  nought  by  the  ad- 
Tunce  of  a  oon^ering  army.  But,  at 
the  eame  time,  Her  Majesty  said  that 
some  unexpected  occurrence  might  arise 
which  might  render  it  necessary  for  the 
Goremment  to  take  some  measure  of 
precaution.  They  could  not  shut  their 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  the^  might  find 
tnemselvea  in  such  a  position,  and  they 
thanked  Her  Majesty  for  announcing 
her  intention  to  ask  the  Parliament,  if 
mch  a  contingency  should  arise,  to 
supply  the  means  of  securing  her  in- 
terests, if  those  interests  should  be 
threatoied.  The  House  had  been 
called  together  to  express  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  the  coimtry  at  this 
important  erisis.  He  believed  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  wished  for  peace. 
He  believed  also  that  the  majority  of 
the  people  had  full  confidence  that  Her 
Majesty's  GK>vemment  would  preserve 
peace  as  long  as  British  interests  were 
not  affected.  The  people  of  the  country 
were  not  unmindful  of  the  interests  of 
England,  and  were,  he  believed,  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Government  in  any 
steps  which  they  might  think  necessary 
for  the  due  preservation  of  British  in- 
terests in' the  East.  Her  Majesty  had 
informed  them  that  she  had  every  hope 
of  a  peaceful  settlement  being  arrived 
at  Bhoidd  it,  however,  be  found 
necessary  to  take  osij  steps,  the  fact 
should  not  be  construed  in  any  way  as 
showing  an  intention  on  the  part  of  this 
country  of  going  into  war.  They  mi^ht 
be  construed  simply  as  showing  an  m- 
tention  on  the  part  oi  this  country  of 
s^ing  that  our  interests  were  respected 
and  our  neutrality  strengthened.  That, 
he  believed,  was  the  view  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone'!  in  1870.  at 


to  in  the  coarse  of  the  debate ;  and  he 
assumed,  anyhow,  that  at  that  time  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interfere  in  the  Franco- 
German  War.  Her  Maiesty  next  alluded 
to  the  mediation  which  had  been  asked 
for  by  Turkey.  "When  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe  refused  to  entertain  the  pro- 
posids  for  mediation  which  Turkey  made 
when  she  found  that  her  gallant  armies 
were  no  longer  able  to  keep  the  field  or 
to  prevent  the  passage  of  the  Hussian 
armies  across  toe  Balkans,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  undertook,  not  to 
mediate,  but  to  ask  Bussia  whether  she 
would  state  the  terms  of  peace  she  would 
offer  to  Turkey.  The  Emperor  of  Russia 
answered  that  appeal  by  saying  that  he 
earnestly  desired  peace.  The  Turkish  Qt)- 
vemment  acted  upon  a  communication  to 
that  effect  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  the  result  was  that  at  the  pre- 
sent time  Bussian  and  Turkish  officers, 
they  hoped,  were  arranging  the  terms  of 
an  armistice  upon  the  field.  He  had  full 
confidence  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  relax  no  effort  in  order  to 
obtain  peace  between  the  two  bellige- 
rents, such  a  peace  as  would  be  consis- 
tent with  the  honour  of  each  and  with 
the  interests  of  Europe.  An  attitude  of 
watchfulness  was  not  necessarily  one  of 
weakness.  England  was,  he  believed, 
as  stronff  as  she  ever  was,  and,  should 
the  occasion  arise,  as  capable  as  ever  of 
protecting  her  interests.  They  trusted 
that,  now  that  Bussia  had  got  so  com- 
manding a  position  in  the  campaign, 
she  wotdd  in  her  hour  of  victory  deal 
magnanimously  with  a  gallant  and  de- 
feated enemy ;  and  that,  now  that  she 
was  in  a  position  to  dictate  those  terms 
of  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
Christian  subjects  of  Turkey — ^the  only 
object,  as  Prince  Gortchakoff  said,  she 
had  in  going  to  war — she  would  rost 
satisfied  with  that  which  she  had  at- 
tained. Should  Bussia,  however,  trans- 
gress those  limits  which  she  had  her- 
self laid  down,  he  trusted  that  the 
neoole  of  this  countrv  and   the  Mem- 
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diligence,  the  hon.  Member  oonduded 
by  moTing — 

**That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  has 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

*'  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  taking 
this  early  opportunity  of  acquainting  us  with 
the  efforts  made  by  Her  Majesty  to  terminate 
the  War  now  devastating  Eastern  Europe  and 
Armenia: 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that,  after  having  unsuccessfully  striven 
to  avert  that  War,  Her  Majesty,  whilst  de- 
claring Her  Majesty's  intention  to  observe  Neu- 
trality so  long  as  the  interests  of  the  Empire,  as 
defined  by  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  were  not 
threatened,  yet  expressed  an  earnest  desire  to 
profit  by  any  opportunity  that  might  present 
itself  for  promoting  a  peaceful  settlement  of 
the  questions  at  issue  between  the  belligerent 
Powers : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  successes  obtained  by  the  Russian  arms 
having  convinced  the  Porte  of  the  desirability 
of  bringing  hostilities  to  a  close,  the  Gbvem- 
ment  of  the  Sultan  addressed  to  the  Neutral 
Powers,  parties  to  the  Treaties  relating  to  the 
Turkish  Empire,  an  appeal  for  their  good 
offices: 

*^  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that,  as  it  did  not  appear  to  the  majority 
of  those  Powers  that  they  could  usefully  comply 
with  this  request,  Her  Majesty  agreed,  in  re- 
sponse to  a  separate  appeal  from  the  Porte,  to 
inquire  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia  whether  His 
Imperial  Majesty  would  entertain  overtures  for 
Peace: 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  Emperor  expressed,  in  reply,  his  earnest 
desire  for  Peace,  and  stated  his  opinion  as  to 
the  course  to  be  pursued  for  its  attainment : 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that,  through  Her  Majesty's  good  offices, 
communications  have  taken  place  between  the 
Oovemments  of  Russia  and,  Turkey,  which  Her 
rggjmeyilr  trusts  may  lead  to  a  pacific 


That  80  long  as  these  conditions  axe  not  infringed 
Her  Majesty's  attitude  will  continue  the  same ; 
but  that  Her  Mijesty  cannot  be  blind  to  the 
fact  that,  should  hostilities  be  unfortunately 
prolonged,  some  unexpected  occurrenoe  may 
render  it  incumbent  on  Her  Majesty  to  adopt 
measures  of  precaution.  That  such  measures 
could  not  be  effectually  taken  without  adequate 
preparation,  and  that  Her  Majesty  trusts  to  the 
liberality  of  Parliament  to  supply  the  means 
which  may  be  required  for  that  purpose : 

**  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Mty'esty  for  directing 
that  Papers  on  these  affairs  shall  be  laid  before 
us;  and  for  informing  us  that  Her  Majesty's 
relations  with  all  Foreign  Powers  continue  to 
be  friendly : 

"  Humbly  to  join  in  Her  Majesty's  expres- 
sion of  thankfulness  that  the  Famine  which  has 
ravaged  Southern  India  is  nearly  at  an  end; 
and  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  of 
the  strenuous  and  successful  exertions  made  by 
the  Local  Grovemments,  and  powerfully  seconded 
by  the  liberal  aid  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  at 
home  and  in  the  Colonies,  to  relieve  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  population ;  and  also  for  the  an- 
nouncement that  an  inquiry  will  be  made  as  to 
the  best  measures  for  dealing  with  such  calami- 
ties in  the  future : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  uf 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  condition  of  native 
Affairs  in  South  Africa,  Her  Majesty  has  thought 
it  expedient  to  reinforce  the  Troops  in  that  part 
of  the  Empire ;  and  to  join  with  Her  M^esty 
in  trusting  that  a  peaceful  and  satisfactory 
settlement  of  all  differences  may  shortly  be 
obtained: 

**  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  directixig 
the  Estimates  of  the  year  to  be  prepared  and 
presented  to  us  without  delay : 

**  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  mea- 
sures which  may  be  submitted  to  us,  and  that 
we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  the  Al- 
mighty may  attend  and  guide  our  deliberations." 

Mb.  TENNANT,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said :  Sir,  I  cannot  ask  for  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  upon  the  time- 
honoured  Dlea  of  never  havinff  beforA 
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vithliolds  Trhen  personally  appealed  to. 
Fortunately,  Sir,  my  labours  nave  been 
nodi  Hghtened  by  Uie  able  and  exhaust- 
ire  manner  in  which  my  hon.  Friend 
tlte  Mover  of  the  Address  has  commented 
on  ihe  various  topics  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech;  and  the  Speech  itself,  in  its 
moderation  and  firmness,  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  startling  or  sensational  an- 
aooncement,  cannot  but  commend  itself 
to  the  general  approval  of  the  House, 
and  ensure  the  unanimous  adoption  of 
the  Address  which  I  have  the  honour  of 
seconding.  I  trust.  Sir,  I  am  not  pre- 
Riming  too  much  in  saying  that  our 
thanks  are  due  to  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
visers for  having  called  us  specially 
together  earlier  than  our  accustomed 
time,  to  take  us,  as  it  were,  into  their 
eoundls  and  their  confidence  at  this 
p[Tave  crisiB,  when  such  momentous 
issues,  affecting  the  honour  and  welfare 
of  this  country,  will  have  to  be  decided. 
Tke  fullest  information  will  no  doubt  be 
imparted  to  us,  not  only  as  to  the  views 
and  intentions  of  the  belligerents,  but 
88  to  the  views  and  intentions  of  the 
Gorerament,  and  the  public  mind  will 
be  disabused  of  those  nuschievous  in- 
sinuationB  and  unscrupulous  charges 
wldch  have  been  so  industriously  circu- 
lated, either  for  private  ends  or  Party 
purposes,  but  which  have  not  a  shadow 
of  foundation,  except  in  tiie  imagination 
of  those  who  so  recklessly  invented  them. 
The  most  complete  vindication  of  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
if  any  vindication  be  needed — will  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  they  have  never 
deriated  from  those  strict  lines  of  condi- 
tional neutrality  which  were  laid  down 
at  the  outset  of  this  most  deplorable 
conflict  Those  lines  were  defined  with 
luunistakable  clearness  and  distinctness 
by  Lord  Derby  in  his  admirable  despatch 
01  May  last,  and  were  recognized  and 
accepted  with  eq  ual  clearness  and  frank- 
ness by  Prince  Gtortchakoff  in  his  reply; 
and,  80  far  as  we  know,  these  conditions 
have  been  faithfully  observed  by  both 
beUigerents,  and  we  have  no  reason  for 
sajmosing  or  believing  that  they  will 
not  be  observed  with  equal  faithfulness 
to  the  ead.  But,  Sir,  events  have  suc- 
ceeded events  at  the  scene  of  war  so 
qiiickly,  and  disaster  has  followed  upon 
disaster  with  such  terrible  rapidity,  and 
▼e  have  had  so  many  surprises,  that  it 
is  imponible  to  say  what  complications 
a  day  or  an  hour  may  bring  forth,  or 


how  soon  our  position  may  be  menaced 
or  our  interests  imperilled.  The  time. 
Sir,  has  apparently  gone  by — if  we  are 
to  beHeve  the  public  utterances  of  some 
of  those  who  set  themselves  up  as  the 
leaders  of  the  people  and  pioneers  of 
public  opinion — for  this  country  to  go  to 
war  for  the  sake  of  upholding  the  **  in- 
dependence and  territorial  inte^ty  "  of 
another  country,  or  for  maintaining 
"  the  balance  of  European  power,"  or 
for  the  **  vindication  of  violated  treaties," 
or  upon  any  other  of  those  historical 

Sleas  which  in  times  past  were  consi- 
ered  as  justifying — and,  indeed,  de- 
manding— an  appeal  to  arms.  No 
doubt.  Sir,  this  is  a  somewhat  low  and 
utilitarian  view  of  the  duties  and  obli- 
gations of  a  great  country,  but  it  is  the 
view  of  the  practical  age  in  which  we 
live;  and,  however  deeply  some  of  us 
may  deplore  or  resent  it  as  derogatory 
to  our  position  and  repugnant  to  our 
feelings,  yet  I  think  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted Ihat  it  is  a  policy  that  is  at  pre- 
sent in  accordance  with  the  general 
feeling  of  the  country  as  the  one  most 
directly  conducive  to  its  material  inte- 
rests. I  trust.  Sir,  what  I  have  just 
said  will  not  be  misunderstood.  I  should 
be  sorry  to  say  or  believe  that  the  tone 
of  this  country  had  fallen  so  low  that  it 
had  become  indifferent  to  its  honour  or 
regardless  of  its  interests,  or  that  either 
could  be  assailed  with  impunity.  We 
have  taken  no  part  in  the  miserable  war, 
not  because  we  do  not  sympathize  with 
the  Turks,  as  we  should  with  any  weak 
and  brave  people  ^ghting  for  their 
country  and  struggling  for  their  exist- 
ence ;  but  because  neither  our  honour 
nor  our  interests  have  been  attacked, 
and  the  Turks  by  their  own  gross  mis- 
rule have  brought  upon  themselves 
their  present  calamities,  and  by  their 
own  fatal  obstinacy  have  disentitled 
themselves  to  our  assistance.  But,  Sir, 
if  Russia  in  the  elation  of  her  trium- 
phant successes,  false  to  her  solemn 
promises,  and  deaf  to  oxir  appeals, 
should  drive  these  wretched  people  to 
desperation,  take  possession  of  their 
country,  and  set  Europe  at  defiance, 
then  there  would  be  a  re-action  of  feel- 
ing in  this  coimtry  which  would  be  irre- 
sistible, and  it  would  be  impossible 
that  we  could  look  idly  on  and  see  this 
monstrous  outrage  peon  and  see  this 
out  raising  our  hands  to  stop  it.  But, 
Sir,  most  devoutly  is  it  to  be  hoped  that 
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no  such  cataatrophe  will  happen,  and 
that  this  country  will  be  saved  from 
war,  with  all  its  attendant  horrors  and 
miseries;  and  it  is  most  cratifyine  to 
hear  that  no  exertions  will  oe  spared  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  bring  about  such  a  result.  It  is  a 
matter  of  thankfulness  that  the  fearful 
scourge  which  has  been  ravaging  wide 
districts  in  Southern  India,  and  carrying 
off  its  victims  in  thousands,  has  now 
very  nearly  exhausted  itself,  and  all 
fears  as  to  its  extension  may  be  dis- 
missed. This  felicitous  resmt  is  due 
mainly  to  the  energetic  action  of  the 
Government  of  India, .aided  as  it  was 
most  nobly  and  liberally  by  the  public 
munificence  of  the  people  of  this  country 
and  of  the  Colonies.  This  practical  ex- 
pression of  sympathy  with  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  distant  Empire  cannot 
fail  to  elicit  feelings  of  gratitude  on 
their  part,  which,  lar  more  than  any 
legislative  or  coercive  measures,  will 
tend  to  cement  the  union  of  the  two 
coimtries  upon  the  permanent  basis  of 
loyalty  and  affection.  It  is  satisfactory 
to  know  that  measures  have  been  taken 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  these 
scourges — which  must  now  be  looked 
upon  as  periodical  visitations — with  a 
view  of  averting  or  diminishing  their 
intensity;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
some  effective  and  speedy  measures  may 
be  the  result.  It  is  gratifying  to  hear 
that  in  our  Colonial  possessions  there  is, 
with  one  exception,  universal  peace,  and, 
we  mi^ht  almost  say,  universal  satisfac- 
tion— ^in  itself  affording  the  most  conclu- 
sive proof  that  the  friendly  and  concilia- 
tory policy  of  recent  years  has  not  been 
witiiout  its  good  results.  The  outbreak 
in  South  Amca  among  the  Kaffir  tribes 
has  for  some  time  worn  a  threatening 
aspect ;  but  the  prompt  and  bold  action 
taken  by  the  Cape  Government,  aided 
by  the  military  reinforcements  de- 
spatched from  this  country,  will  no 
doubt  ere  long  restore  peace,  and  pre- 
vent a  repetition  of  sucn  disturbances. 
Such  events  as  these  demonstrate  how 
desirable,  and  indeed  essential,  is  united 
action  amongst  the  colonists  themselves, 
and  what  a  potent  weapon  of  defence 
would  be  the  system  of  Confederation 
which  was  shadowed  forth  in  the  Act  of 


affairs  will  necessarily  absorb  so  large  a 
portion  of  the  time  of  the  Session,  do- 
mestic legislation  will  not  be  altogether 
neglected.  The  list  of  measures  is,  how- 
ever, neither  formidable  nor  sensational, 
but  several  of  them  are  of  great  practial 
importance,  and  will,  I  trust,  oeoomo 
law  during  the  present  Session.  This, 
however,  will  necessarily  depend  to  a 
great  extent  upon  the  mode  in  which 
tiie  Business  of  the  House  is  conducted, 
and  I  hope  I  shall  not  appeal  in  vain  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  asking  them 
to  abstain  from  a  repetition  of  any  of 
those  embarrassing  scenes  which  chaiac- 
terized  the  closing  days  of  last  Session. 
Those  tactics,  though  perf  octiy  legitimate 
in  exceptional  cases  for  checking  hasty 
legislation  and  upholding  the  rights  of 
mmorities  against  a  dominant  majority 
—of  which  I  am  myself  as  strong  an  ad- 
vocate as  anyone — become  altogether 
inexcusable  when  systematically  resorted 
to  as  an  obstruction  to  all  legislation. 
The  proposal  for  constituting  a  repre- 
sentative Governing  Body  for  counties 
is  one  which  cannot  fail  to  be  received 
with  interest  by  all  ranks  and  classes  of 
society.  The  mhabitants  of  the  large 
towns  in  the  manufacturing  districts  are 
proud  of  their  municipal  corporations 
and  of  the  self-governing  privileges 
which  they  enjoy,  and  which  tney  exer- 
cise so  well  and  value  so  highly,  and 
they  will  undoubtedly  view  with  sym- 
pathy and  approbation  any  measure 
which  may  have  the  effect  of  binding 
together  county  interests,  and  of  confer- 
ring upon  the  rural  districts  some  of 
those  advantages  which  can  only  be 
secured  by  an  administrative  system 
founded  on  a  comprehensive  basis,  and 
extending  over  a  wide  area.  By  this 
measure,  too,  the  coimty  ratepayer  will 
have  a  direct  voice  in  the  expencfiture  of 
his  money,  and  a  great  anomaly  in  the 
administration  of  our  county  finance  wiU 
be  removed,  and  representation  and  tax- 
ation will  accompany  each  other.  The 
proposed  measure  regulating  the  impor- 
tation of  cattle  will  no  doubt  be  the 
well-considered  result  of  the  deliberation 
of  the  Committee  of  last  Session,  and 
will  be  directed  to  the  prevention  and 
removal  of  disease,  so  that  the  number 
and  health  of  our  home-bred  animals  mav 
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most  desirable  objects  we  shall  not  by  im- 
posing  too  stringent  regulations  so  restrict 
our  supply  from  other  sources  as  to  raise 
instead  of  cheapen  the  cost  of  one  of  our 
most  important  articles  of  food,  and  thus 
fmstrate  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the 
measure.     I  am  glad,  Sir,  to  see  that 
the  consolidation  and  amendment  of  the 
Factory  Acts  is  to  be  one  of  the  Govern- 
ment measiires.     At  present  there  are 
no  fewer  than   15  Acts  of  Parliament 
r^;xdating  manufacturing  labour  gene- 
rally, besides  several  special  Acts  aflfect- 
ing  particular  trades  and  occupations; 
and,  as  may  well  be  imagined,  the  pro- 
▼iaons  in  these  various  Acts  are   not 
<mly  often-times  conflicting,  but  in  some 
eases  unintelligible.      Their  consolida- 
tion into  one  general  Act  will  be  a  great 
boon  both  to  employers  and  employed, 
and  *the  Amendments  will,  I  trust,  re- 
move the    anomalies    and    inequalities 
which  exist   under  the   old  Acts,   and 
which  were  rendered  still  more  unequal 
and  unjust  by  the  Act  of  1874.    By  that 
Act  the  textue  industries  were  placed  in 
a  most  invidious  and  unequal  position  as 
compared  with  other  trades ;  and  in  com- 
mon justice    and    fairness,   all    trades 
and  manufactures  where  the  same  class 
of  labour  is  employed  should  be  placed 
upon  precisely  the  same  footing.     From 
my  recollection  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  I 
eannot  but  feel  some  misgivings  as  to 
whether  this  measure  will  accomplish  all 
I  have  ventured  to  express,   and  my 
n^hi  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
will,  I  hope,  forgive  me  when  I  say  that 
if  it  does  not,  I  shall  feel  bound  to  re- 
peat the  Notice  of  Motion  which  stood 
m  my  name  for  many  dreary  months, 
while  this  Bill  was  languishing  a  pain- 
M  existence  last  Session.     It  may  ap- 
pear somewhat  incongruous  and  mis- 
timed to  be  introducing  measures  of  this 
sort  imposing  further  restrictions  upon 
trade  at  a  time  when  trade  is  suffering 
wider  an  almost  imprecedented  depres- 
Qon,  and  is  so   hardly  pressed  in  the 
race  of  competition.     It  will  not,  how- 
erer,  handicap  us  more  heavily  in  the 
race — it  will  simply  equalize  our  weights. 
The  restoration  of  peace  will,  no  doubt, 
tend  to  the  restoration  of  commercial 
confid^ice,  and  g^ve  a  stimulus  gene- 
rally to  trade ;  but  we  must  look  deeper 
and  further  for  permanent  improvement, 
and  nothing  short  of  our  being  able  to 
compete,  and  successfully  compete,  with 
toeign  nations  at  home  mii  abroad  will 


bring  about  that  residt.  At  present 
nearly  every  civilized  nation  is  our  rival 
in  manufactures.  America,  Germany, 
Franco,  Hussia,  Belgium,  Italy,  and 
Spain  are  each  and  all  competing  with 
us,  many  of  .them  not  only  supplying 
their  home  demands,  but  sending  their 
surplus  productions  into  our  markets, 
where  they  are  admitted  free  and  unre- 
stricted; while,  at  the  same  time,  our 
goods  are  subjected  to  a  heavy  import 
duty  in  their  markets,  amounting  in 
some  cases  to  actual  prohibition.  Now, 
Sir,  I  am  no  advocate  for  a  return  to 
Protection — indeed,  he  would  be  a  bold 
man  who  would  come  forward  in  these 
days  and  avow  himself  a  Protectionist — 
nor  do  I  see  how  a  system  of  what  is 
called  reciprocity  could  be  practically 
carried  out,  and  we  must  look  for  re- 
medies in  other  directions.  One  great 
country — ^America — seems  to  be  already 
awakening  from  her  suicidal  policy  of 
late  years,  and  no  efforts  should  be 
spared  in  inducing  other  countries  to 
follow  her  example.  Our  Commercial 
Treaties  with  most  of  the  European  Go- 
vernments are  either  just  expired,  or 
just  on  the  point  of  expiring,  and  tho 
position  in  which  they  now  stand  is  any- 
thing but  satisfactory.  In  Austria  and 
Hungary,  and  it  is  to  be  feared  also  in 
France,  specific  duties  will  in  all  proba- 
bility take  the  place  of  an  ad  valorem 
tariff.  Switzerland,  where — if  in  any 
country — tho  policy  of  free  trade  is  sup- 
posed to  be  in  favour,  has  largely  aug- 
mented her  import  duties.  Spain,  in  a 
spirit  of  retaliation  at  our  refusal  to 
modify  the  duties  on  her  wines,  has  im- 
posed a  highly-protective  tariff  •  against 
us,  as  compared  with  Germany,  Switzer- 
land, and  other  favoured  nations ;  wliilo 
Italy — ^whose  Treaty  has  just  expired — 
has  agreed  to  a  renewal  for  a  few 
months,  and  may,  and  most  probably 
will,  again  revert  to  those  specific  duties 
which  tell  so  adversely  against  us.  These, 
Sir,  are  heavy  disadvantages  to  contend 
against,  and  ospociaUy  as  all  our  foreign 
competitors  have  longer  working  hours 
and  are  living  at  a  lesS  cost  than  wo  are. 
Still,  notwithstanding  these  drawbacks, 
it  is  most  satisfactory  to  know  that  our 
manufacturers  continue  to  hold  their 
own.  The  Board  of  Trade  Returns  for 
the  past  year  show  that  the  exports  of 
all  our  main  staple  manufactures  are 
in  excess  of  the  previous  yeai:,  and  the 
receipts  on    our    railways   from   mer- 
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cliandise  and  mineral  traffic  also  show 
an  increase  ;  so  tliat  neither  abroad 
nor  at  home  have  we  been  doing  less 
business.  This  is  so  far  re- assuring, 
as  showing  that  trade  itself  is  not 
leaving  the  coimtry,  though  it  may 
be,  and  no  doubt  has  been,  carried 
on  with  little  or  no  profit — a  condition 
of  things  which  could  not  of  course  con- 
tinue for  any  length  of  time ;  for  capital 
is  very  sensitive,  and  if  ^nremimerative 
woidd  soon  be  withdrawn,  and  a  re- 
adjustment, therefore,  between  capital 
and  labour  would  seem  essential.  The 
interests  of  the  two  are  identical,  and 
cannot  be  separated,  and  by  their  com- 
bined operation,  supplemented  by  the 
application  of  greater  art  and  skill,  the 
cost  of  production  can  no  doubt  be  still 
further  reduced ;  and  we  can  compete, 
even  with  all  our  present  disadvantages, 
at  a  living  profit  until  the  arrival  of 
better  times.  The  struggle,  however, 
in  the  meantime,  will  be  hard  and 
severe ;  but  I  have  every  confidence  that 
we  shall  come  out  of  the  ordeal  success- 
fully, and  enter  upon  another  course  of 
uninterrupted  prosperity,  and  continue 
to  be,  as  we  always  have  been,  the  chief 
manufacturers  of  the  world.  It  is  satis- 
factory to  see  that  both  Ireland  and 
Scotiand  are  this  Session  to  have  full 
justice  done  to  them  in  the  way  of 
special  legislation.  Each  coimtry  is  to 
have  two  separate  measures  of  its  own, 
as  well  as  its  share  in  the  general  mea- 
sures affecting  the  whole  Kingdom,  and 
if  one-tenth  of  the  Bills  of  which  we 
have  had  Notice  this  evening  become 
law,  Ireland  will,  at  all  events,  have 
no  reason  to  complain ;  and  I  cannot 
doubt  but  that  the  House  will  gladly 
devote  the  requisite  time  and  atten- 
tion to  them.  All  these  measures  have, 
I  imderstand,  been  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion for  years  past  amount  those 
most  conversant  with  the  subjects,  and 
who  have  specially  interested  them- 
selves in  them ;  and  the  Bills  to  be  in- 
troduced will,  I  believe,  be  the  results 
of  those  disctissions,  and  will  embody. 


themselves  as  to  what  is  best  to  be  done, 
they  will  meet  not  only  with  no  factious 
opposition,  but  with  cordial  support 
from  English  Members  on  either  side  of 
the  House.  I  believe,  Sir,  I  have  now 
touched  upon  all  the  points  in  the 
Speech  wluch  seem  to  require  special 
reference,  and  I  will  not  trouble  tho 
House  further — indeed,  I  feel  that  I 
have  already  trespassed  too  long,  and 
am  most  grateful  for  the  forbearance 
that  has  been  shown  to  me.  In  con- 
clusion. Sir,  I  hope  I  shall  be  excused 
if  I  venture  to  entreat  the  House  to 
enter  upon  the  deliberation  of  the  mo- 
mentous issues  which  wiU  soon  absorb 
our  attention,  to  the  exclusion  of  all 
other  questions,  in  a  calm  and  dis- 
passionate spirit,  throwing  aside  all 
political  jealousies  and  Party  differences, 
remembering  that  when  our  national 
honour  and  interests  are  concerned  we 
should  have  but  one  voice  and  one  will. 
Let  us,  on  the  one  hand,  keep  steadily 
in  view  the  position  we  have  to  main- 
tain, and  the  ffreat  and  varied  interests 
we  have  at  stake,  and  which,  if  menaced 
or  assailed,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  ,to 
protect.  On  the  other  hand,  let  us  not 
be  too  sensitive  to  assume  indignities 
where  none  are  intended,  or  conjure  up 
interests  which  have  no  substantitd 
existence.  This  coimtry  can  afford, 
without  compromising  its  dignity,  to 
take  a  high  stand  and  a  broad  view,  and 
to  err  on  the  side  of  peace  rather  than 
war.  Neither  belligerent  has  yet  in- 
fringed our  conditions  of  neutrality,  nor 
have  any  assurances  been  yet  broken. 
Let  us  believe  they  will  continue  to  be 
respected  until  we  know  that  they  will 
not,  and  let  us  magnanimously  abstain 
from  any  act  which  might  be  taken  as 
expressive'' of  defiance  or  provocation, 
and  might  lead  to  the  very  consequences 
which  we  should  all  deplore,  and  are  so 
anxious  to  avert.  Should  it,  however, 
unfortunately  be  otherwise,  and  should 
it  appear  that  Bussia  has  designs  and 
intentions  at  variance  with  me  as- 
surances of  her  Kepresentative  and  the 
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heat  interests,  and  forfeit  her  high  and 
proud  position  among  the  nations  of  the 
wotld. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Tiiat,&c."     [Seep.  67.] 

Thb  Makqxjbsb  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  there  are  many  subjects  which 
are  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Oradous  Speech  which  at  any  other 
time  and  under  any  other  circumstances 
would,  no  doubt,  excite  the  most  lively 
interest  in  this  House,  and  perhaps  would, 
eren  at  this  early  period,  lead  to  con- 
fiderable  discussion.  But  I  think  that 
the  public  attention  and  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  is  so  almost 
exduaively  concentrated  upon  one  im- 
portant subject  that  it  would  be  almost 
▼ain  for  me  to  endeavour  to  enlist  the 
attrition  of  hon.  Members  in  re^^ard  to 
any  of  those  minor  subjects  which  are 
mentioned  in  the  Boyal  Speech  until  the 
House  has  had  an  opportunity  of  hear- 
ing those  explanations  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  naturally  anxious, 
and  have  to  make  with  reference  to  the 
war  between  Eussia  and  Turkey,  and 
which  we  are  all  impatient  to  hear  at 
the  earliest  moment.  I  think  that  the 
hon.  GFenilemon  who  moved  and  seconded 
the  Address — a  task  which  I  am  sure 
those  who  sit  near  me  will  agree  has 
been  performed  with  all,  and  more  than 
all,  the  usual  ability  —  will  feel  that 
although  well  qualified  to  speak  on  the 
various  subjects  referred  to  in  the 
Speech,  they  have  failed  to  enlist  atten- 
tion on  any  subject  but  the  one  which 
now  occupies  the  attention  of  all  classes 
of  our  fellow-countrymen.  Therefore, 
without  any  apology,  I  shall  defer  to 
Bome  convenient  opportunity  any  ob- 
servations which  I  tmnk  it  necessary  to 
make  on  the  other  topics  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  I  felt  no  surprise,  and  it  is 
far  frcHU  my  intention  to  make  any  com- 
plaint of  the  summoning  of  Parliament 
at  an  earlier  period  than  usual.  L  think 
it  was  perfectly  natural  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Advisers  should  desire  to  have 
the  assistance  and  support  of  Parliament 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  they  found 
themselves.  I  feel  that  on  more  than 
one  occasion  it  has  been  the  misf  ortime 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  have 
had  their  policy  misrepresented  and  mis- 
nnderstood  —  misrepresented  and  mis- 
uadOTBtood,  I  think,  not  by  their  pro- 
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fessed  opponents,  but  by  some  who  call 
themselves  their  supporters  and  friends. 
These  gentlemen  have  on  various  oc- 
casions foimd  a  meaning  and  have 
placed  an  interpretation  on  the  actions 
of  the  Government  which,  when  expla- 
nations were  given,  it  was  foimd  they 
were  not  susceptible  of.  I  need  only 
refer  to  such  points  as  the  despatch  of 
the  Fleet  some  time  ago  to  Besika  Bay, 
as  to  which,  as  we  afi  know,  a  totally 
erroneous  intention  was  for  long  at- 
tached to  the  country.  And,  again,  the 
other  day  when  it  was  announced  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  com- 
municated to  the  Government  of  Eussia 
the  desire  of  the  Government  of  Turkey 
to  treat  for  peace,  there  were  some  who 
seemed  to  wish  to  attaeh  to  that  an- 
nouncement the  inference  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  in  some  way  or 
other  made  itself  a  party  to  that  demand, 
and  had  intervened  in  some  manner  or 
other  with  Eussia  in  favour  of  Turkey. 
But  that  there  is  no  foundation  for 
these  commentaries  on  the  action  of  the 
Government  we  know  from  the  autho- 
rity of  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  Lord 
Carnarvon,  who,  speaking  not  long  ago 
to  a  deputation  in  terms  which  have 
never  been  disowned,  said  that  the  action 
which  the  Government  had  taken  did 
not  even  partake  of  the  character  of 
mediation,  far  less  did'  it  partake  of  the 
character  of  intervention.  WeU,  such 
mistakes  and  such  misrepresentations, 
whether  they  «ire  intentional  or  not,  are 
less  likely  to  occur,  or,  at  all  events,  are 
more  speedily  corrected  when  Parlia- 
ment is  sitting  than  when  it  is  not.  In 
that  case,  questions  are  asked  in  the 
House,  explanations  are  obtained,  and 
misapprehensions,  which,  whatever  they 
may  be,  are  calculated  to  do  great  damage 
to  the  country,  are  removed  from  the 
public  mind.  Neverthless,  the  fact  that 
Parliament  had  been  called  together 
three  weeks  before  the  usual  time  did 
undoubtedly  create  considerable  uneasi- 
ness and  anxiety.  The  mind  of  the 
country  was  quiet  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  When  Parliament  was  pro- 
rogued no  exciting  debate  had  recently 
occurred  upon  foreign  affairs.  Parlia- 
ment had  acquiesced,  and  I  think  the 
country  had  acquiesced — perhaps  not 
with  any  great  satisfaction — ^but,  at  all 
events,  bad  acquiesced  in  the  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.   l5uring  the  autumn 
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the  attention  of  the  country  was  no  doubt 
kept  on  the  stretch  by  the  vaiioue  events 
which  occurred  in  the  progress  of  the 
war ;  and  the  advocates  of  the  Turks  and 
the  friends  of  the  Russians  fought  their 
battles  in  speeches  and  in  the  newspapers 
with  abnost  as  much  animosity  as  the 
combatants  themselves ;  but  the  public 
in  general  was  contented  with  taking  a 
lively  interest  in  that  progress,  and  was 
satisfied  with  our  position  in  regard  to 
those  events.  A  speech  which  was 
eagerly  expected  waa  made  in  the  autumn 
at  the  Giuldhall  banquet  by  the  Prime 
Minister  which  excited  no  alarm  in  the 
mind  of  the  country.  Lord  Beaconsfield, 
whose  opinions  axe  tolerably  well-known, 
contentecl  himself  upon  that  occasion 
with  an  expression  of  sympathy  with 
the  Turks ;  out  he  did  not  m  the  least 
lead  the  coimtry  to  suppose  that  we  were 
in  danger  of  beijug  dragged  into  the  war. 
No  doubt  when,  shortly  afterwards,  the 
Turks  suffered  great  disaster,  their  par- 
tizans  in  this  country  became  greatly 
excited  and  redoubled  all  the  efforts 
which  they  had  used  more  or  lees  during 
the  whole  progress  of  the  war  in  order, 
if  possible,  to  induce  this  country  to 
take  some  action  in  the  war.  Some 
excitement  was,  perhaps,  caused  by  the 
acts  of  the  Turkish  party ;  but  it 
was  very  quickly  dissipated  by  a 
8i>ooch  which  was  made  by  Lord 
Derby  at  the  Foreign  Office  in  re- 
ply to  a  deputation.  That  speech 
materially  re-assured  and  tranquillized 
the  public  mind,  and  once  more  en- 
tirely dissipated  the  idea  that  there 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  allow  this  coimtry  to  be 
dragged  into  war.  Suddenly,  however, 
it  was  annoimced  that  Parliament  would 
be  summoned  to  meet  earlier  than 
usual ;  but  what  was  unfortunate  about 
this  announcement  was,  that  it  was  not 
possible  that  Parliament  coidd  be  sum- 
moned immediately,  but  only  after  the 
lapse  of  a  month.  During  that  month 
I  think  it  may  be  said  the  mind  of  the 
countrv  was  ereatlv  acitated.  and  time 


fears,  as  the  case  might  be,  so  as  to  in- 
duce the  Oovemment  to  depart  from  their 
position  of  strict  neutrality.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  cannot  but  be  aware 
that  the  trade  and  industrial  interests  of 
the  country  have  suffered  from  tho 
anxiety  perhaps  inevitable  from  that 
delay.  In  some  places  where  a  revival 
'of  trade  had  commenced  it  was  imme- 
diately cheeked  by  the  annoimcement  of 
Parliament  meeting  so  early  that  it 
might  be  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
Government  to  propose  to  Parliament 
the  adoption  of  a  particular  course. 
Trade,  I  have  been  informed,  has  been 
greatly  paralyzed  by  the  agitation  that 
has  since  prevailed;  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  some  further  explanation  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to  the 
early  meeting  of  Parliament  other  than 
that  contained  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
is  Toquired  from  them.  It  is  announced 
very  naturally  that  one  of  the  reasons 
for  this  early  meeting  of  Parliament  is 
that  Her  Majesty  might  have  the  advice 
and  assistance  of  Parliament  on  the  pre- 
sent state  of  public  affairs ;  but  that  is 
not  the  only  reason,  for  we  are  informed 
that  it  is  in  order  that  we  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  efforts  that 
have  been  adopted  to  terminate  the  war 
that  is  now  devastating  Eastern  Europe 
and  Armenia.  The  announcement  of 
the  early  meeting  of  Parliament  was 
made  on  the  18th  December,  and  tho 
only  attempt  in  the  direction  of  negotia- 
tions of  which  we  have  any  knowledge 
before  that  date  was  the  unsuccessful 
Circular  that  was  sent  to  the  neutral 
Powers  generally,  upon  which  no  result 
took  pla^e,  and  the  only  effort  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  restore  peace 
of  which  we  are  at  present  aware  was 
communicated  to  the  public  through  the 
Press  when  Her  Majesty's  Government 
undertook,  at  the  desire  of  the  Sidtan, 
to  convey  to  Bussia  the  desire  of  Turkey 
to  make  peace  —  namely,  on  the  29th 
December — 10  days  after  the  announce- 
ment that  Parliament  would  meet.     We 
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they  are  referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  it  appears  to  me  that  every  care 
has  been  taken  to  prevent  this  country 
from  incurring  any  responsibility  to  the 
Porte  in  reepect  to  these  negotiations. 
We  shall  no  doubt  see,  when  the  Papers 
have  been  presented,  how  far  this  ob- 
ject—which  the  Government  evidently 
iiad  in  view — has  been  accomplished. 
In  connection  with  this,   it  will   be  a 
point  of  great  interest  to  know  whether 
the  Government  of  Turkey  made  this 
application   to   Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment of  their  own  motion,  or  whether  it 
was  cm  the  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
verament  that  the  Turks  applied  to  us 
to  communicate  with  Russia  on  their 
behalf.     Well,  ever  since  the  19th  of 
December  but  one  subject  has  occupied 
the  public  mind,  whether  in  the  Press, 
in  private   conversation,   or    at    public 
meetings — namely,  as  to  what  would  be 
the  nature  of  the  communication  which 
was  to  be  made  to  Parliament  on  its 
assembling  ?    And  when  I  refer  to  the 
pablic  meetings  which  have  been  held 
in  the  country,  I  cannot  help  calling  the 
attention  of  the   House  to  the  annost 
oomplete   unanimity   and  at  the  same 
time  to  the  moderation  of  language  by 
which  those  meetings  have  been  marked. 
It  will  not,  I  think,  be  asserted  on  either 
fide  of  the  Hoiise  that  those  meetings 
have  been  of  a  Party,  or,  at  least,  of  an 
exclusively  Party  character.     They  have 
been  summoned,  and,  I  believe,  attended 
by  gentlemen  who  belong  to  both  sides 
of  politics  ;  and  from  many  Conservative 
quarters  of  the  country  expressions  have 
been  heard  not  less  strong  in  favour  of 
the  maintenance  of  our  neutrality  than 
those  which  came  from  anyone  sitting 
on  this  side.     And  the  speech  which  we 
have  had   this  evening  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Ikfi*.  Tennant),  the 
Beja-eeentative  of  a  great  commercial 
constituency,   has    borne   testimony  as 
emphatic  as  any  that  could  be  borne  by 
any  hon.  Gentleman  behind  me  that  the 
prevailing  feeling  of  those  whom  he  re- 
p^ents  is  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
maintenance  of  t£e  present  attitude  of 
the  Government — a  policy  of  neutrality. 
As  I   have  said,   me  question  which 
ereryone    is    asking    is — ^What  is  the 
nature   of    the    communication    which 
is  to  be    made    to    us    by  Her  Ma- 
JMty's  Government  ?    It  has  been  partly 
UMwered  to-night  in  the  Speech  which 
has  beoi  read  from  the  Chair.    But  the 


House,  if  I  mistake  not,  still  awaits  with 
considerable  anxiety  the  fuller  explana- 
tion which  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 
Her  Majesty's  responsible  Advisers  to 
give,  and  which  will,  no  doubt,  be  given 
to  this  House.  Much  still  depends  upon 
what  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
say.  It  will  bo  in  their  power  to  clear 
up  much  that  still  remains  of  anxiety 
and  imeasiness ;  it  will  be  in  their  power 
to  hasten  the  progress  of  negotiations, 
and,  perhaps,  the  restoration  of  peace. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  will  be  in  their 
power  to  convert  what  is  now  merely 
anxiety  into  something  Hke  alarm ;  to 
convert  what  is  now  suspicion  into  active 
hostility;  to  divide  the  people  of  this 
country  as  they  never  yet  have  been 
divided;  to  check  every  hope  of  the 
revival  of  trade  and  industry  in  Eng- 
land ;  to  put  an  end  to  every  prospect  of 
an  improved  revenue;  to  give  to  a  great 
portion  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
perhaps  to  a  majority  of  the  people, 
mcreased  burdens  with  the  prospect  of 
insufficient  employment,  and  therefore 
of  insufficient  means  of  subsistence.  A 
great  and  deep  responsibility  will  attend 
the  words  which  Ministers  will  be  able 
to  utter  to-night,  and  I  hope  they  are 
aware — I  have  no  doubt  they  are  aware 
— of  the  responsibility  which  rests  on 
them.  I  will  not  pretend  for  a  moment 
to  say  that  I  expect  the  statement  they 
can  make  will  be  one  which  it  will  be 
satisfactory  to  themselves  to  make,  or, 
indeed,  to  any  of  us  to  listen  to.  They 
will  have  to  tell  of  negotiations  which 
are  going  on,  or  are  about  to  begin, 
between  Bussia  and  Turkey,  of  the  terms 
of  which  we  are  ignorant,  and  the  basis 
of  which  has  not  yet  been  commimi- 
cated  to  us.  I  cannot  conceive  that  for 
men  who,  not  two  years  ago,  boasted 
and  made  it  their  pride  that  they  had 
been  the  means  of  rejecting  the  Berlin 
Memorandimi  because  it  contained  the 
words,  **the  other  ulterior  measures," 
which  might  be  applied  to  Turkey;  I 
cannot  conceive  that  men  who  thought 
they  had  become  the  masters  of  the 
situation  because  by  their  refusal  to  as- 
sent to  that  document  they  had  pre- 
vented even  the  possibility  of  its  pre- 
sentation to  the  Porte — ^I  cannot,  I  say, 
imagine  that  statesmen  who  took  that 
view  of  the  affairs  of  the  East  will  come 
with  any  very  cheerful  countenance  be- 
fore Parliament  to  relate  that  negotia- 
tions are  going  on  between  Turkey  and 
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Bussia  affecting  the  future  condition, 
perhaps  the  very  existence,  of  Turkey, 
on  terms  and  on  a  basis  of  which  they 
know  nothing  whatever.  Certainly,  if 
they  have  taught  themselves  to  look 
witn  satisfaction  on  such  a  state  of  things 
OS  that,  I  must  say  they  have  greaUy 
altered  since  the  time  of  the  rejection  of 
the  Berlin  Memorandimi.  No  doubt  it 
may  be  said  that  the  terms  of  peace  now 
being  discussed  will  require  the  assent 
of  the  Great  Powers,  and  we  shall  hear 
what  the  opinions  of  the  Government 
are  on  that  point.  But  it  is  not  very 
easy  to  see,  if  the  terms  which  are  now 
being  agreed  to  by  Txirkey  are  not  satis- 
factory to  the  Government,  by  what  right 
the  Government  intend  to  insist  on  Turkey 
carrying  on  the  war  in  order  to  obtain 
torms  more  satisfactory  to  them ;  or  how, 
if  they  possess  that  right,  they  can  call 
on  her  to  carrjr  on  the  war  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaming  terms  for  the  only 
thing  they  prof  ess  to  care  about — ^namely, 
exclusively  British  interests.  However 
that  may  be,  I  assume  that  there  is  no 
danger  of  our  bein^  led  into  war,  or 
even  into  an  approada  to  war,  to  vindi- 
cate any  claim  which  we  are  likely  to 
make  to  assert  our  right  to  take  a  share 
in  these  ne^tiations;  because,  as  we 
understand,  it  is  on  the  recommendation 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  itself  that 
the  Porte  has  been  induced  to  enter  into 
separate  negotiations  with  Bussia.  To 
a  certain  extent  statesmen  take  particu- 
lar views  upon  this  matter,  and  there 
are  probably  some  who  look  on  this  state 
of  things  as  a  humiliation  to  this  coun- 
try. Now,  I  have  no  desire  to  see  my 
country  humiliated.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  admit  that  this  state  of  things — al- 
though it  may  be,  as  I  have  said,  mor- 
tifying to  a  certain  extent  to  the  states- 
men who  have  taken  a  particular  view  of 
the  Eastern  Question — ^is  humiliating  to 
this  coimtry.  We  might  have  had  a 
share  in  these  negotiations  that  are  now 
going  on.  We  might  have  had  a  shane 
in  them  in  various  ways.     We  might 
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The  Government,  in  accordance  with  a 
-^^Tj  large  public  opinion,  also  declined 
to  DO  the  ally  of  Bussia ;  and  the  GK>- 
vemment  felt  compelled  at  the  outbreak 
of  the  war  to  express  to  Bussia  their 
sense  of  the  misconduct  of  which  she 
had  been  guiliy.  It  was  not  likely, 
therefore  thiEtt  they  could  stand  in  the 
position  of  a  neutiul  friendly  to  Bussia, 
which  had  been  assumed  by  Germany 
and  Austria.  I  say,  then,  that  the  posi- 
tion we  have  assumed  is  one  which  we 
have  assumed  by  our  own  choice — ^which 
we  have  deliberately  assumed  in  a  great 
measure  in  deference  to  our  own  con- 
scientious convictions.  I,  therefore,  am 
not  able  to  say  that  there  is  any  humili- 
ation to  this  coimtry  necessarily  involved 
in  our  temporary  exclusion  from  the 
settlement  of  this  quarrel  in  which  we 
deliberately  resolved  to  take  no  part. 
The  paragraph  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
which  wiU  be  most  scanned  in  the  coun- 
try, and  which  will  cause  the  greatest 
concern,  is  that  in  which  Her  Majesty 
refers  to  the  conditions  of  her  neutrality, 
to  the  manner  in  which  these  conditions 
may  be  infringed,  and  to  the  prospeet  of 
their  infringement.  I  am  not  surprised 
that  Her  Majesty  should  inform  Parlia- 
ment that,  so  long  as  those  conditions 
are  not  infringed,  her  attitude  will  be 
the  same.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
announcement,  after  the  conditions  of 
neutrality  were  laid  down  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  be  bound  in 
honour,  if  not  bound  in  policy  also,  not 
to  depaji;  one  jot  from  those  conditions. 
I  am  not  surprised,  therefore,  that  it 
should  be  declared  that,  as  long  as  the 
conditions  publicly  announced  by  both 
belligerents  are  respected,  our  policy  of 
neutrality  should  not  be  departed  from. 
But,  it  seems,  something  has  happened 
or  is  expected  which  was  not  anticipated 
in  August  last;  something  which  may 
render  it  necessary  to  make  preparations; 
something  which  was  not  imagined  at 
the  outbreak  of  the  war  or  when  Parlia- 
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vhich  is  contiiigent  on  the  continaation 
of  the  war ;  in  other  words,  whether  the 
Vote  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
gdng  to  ask  for  is  to  be  simply  without 
reference  to  anything  going  on,  or  is 
contiiigent  on  tiie  long  continuance  of 
the  war.  What  I  gather  by  the  lan- 
guage of  the  paragi^aph,  and  also  par- 
tially, and  to  a  certain  extent,  from  the 
whole  Address,  although  the  language 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Address  gave  me 
an  opposite  conclusion,  is  that  the  in- 
tention is  to  ask  for  an  immediate 
grant.  Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  there 
are  grave  objections  to  this  course. 
What  is  the  one  reason  that  is  alleged  ? 
What  are  the  facts  as  stated  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  and  how  do  they  stand 
now  as  compared  with  the  facts  put  be- 
fore us  in  August  last?  Her  Majesty 
informs  us  that — 

**  Neither  of  the  belligerente  has  infringed  the 
coaditions  on  which  my  neutrality  is  founded, 
■od  I  willingly  believe  that  both  parties  are  do- 
■rcHiB  to  respect  them,  so  far  as  it  may  be  in 
their  power.  So  long  as  these  conditions  are 
not  infringed  my  attitude  will  continue  the 
nme.  But  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself  that, 
■hould  hostilities  be  unfortunately  prolonged, 
•ame  unexpected  occurrence  may  render  it  in- 
combent  on  me  to  adopt  measures  of  pre- 
cutian" 

Bo  far  we  stand  in  a  more  favourable 
position  now  than  we  were  in  last 
August,  when  we  had  no  knowledge 
whether  the  conditions  of  our  neutrality 
would  be  observed,  and  whether  such 
observance  was  the  desire  of  the  belli- 
gerents themselves.  Now  we  have  ob- 
tained 8atisf€U3tory  evidence  on  both 
points.  Is  there  any  other  circumstance 
which  is  less  favourable  now  than  it 
was  then,  when  war  was  only  just 
commencinff  ?  Why,  at  that  time  the 
war  had  only  just  begun,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  tell  what  its  course  would  be. 
Now,  as  we  are  informed,  negotiations 
have  been  commenced  which  may  lead 
to  a  peaceful  settlement.  Here,  again, 
we  stand  in  a  very  much  more  favour- 
able position  than  we  did  last  August. 
Then  Parliament  was  about  to  separate 
for  many  months ;  now  Parliament  has 
just  met  for  the  Session.  Her  Majesty 
mforms  us  that  neither  of  the  bellige- 
wats  have  infrinfi^ed  the  terms  of  the 
neutrality.  She  believes,  further,  that 
ho(th  of  the  parties  are  desirous  of  peace. 
Thus  far,  we  stand  in  no  different  light 
than  we  did  before.     The  fair  inference, 
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therefore,  from  every  fact  in  this  com- 
parison woidd  be  that  there  is  less 
reason  to  suppose  that  we  are  likely  to 
be  called  upon  now  to  interfere  in  de- 
fence of  our  interests  than  we  were  last 
autimm.  Every  fact  points  to  the  con- 
clusion that  preparation  is  less  required 
now  than  last  autumn ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovomment  appears  to  have 
come  to  a  directly  opposite  conclusion. 
Whereas  they  were  satisfied  to  prorogue 
Parliament  last  August  without  makmg 
any  preparations,  they  are  now  not  satis- 
fied to  sxmmion  Parliament  without  in- 
forming us  at  once  of  their  intention  to 
prepare  for  measures  of  precaution.  There 
IS  but  one  reason  that  they  give  for  this 
intention;  but  I  ask  the  House  whether 
that  reason  will  bear  investigation.  It 
is  alleged  that  hostilities  may  be  pro- 
longed, and  that  they  may  lead  to  some 
imexpected  occurrence,  which  may  render 
it  incumbent  to  adopt  measures  of  pro- 
caution.  Well,  I  ask  whether  that  is 
a  reason  at  all;  whether  it  is  one 
fit  to  be  addressed  to  a  reasoning  deli- 
berative Assembly,  and  would  inquire  of 
the  Government  what  are  the  ciromn- 
stanoes  on  which  they  found  their  anti- 
cipation of  imexpected  occurrences  which 
they  ought  not  to  have  found  out  before 
the  end  of  last  Session  ?  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seem  by  their  present  course 
to  condemn  themselves  for  want  of  fore- 
sight last  year.  Was  it  not  more  likely 
that  something  unexpected  would  take 
place  when  Parliament  was  about  to 
separate  than  now  ?  [The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  dissented.]  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shakes  his  head; 
he  seems  to  know  what  the  unexpected 
occurrence  really  is,  and  that  it  is  ex- 
tremely likely  to  take  place.  If  ther^  is 
sufficient  justification  for  the  measure 
which  is  suggested,  it  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  a  grave  mistake  of  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  have  made  their  prepa- 
rations before  this.  I  may  be  told  that 
the  Turkish  Government  have  aban- 
doned all  hope — if  they  ever  possessed 
it — ^that  they  are  to  be  assisted  by  the 
intervention  of  this  country.  I  believe 
they  had  that  hope,  and  that,  as  drown- 
ing men  catch  at  straws,  the  one  hope  of 
the  Turkish  Government  throughout  this 
war  has  been  that,  sooner  or  later,  they 
would  be  aided  by  the  intervention  of 
England.  Why,  Sir,  what  will  be  the 
effect  in  Constantinople  when  this  re- 
commendation of  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


87 


Address  in 


(OOMMONSi 


Answer  to  Ser 


8d 


ment  is  read  ?  When  it  is  known  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  speaks  of 
unexpected  occurrences  and  preparation 
for  measures  (A  precaution — which,  I 
suppose,  means  military  preparations, 
if  it  means  anything  at  all — ^is  it  not 
likely  that  the  Turks  will  interpret  it  as 
the  signal  for  one  more  desperate  effort 
to  put  off  the  signature  of  a  disastrous 
peace,  an  effort  which  will  prolong,  at 
all  events,  the  suspense  and  indecision 
of  England,  and  which  may  possibly 
bring  about  the  unexpected  occurrence 
which  is  to  be  the  cause  of  our  taking 
part  in  this  affair?  It  appears  to  me 
that  this  measure  is  either  disingenuous 
to  England,  or  cruel  to  Turkey.  Either 
you  intend  to  verify  the  old  French  pro- 
verb. Vest  imprivu  qui  arrive  toujours^ 
or  you  know  what  this  imexpected  oc- 
currence is  and  intend  that  it  should 
occur.  But,  in  any  case,  it  is  cruel  to 
Turkey  to  tempt  ner  on  for  another 
struggle  by  hopes  which  you  must  know 
are  inevitably  destined  to  be  disap- 
pointed. You  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  Russian  Government  will  respect 
your  conditions  of  neutrality.  You  know 
that  the  task  they  have  in  hand  is  not 
80  easy  as  to  make  them  desirous  of 
having  another  enemy  on  their  ba(^, 
and  mat  every  one  of  your  conditions 
will  be  respected  unless  you  make  it  im- 
possible. X  ou  will,  therefore,  have  no 
opportunity  of  quarrelling  with  Jtussia; 
and,  therefore,  under  such  circumstances, 
if  you  administer  the  slightest  encourage- 
ment to  the  Turks,  it  is  not  kindness  but 
cruelty,  and  it  is  not  an  act  of  friendship 
for  England  to  induce  them  to  defer  the 
opportunity  of  peace.  It  is  for  their 
interest  as  well  as  for  the  interest  of  this 
country  that  the  war  should  be  concluded 
aa  quickly  as  possible.  If  it  were  not 
detaining  the  House  I  would  ask  what 
are  the  conditions  with  reference  to 
which  you  dread  that  some  "unexpected 
occurrence"  may  render  measures  of 
precaution  necessary?  I  do  not  sup- 
pose the  House  has  forgotten  the  defini- 
tion of  British  interests  which  was  made 
last  May,  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Britain  only,  have  been  or  can  be  within 
any  human  probability  affected.  If  any 
interests  can  be  interfered  with  it  is 
those  which,  as  was  pointed  out  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  it  is  the 
duty  of  England,  in  concert  with  the 
rest  of  Europe,  to  protect.     He  said — 

"  There  are  many  other  matters  which  are  of 
interest  to  Europe  generally ;  and  I  think  we 
may  feel  confident  that  those  nations  which 
have  closer  interests  than  ourselves  in  Uieee 
matters  will  take  care  at  the  time  Uiey  think 
hest  and  most  convenient  to  protect  their  in- 
terests."—[3  Hafisardy  ccxxxiv.  947-8.] 

I  see  no  reason,  as  he  further  said,  why 
wel^should  put  ourselves  forward  alone 
to  fight  for  those  interests.  Now,  I 
would  ask  whether  anything  has  o<i- 
curred  to  render  the  ChanceUor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Government  less  con- 
fident than  they  were  that  they  may 
rely  upon  the  assistance  of  the  other 
Powers  for  the  protection  of  those  in- 
terests in  which  they  are  interested 
equally  with  this  country  ?  Have  they 
so  mismanaged  matters  that  when  the 
Papers  are  presented  we  are  to  find  we 
are  isolated  so  completely  that  we  shall 
have  to  stajid  alone  now  in  the  defence 
of  those  interests  of  the  world  for  the 
defence  of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  last  May  we  could  count 
on  the  assistance  of  the  whole  of  Europe 
to  protect.  I  hope  I  may  be  wrong; 
but  when  I  read  the  paragraph  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  which  I  am  especially 
referring,  I  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  was  the  work  of  men  who  were  not 
altogether  satisfied  with  the  position 
whim  they  had  taken  up.  I  cannot  but 
fear  that  tiiere  are  some  who  had  a  hand 
in  the  preparation  of  this  paragraph  who 
do  not  distinctly  understand  the  com- 
pact which  was  made  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  nation,  and  in  what 
the  conditions  of  our  neutrality  really 
consisted.  The  conditions  were  clearly 
understood  by  the  country,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  some  one  has  had  a  hand 
in  the  preparation  of  this  paragraph 
who  wished  that  these  conmtions  had 
been  somewhat  different  to  what  they 
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orer  EuroDe  ever  since  the  outbreak  of 
these  tiouDie6?Itdidnot  arise  simplyfrom 
&  amsideTatioii  of  the  horrors  of  a  war 
between  Buasia  and  Turkey,  dreadful  as 
they  miffht  be.  It  was  not  dread  of  the 
le-CDstribution  of  territory  in  Asia,  how- 
ever important  that  re-distribution  might 
be  to  us  or  to  other  European  States.  It 
was  felt  and  feared  that  the  violent  re- 
opening of  this  Eastern  Question  would 
lead  to  the  disturbance  of  the  peace  of 
Europe,  and  the  re-opening  ot  other 
questions.  It  is  that  apprehension  that 
has  neyer  been  absent  from  the  minds  of 
Enropean  statesmen  since  the  eyents  of 
1870.  Are  the  relations  between  Ger- 
many and  France,  between  Austria  and 
Italy,  so  settled  that  they  can  look  with- 
out apprehension  on  the  prospect  of  any 
extension  of  the  area  of  the  struggle  ? 
Surely  it  would  be  the  very  height  of 
madness  if,  at  such  a  moment  as  this — 
•8  was  said  at  the  outbreak  of  the  war 
of  1870  by  the  preeent  Prime  Minister 
—when  vast  ambitions  are  abroad — 
and  we  have  reason  to  believe  they  still 
are  abroad — that  the  influence  of  this 
country,  which  is  one  of  the  most  power- 
ful influences  for  the  preservation  of  what 
remains  to  be  secui^  of  peace,  should 
be  lessened  by  our  being  drawn  into  any 
partidpation  in  this  struggle.  I  hope 
the  House  will  consider  questions  such 
as  these,  and  that  it  will  not  be  tempted 
bj  the  appcurent  insignificance  of  the  de- 
monstration which  it  may  be  invited  to 
make  to  ignore  its  importance.  I  am 
aware  that  the  House  is  not  anxious  at 
this  moment  to  listen  to  an  expression 
of  the  views  either  of  myself  or  of  my 
Oolleafi^es  on  the  Eastern  Question,  and 
that  what  it  desires  to  hear  is  the  de- 
daiation  on  the  subject  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown.  I  have,  I  am  afraid, 
stood  too  long  between  it  and  the  grati- 
fieatiim  of  that  natural  wish,  and  it  only 
remains  for  me  to  thank  hon.  Members 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  have 
listened  to  the  few  observations  which 
I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  m«ike  on  the 
preeent  occasion. 

ThbCHANOELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  sure.  Sir,  that  the  House 
entirdy  concurs  in  the  view  taken  by 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  outset  of  his  re- 
marks, that  it  would  not  be  in  accord- 
ance with  its  desire  that  we  should  enter 
into  any  general  discussion  of  the  mis- 
cellaneous topics  which  are  mentioned 
in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech.    I 


wish,  I  may  add,  with  the  noble  Lord, 
to  tender  my  thanks,  and  the  thanks  of 
the  Whole  House,  to  my  hon.  Friends  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  dis- 
charged their  task,  and  for  the  interest- 
ing and  valuable  observations  which 
they  have  made  on  other  portions  of  the 
Boyal  Speech,  while  I,  following  the 
example  of  the  noble  Lord,  confine  my- 
self to  the  earlier  parts  of  that  Speech. 
Now,  Siry'the  noble  Lord  asks  wnat  is 
the  explanation  of  the  step  taken  by  the 
Government  in  calling  Parliament  to- 
gether at  a  somewhat  earlier  period,  and 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  it  has 
been  called  together.    Now,  upon  that 

Siiat  1  am  reluctant  to  trouble  the 
ouse  with  minute  comparisons  of 
dates.  At  the  same  time,  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  thought  it  necessary  to  raise 
the  question,  and  as,  perhaps,  I  shall  be 
beet  consulting  the  wishes  oi  the  House 
by  going  rather  more  minutely  than  I 
otherwise  should  have  gone  into  parti- 
culars, I  wiU  venture  to  trespass  upon 
their  indul^nce.  The  circumstances  in 
which  Parhament  was  prorogued,  so  far 
as  relates  to  foreign  affairs,  were  these 
— The  war  had  commenced,  and  h^  so 
far  proceeded  that  both  parties  to  it 
were  engaged  in  one  of  the  most  severe 
struggles  fliat  can  be  conceived.    The 

EoUcy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ad  been  declared  in  a  most  emphatic 
manner.  It  had  been  declared  clearly 
in  Parliament,  and  also  in  despatches 
addressed  to  foreign  Powers  which  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Our  foreign  policy  was  a  policy  of  strict 
neutrality  in  the  struggle  goin^  on  be- 
tween Eussia  and  Turkey ;  but  it  was  a 
policy  guarded  by  declarations  of  the 
Government  that  there  were  certain  in- 
terests of  our  own  which  it  was  neces- 
sary for  us  to  respect,  and  which  we 
were  especially  bound  and  determined 
to  defend,  and  that  the  declaration  of 
our  neutrality  must  be  considered  as 
subject  to  the  duty  which  we  recognized 
of  protecting  those  interests.  That 
policy  had  been  discussed  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  had  been  accepted — I  may 
go  fiurther,  and  say  affirmed — by  a  very 
krge  majority,  and  not  only  by  a  large 
majority  of  this  House,  but,  I  believe, 
by  the  general  consent  of  a  very  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  count^. 
From  ^at  position — which  we  laid  down 
for  ourselves,  and  which  was  so  affirmed 
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and  accepted — from  tliat  mament  to  the 

f  resent  we  have  never  shrunk  or  varied, 
admit  it  has  been  a  position  which  was 
a  difficult  one  to  maintain,  because  of 
the  very  great  excitement  which  would 
naturally  prevail  upon  one  side  and 
upon  the  other,  and  because  that  excite- 
ment which  would  not  imnaturally  lead 
persons  to  take  strong  views  in  favour  of 
Kussia  or  Turkey,  would  naturally  lead 
some  on  the  part  of  this  country  to 
further  the  views  that  Bussia  had  im- 
dertaken  to  promote,  or  others  ffo  for- 
ward in  defence  of  our  ancient  ally  the 
Porte.  That  excitement  in  the  circum- 
stances naturally  led  to  all  sorts  of  con- 
structions being  put  on  every  act  and 
word  of  the  Government,  wmch,  even 
though  they  had  no  significance  what- 
ever in  the  slightest  degree  inconsistent 
with  the  policy  which  they  had  laid 
down,  were,  as  the  noble  Lord  has 
venr  fairly  reminded  the  House,  twisted 
and  distorted  and  misrepresented,  so  as 
to  give  them  a  totally  different  colour 
from  that  which  they  oueht  to  bear.  So 
far  I  go  with  the  noble  Lord;  but  I 
must  beg  leave  to  differ  from  one  obser- 
vation which  he  made  when  he  said 
that  these  misrepresentations  did  not 
originate  with  the  political  opponents, 
but  were  generally  to  be  found  emanat- 
ing from  the  political  friends  and  sup- 
r»rters  of  the  Gbvemment.  Well,  Sir, 
do  not  wish  to  say  anything  on  behalf 
of  certain  indiscreet  friends  and  sup- 
porters. They  may  from  time  to  time 
have  put  an  improper  construction  upon 
our  acts  and  words;  but  I  must  take 
leave  to  say  that  the  construction  which 
has  been  put  not  only  upon  individual 
acts,  but  upon  the  whole  course  of  our 
policy  from  first  to  last  by  the  associates 
and  Colleagues  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
by  his  friends,  has  done  tenfold  more 
mischief  than  any  indiscreet  remarks  or 
comments  of  any  political  friends  and 
supporters  of  ours.  It  has  not  been  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  sailing  of  a 
particular  vessel  to  a  particular  place  at 
a  particular  time  did  or  did  not  mean 
this,  that,  or  the  other.  What  we  com- 
plain of  is,  that  from  beginning  to  end 
we  have  had  it  continually  urged  upon 
the  country  by  the  adherento  of  the 
Party   opposite,   and   by  their  friends 


the  country  was  not  to  believe  them ; 
the  tone  they  assumed  was  a  c(mvenient 
doak,  but  it  was  a  cloak  and  nothing 
more,  to  conceal  the  secret  desire  and 
fixed  intention  of  the  Government  to 
carry  the  country  into  a  war  for  Turkey. 
Now,  I  do  not  say — far  be  it  from  me  to 
gay — that  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  of  those 
who  sit  upon  the  bench  0|>^site,  or  who 
take  an  active  part  in  pohtics,  thus  mis- 
represented the  conduct  and  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  I  do 
say  that  such  misrepresentations  have 
been  continued  from  the  time  those  dif- 
ficulties commenced,  and  that  they  have 
done  the  greatest  possible  mischief.  The 
noble  Lord  speaks  of  the  possibility  of 
Turkey  having  been  misled  by  certain 
conduct  of  ours.  I  say  that  those  mis- 
representations that  have  been  placed 
upon  our  acts  by  friends  and  supporters 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  construction 
that  has  been  placed  by  them  upon  our 
policy — ^that  sooner  or  later  we  should  go 
to  war  for  Turkey — ^these  have  been  the 
cause  of  misleading  the  Turks.  For 
what  would  the  Turks — ^what  would  any- 
body— ^naturally  say?  They  would  say 
— **  We  learn  that  certain  language  has 
been  used  by  English  Ministers,  cmd  if 
we  were  to  draw  our  own  conclusion 
from  that  language,  it  would  be  that 
they  are  resolved  to  remain  neutral ;  but 
we  learn  from  men  of  authority  in 
England,  from  men  who  speak  from  the 
heart  of  affairs  in  England,  and  who  are 
naturally  regarded  as  knowing  what  the 
language  of  English  statesmen  means — 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  mean  to 

fo  to  war."  I  will  not  venture  to  say 
ow  many  times  it  has  been  asserted 
that  we  were  going  to  war  to  support 
Turkey ;  but  these,  I  say,  were  the  mis- 
representations which  niisled  Turkey. 
I  must  apologize  to  the  House  for  a 
digression  into  which  I  was  led,  because 
I  had  undertaken  to  show  what  was  the 
position  when  Parliament  was  pro- 
rogued, how  it  differs  from  the  present 
position  of  affairs,  and  why  it  was  that 
we  took  the  step  of  calling  Parliament 
together,  to  ask  the  advice  ci  Parliament 
upon  the  matters  which  have  recentiy 
occurred.  The  noble  Lord  contrasted 
the  position  of  affairs  with  their  position 
now,  and  he  asks  how  it  is  that — the 
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own  acknowledgment  to  oomjdain  of  the 
readmeesof  either  ^arty  to  respect  those 
eooditionfi — jovl  think  it  necessary  to 
take  measures  of  precaution  or  to  review 
the  position   of  the  country  now  any 
more  than  you  did  at  the  time  Parlia- 
mmt  was  prorogued  ?  Well,  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  the  very  mate- 
rialfdteration  which  has  come  about  in  the 
drcomBtances  of  the  country  and  in  those 
of  the  belligerents.    Let  me  remind  the 
Honse  of  the  purposes  for  which  Bussia 
went  to  war.     She  went  to  war  after  the 
Mure  of  the  London  Protocol  and  of 
the  efforts  made  to  bring  about  a  peace- 
ful settlement  of  the  questions  relating 
to  the  government  of  tne  Turkish  Pro- 
Tinoes,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect 
to  those  points  which  the  Powers  of 
Earope  jointly  recommended  and  endea- 
voured to  induce  Turkey  to  accept ;  and 
m  Uie  Circular  issued  by  Prince  Gort- 
chakoiff  he    declared    the  necessity  of 
gom^  to  war  with  Turkey  to  effect  that 
vhicA  the  European  Cabinets  had  sought 
to  obtain.      Tnat  was  the  object  and 
mtenticm  with  which  Bussia  went  to  war, 
and  it  was  perfectly  obvious  that  such 
an  object  was  certain  to  be  pursued  and 
might  have  been  obtained  without  in 
any  way  violating  or  infringing  the  in- 
terests which  we  expressed   ourselves 
bound  and  determined  to  protect.  There- 
fore, while  the  struggle  wa^  going  on, 
and  the  Porte  maintaining  its  position 
tkat  it  would  not  allow  its   sovereign 
rights  to  be  interfered  with,  and  no  other 
questions  than  those   relating   to    the 
government  of  the  Turkish  JE^vinces 
seemed  to  be  or  likely  to  be  involved, 
there  was  no  ground  for  interference. 
Well,  it  was,  of  course,  the  object  of  Her 
Kajesty's  Government  to  take  every  pos- 
nUe  opportunity  of  bringing  about  a  ces- 
sation (n  hostilities ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
dear  that  any  attempt  in  that  direction 
vldle  the  struggle  was  going  on  with 
equal  fortunes  was  hopeless,  and  would 
lead  to  no  good  result.    But  after  the 
lapse  of  a  certain  time,  and  when  we 
came  to  the  month  of  December,  matters 
had  changed  very  materially.     Bussia 
obtained   such    considerable    successes, 
and  the  Porte  was  so  beaten  that  she  was 
10  longer  able  to  maintain  the  attitude 
vhich  she  formerly  did,  and  which  was 
the  cause  of  the  war.    The  Porte  was 
forced  to  confess  that  Bussia  was  too 
strong  for  her,  and  applied  to  the  Powers 
to  ei^aavour  to  obtain  a  cessation  of 


hostilities  for  her.  That  step  having 
been  taken,  it  became  obvious  that 
the  position  the  question  had  reached 
was  about  to  be  changed,  and  that 
if  Bussia  stated  she  was  content 
after  her  victories  in  Europe  and 
Asia  to  accept — ^I  do  not  say  the  pre- 
cise terms,  but  particular  terms,  some- 
what similar  to  those  she  had  demanded 
prior  to  entering  upon  the  war,  no 
question  could  arise  as  to  the  course 
which  those  Powers  must  take  who  had 
supported  the  view  she  had  taken  in 
common  with  them — ^namely,  that  cer- 
tain alterations  were  required  in  the 
administration  of  the  Turkish  Provinces. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  possible  that 
Bussia  might  develop  new  views  and 
wishes,  and  it  was  necessary  and  im- 
portant, if  so,  to  know  what  those  new 
views  and  wishes  were,  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  in  any  way  affected 
the  position  of  this  country  in  rela- 
tion to  the  struggle.  The  noble  Lord 
asks  what  were  uie  circumstances  which 
induced  us  to  caU  Parliament  together. 
They  were  these— Plevna  fell  on  the 
10th  of  December.  On  the  12th  Decem- 
ber the  Porte  addressed  a  Circular  to  all 
the  Powers  of  Europe.  The  effect  of 
that  Circular  was  not  encouraging  to 
the  Porte.  No  Power  seemed  to  &ink 
it  would  be  possible  to  do  anything  or 
was  inclined  to  do  anything.  Therefore 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  on  the  24th 
December,  made  a  communication  to  the 
Porte  to  this  effect — ^that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  delayed  replying  to  tiie 
Circular  of  the  Porte,  dated  the  12th  in- 
stant, until  they  could  become  acquainted 
with  the  views  of  the  Governments  to 
which  it  was  severally  addressed.  It  soon 
became  evident  that  there  was  littie  pros- 
pect of  its  being  agreed  to,  and  the 
refusal  of  the  German  Government  ren- 
dered it  impracticable.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  nevertheless,  felt  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  abstaining 
from  making  an  effort  to  initiate  nego- 
tiations for  peace,  and  they  go  on  to  say 
that  they  ask  His  Excellency  whether 
the  Porte  wished  England  to  mediate. 
That  was  the  Circular  addressed  by  our 
Foreign  Office  to  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople;  but  on  the  same  day 
a  letter  was  written  at  Constantinople, 
replying  to  the  Turkish  Ambassador  in 
London,  requesting  that  a  communica- 
tion might  be  made  to  England,  asking 
on  the  part  of  the  Porte  for  the  media- 
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tion  of  the  Govenmient  of  Her  Britaanio 
Majesty.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thought  it  was  utterly  out  of  the  ques- 
tion to  think  of  attempting  mediation ; 
but  they  informed  the  Porte  that  they 
were  ready  to  make  the  communication 
to  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Czar,  sug- 
gested in  the  despatch  to  which  I  have 
referred ;  and,  the  Porte  assenting,  that 
communication  was  accordingly  made. 
The  Correspondence  from  which  I  have 
briefly  quoted  is  very  short,  and  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow; 
and  I  think  it  will  be  most  satisfactory  to 
refrain  from  further  reference  to  it  imtil 
hon.  Members  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  it.  I  have  had,  how- 
ever, in  consequence  of  the  Questions 
put  by  the  noble  Lord,  to  refer  to  it 
briefly  as  I  have.  *'Then,"  says  the 
noble  Lord,  "  if  what  you  have  stated 
is  accurate,  and  the  summons  which  has 
called  Parliament  together  was  deter- 
mined upon  on  the  18th  of  December, 
how  had  it  reference  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  24th  of  the  same  month?"  I 
think  we  should  not  be  quite  so  minute 
as  all  that  in  the  criticism  of  dates.  From 
the  moment  that  the  Porte  issued  that 
Circular  to  the  Powers,  and  addressed 
it,  among  others,  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, it  became  dear  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  we  were  api>roaching  a  new 
state  of  things,  in  which  it  might  be 
possible  for  us  in  some  way  to  facilitate 
the  closing  of  this  disastrous  and  terrible 
war.  We  thought  this,  although  we  did 
not  think  that  the  appeal  of  the  Porte 
was  put  in  the  most  proper  form  for  its 
acceptance  to  be  agreed  upon.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  thought  that,  as 
they  were  approaching  a  new  state  of 
things,  it  would  be  of  great  importance 
to  have  as  soon  as  conveniently  might  be 
the  assistance  and  advice  of  Parliament, 
in  order  that  in  anything  they  might  do 
they  might  have  the  means  of  making 
their  statement  in  the  most  formal  ana 
Constitutional  manner,  and,  in  any  steps 
they  might  think  it  necessary  to  take, 
that  they  might  be  supported  by  the 
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tated  by  questions  as  to  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>venmient  in  calling  it 
together,  and  as  to  the  recommendations 
they  might  have  to  make ;  but,  on  the 
other  h^d,  I  do  not  think  that  the  step 
taken  was  one  of  a  very  alarming  oha- 
racter.  It  was  perfectly  obvious  that  a 
great  change  had  come  over  the  fortunes 
of  the  strug^fle  between  Eussia  and 
Turkey,  and  it  was  equally  clear  that 
events  might  happen  which  would  re- 
quire the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  I  think  it  must  bo 
admitted  that  we  did  not  call  Par- 
liament together  in  a  violent  manner, 
as  if  we  were  going  to  recommend 
extraordinary  measures  and  ask  ior 
the  assistance  of  Parliament  in  their  and 
our  support.  On  this  as  on  former  oc- 
casions we  acted  upon  the  principle  that 
we  were  anxious  to  maintain  our  posi- 
tion of  neutrality ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
to  watch  over  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try. K  it  had  not  been  for  the  persistent 
way  in  whioh  suspicions  have  been 
raised  against  and  doubts  cast  upon  the 
Government,  none  of  this  uneasiness 
would  have  come  about ;  and  I  do  hope 
and  trust  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
view  taken  by  Parliament  of  the  posi* 
tion  which  we  thought  we  ought  to  take 
and  actually  have  taken,  that  we  shall 
^et  out  of  the  region  of  hesitating  doubts 
mto  whiclr  we  have  drifted.  I  do  not 
wish  to  enter  into  quarrels  with  or  make 
complaints  about  these  matters;  but  I  do 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  it  is 
really  a  serious  question  of  public  inte- 
rest whether  such  a  state  of  things 
should  go  on,  and  whether  it  is  not  more 
worthy  of  all  persons  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  the  country  that  they  should 
give  credit  to  their  Ministers,  whoever 
uiey  may  be,  for  sincerity  in  what  they 
do.  The  noble  Lord  has  taken  the  pre- 
sent occasion  to  throw  out  a  few  taunts 
— if  they  were  taunts — which  I  cannot 
re&^ard  as  having  even  the  merit  of  no- 
velty. We  heard  a  great  deal  of  the 
Berlin  Memorandum  of  last  year.  Wo 
have  heard  these  things  from  time  to 


•_        1—      i»--X 


i-.-l-    __JI 


Digitized  by 


Google 


91 


X^$9U^$  Mat 


{jAwtTAEY  17,  1878)  Gracious  Speech. 


do  not  kiio<w  whether  it  was  a  wise  thing 
to  do,  but  I  am  qiiite  siire  it  is  not  a 
komiliating  thing.     I  am  certain  there 
has  been  nothing  in  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ck)vemment  from  first  to  last 
—and  certainly  not  in  the  mode  in  which 
we  dealt  with  the  Berlin  Memorandum 
—that  could  in  any  sense  be  called  a 
conduct  humiliating  to  this  coimtry.     I 
Tenture  to  say  when  they  mention  what 
they  are  fond  of  talking  about — ^the  hu- 
miliation  of  this    country — [^Opposition 
diers] — ^I   am  very  glad  to  hear  that 
cheer — ^I  am  never  in  the  habit  of  talk- 
ing of  the  himiiliation  of  this  country — 
and  I  solenmly  protest  against  such  lan- 
g:aage,  because  it  does  no  good — ^that 
there  is  no  more  certain  way  of  making 
other  persons    think    you    humiliated. 
Further,  I  think  with  regard  to  our  sup- 
posed great  apprehensions  as  to  danger 
to  this  countiy  that  we  often  make  the 
danger  ourselves  by  expressing  appre- 
hensions at  times  when  no  one  can  see 
grounds  for  them  except  ourselves.     I 
am  surprised,  I  own,  when  I  hear  about 
the  **  foreign  friend  argiunent."     My 
right  hon.  Riend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone)  may  remember  on 
some  other  measure  that  Lord  Salisbury 
objected  to  the  argument  of  the  '* foreign 
friend,"  and   **  what  foreigners  womd 
think  of  us."     I  think  that  the  same 
caution  should  be  observed  in  this  case. 
We  ought  not  to  be  always  running 
about  and  talking  of  what  foreigners 
would  say — ^it  is  quite  painful.    I  do  not 
myself  see  why  we  should  allow  foreign- 
ers always  to  be  dragged  in.     But  if 
they  are,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  are 
satisfied  with  our  position,  and  with  the 
results  of  what  we  are  doing,  we  may 
afibrd  very  well  to  pass  by  what  foreign- 
ers think  with  something  of  contempt. 
Sir,  the  position  of  England  is  by  no 
means  one  of  himiiliation.     The  posi- 
tion of  England   ia  by  no  means  one 
of  isolation.     It  is    a    very    favourite 
phrase   that    is    current    among    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that   England,  by 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, ha^  been    placed  in  a  position 
of  isdation.     I  see  no  position  of  isola- 
tion at  aD.     I  am  quite  imable  to  recog- 
nixe  anything  in  our  position  that  differs 
at  all  from  that  of  other  neutral  Powers 
in  respect  of  isolation.     We   have  not 
ioined  either  of  the  belligerents  ;  neither 
has  Austria ;  neither  has  France ;  nei- 
ther has  Italy.     We  do  not  hear  about 
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the  isolation  of  those  countries.  But, 
Sir,  we  have  taken  upon  ourselves  to  act 
and  to  speak  for  ourselves  when  we  have 
thought  it  wise,  right,  and  necessary  to 
act ;  and  as  long  as  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers  are  entrusted  with  the  con- 
duct of  affairs  they  mean  to  take  that 
course  continually.  If  we  find  it  is  ne- 
cessary for  us  to  speak  wo  shall  speak  ; 
we  are  not  anxious  to  place  ourselves  in 
a  different  position  from  other  nations  ; 
we  are  not  anxious  to  separate  ourselves 
from  the  European  concert,  and  we 
have  proved  that  we  have  not.  Isola- 
tion of  England  for  rejecting  the  Berlin 
Memorandum  !  Well,  clearly  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen must  have  got  that  Berlin  Memo- 
randimi  so  largely  on  the  brain  that  thoy 
can  see  nothing  of  what  has  happened 
since.  Granting,  however,  for  a  mo- 
ment that  we  isolated  ourselves  on  that 
occasion,  which  is  now  two  years  a^o, 
do  they  forget  our  communications  with 
the  other  Powers  in  reference  to  tho 
•Servian  War,  and  do  they  forget  that  we 
not  only  took  the  initiative,  but  wero 
the  Power  which  most  of  all  conduced 
to  the  stopping  of  that  war  in  concert 
with  others.  But  beyond  that,  what  do 
you  say  to  the  Conference  ?  I  think  tho 
actual  proposal  of  the  Conference  came 
from  us  ;  at  all  events  we  were  foremost 
in  promoting  it,  and  took  an  active  part 
in  the  deliberations  of  that  Conference. 
It  has  been  said  that  there  are  some  men 
who  are  never  so  much  alone  as  when 
they  are  in  a  crowd  ;  and,  i)erhaps,  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom  I  allude  think 
that  a  nation  or  a  Government  is  never 
so  much  isolated  as  when  engaged  in  a 
Conference  with  other  nations  or  Govern- 
ments. But  anyone  who  knows  the 
proceedings  of  the  Conference  and  the 
part  England  took  in  it  will  see  that 
England  was  in  no  position  of  isolation ; 
we  separated  ourselves  in  no  way  from 
the  other  Powers,  and  they  showed  no 
desire  to  separate  themselves  from  us. 
I  will  say  nothing  as  to  the  London  Pro- 
tocol, but  simply  close  this  branch  of 
my  remarks  with  the  observation  that 
since  Russia  went  to  war  we  have  occu- 
pied a  position  precisely  similar  to  that 
of  all  the  other  Powers  which  took  no 

Eart  in  the  war.  The  language  which 
as  been  used  by  the  other  Powers  has 
been  very  similar  to  that  used  by  our- 
selves. Of  course  there  are  differences 
in  regard  to  each  and  every  Power,  but 
I  am  thankful  to  say  the  language  that 
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has  been  used  by  other  Powere  is  very 
similax  to  the  language  used  by  us.  I 
observe  that  the  Austrian  Government, 
for  instance,  have  explicitly  declared 
their  neutrality  to  be  conditional,  but 
they  reserved  to  themselves  "  full  liberty 
of  action  for  the  protection  of  Austrian 
interests."  That  is  exactly  the  position 
of  England.  And  when  we  know  that 
the  other  Powers  hold  similar  views  we 
cannot  accept  the  isolation  view  held  in 
regard  to  England.  Now,  let  me  say  a 
word  with  regard  to  the  humiliation, 
and  with  regard  to  a  separating  of  this 
country  from  all  participation  in  Eastern 
affairs.  We,  of  course,  have  always 
held  the  same  views  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to  and  quoted  just 
now  from  the  French  proverb.  We  have 
always  held  that  there  are  a  great  many 
interests  in  this  matter  which  are  the 
interests  of  the  whole  of  Europe,  or  of 
other  Powers  of  Europe  besides  our- 
selves; and  that  there  are  other  inte- 
rests which  are  more  peculiarly  our  own. 
We  have  watched  more  particularly  over 
those  interests  which  we  have  felt  to  be 
more  pecidiarly  our  own,  and  we  may 
say  that  the  respect  which  has  been  paid 
to  the  declaration  of  England  with  re- 
gard to  those  interests  "mAok  are  more 
peculiarly  her  own  is  a  respect  which  we 
need  not  view  with  anything  like  dis- 
satisfaction. I  refer  especially  to  the  case 
of  E^^ypt,  and  it  is  a  very  striking  case. 
If  this  Government  put  the  question  of 
E^ypt  in  the  forefront  of  the  interests 
which  it  was  necessary  should  be  re- 
spected, and  although  Egypt  as  a  por- 
tion of  the  Turkish  Empire  has  been 
supplying  assistance   to   her   Suzerain, 


still  out  of  respect  to  that  declaration 
of  England  Eussia  has  recognized  her 
honourable  obligation  not  to  interfere 
with  Egypt  on  that  accoimt.  I  en- 
tirely accept  from  the  noble  Lord  that 
which  he  said  some  little  time  ago, 
when  he  said  he  could  not  question  that 
as  long  as  those  interests  were  respected 
Her  Majesty  would  retain  the  attitude 
which  she  had  taken ;  because,  having  de- 
clared her  intention  to  take  that  posi- 
sition,  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  her 


But  now  what  are  we  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  unexpected  occurrences  which  the 
noble  Lord  is  so  amusing  about  ?  I  sup- 
pose that  the  language  of  the  Queeirs 
Speech  is  always  considered  to  be  a  fair 
subject  for  criticism,  and  no  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  may  be  justified  in  his  re- 
marks with  regard  to  the  peculiarity 
which  he  finds  in  some  of  the  expressions 
of  the  present  one ;  but  I  think  every- 
body must  see  what  is  the  real  meaning 
and  what  is  the  obvious  intention  of  tho 
paragraph  to  which  he  alludes.  Wo 
cannot  say  what  may  be  the  conduct  of 
Kussia  at  this  moment.  When  hon. 
Members  see  the  Papers  now  upon  the 
Table  they  will  find  that  they  do  not 
carry  the  whole  matter  down  to  a  con- 
clusion, for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
whole  matter  is  not  yet  at  an  end.  They 
bring  us  down  to  this  point — ^that  after 
the  British  Government  had,  at  the  re- 
quest of  Turkey,  made  an  inquiry  of  the 
i^peror  of  Russia  as  to  whemer  he  was 
ready  to  state  his  terms  of  peace,  the 
answer  given  was  to  the  effect  that  tho 
course  that  must  be  taken  was  that  the 
Porte  must  address  itself  to  the  Imperial 
Commanders-in-Chief  in  Europe  and 
Asia,  who  would  state  the  conditions  on 
which  an  armistice  would  be  wanted. 
That  reply  was  made  by  the  Kussian 
Government  as  far  back  as  the  29th  of 
December.  Subsequently  negotiations 
took  place,  and  the  result  was  that  we 
advised  the  Porte  to  open  communica- 
tions with  the  Russian  commanders,  to 
whom  we  were  informed  instructions  had 
been  given.  The  Porte,  after  a  time, 
took  that  step,  and  on  the  9th  of  January, 
which  was  some  1 1  days  later,  they  in- 
formed our  Ambassador  that  on  making 
an  application  to  the  Russian  com- 
manders they  found  that  the  conditions 
spoken  of  had  not  been  received  by  them. 
This  circumstance  caused  considerable 
delay,  and  naturally  created  some  sur- 
prise. However,  inquiry  was  made,  and 
the  explanation  that  was  given  by  the 
Russian  Government  on  the  11th  of 
January  in  answer  to  Lord  Augustus 
Loftus's  inquiry  was  that  the  necessary 
instructions  were  sent  about  a  week  pre- 
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iQBolt  has  been  that  Bome  delay  has 
taken  i^aoe,  not  on  the  part  of  the  Porte 
in  making  the  application^  but  on  the 
part  of  the  Bussian  generals  in  commu- 
nicating the  terms  of  peace.  Accord- 
ing to  information  which  only  reached 
me  some  half-an-hour  or  an  hour  before 
I  came  down  to  the  House,  the  two 
Tnikish  EnToys  who  have  been  deputed 
for  the  purpoee  of  treating  with  the 
Bnasian  commanders  are  still  on  their 
▼ay,  and  it  does  not  seem  probable, 
from  the  circumstances  mentioned,  that 
they  will  succeed  in  reaching  the  head- 
quarters for  another  day  or  two.  Under 
diese  circumstances,  it  is  obvious  that 
these  Papers  will  only  show  how  these 
negotiations  have  been  opened,  and  to 
what  point  they  have  been  advanced. 
The  transaction  is  not  a  complete  trans- 
action. We  do  not  at  the  present  mo- 
ment know  what  the  Eussian  demands 
or  conditions  may  be,  and,  of  course, 
nntil  we  know  what  they  are,  we  have 
no  proposals  to  make  in  the  matter ;  be- 
cause it  would  be  obviously  improper  to 
assume  that  an  answer  will  not  be  given 
such  as  we  have  reason  to  assume  will 
be  given.  If  the  proposals  that  are 
made  by  the  Bussian  commanders  are  of 
a  character  which  wiU  be  satisfactory 
both  to  the  Porte  and  to  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  eadit  qutesiioj  nothing 
ean  be  more  satisfactory.  But  it  must 
be  bome  in  mind  that  any  arrangement, 
or  any  terms  of  peace  that  may  be 
made,  can  only  be  made  with  the  con- 
sent and  assent  of  the  other  European 
Powers,  if  the  peace  is  one  which  in 
any  way  varies  or  affects  the  arrange- 
ments made  between  those  Powers. 
Therefore  our  position  is  one  of  con- 
eiderable  delicacy  and  anxiety.  We 
trust,  and  we  are  ready  to  believe,  that 
the  proposals  that  will  be  made  by  the 
Bossians  will  be  in  accordance  with  the 
declarations  which  they  made  before  the 
beginning  of  the  war ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say  what  may  be  the  effect  which 
these  hostilities  and  this  long  struggle 
may  have  had  upon  the  position  and 
Tiews  of  the  Bussians.  It  is,  therefore, 
necessary  that  we  should  maintain  an 
attitude  of  watchfiilness  and  reserve 
until  we  see  and  know  what  it  is  they 
are  prepared  to  demand.  The  answer 
cannot  be  very  much  lon^r  unknown  to 
na,  and  when  we  know  it,  we  shall  see 
more  clearly  where  we  are.  In  answer 
to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  may 


say  that  at  the  present  time  we  make  no 
immediate  proposals;  but  we  think  it 
right  to  warn  and  to  remind  the  House 
that  it  may  very  well  become  our  duty 
to  put  ourselves  into  a  position  to  take 
the  measures  of  precaution  that  may  be- 
come necessary.  I  speak  frankly.  It 
is  necessary  that  we  should  speak 
frankly.  We  have  no  wish  to  excite 
false  hopes,  on  the  one  side,  nor  to  give 
offence  on  the  other.  We  maintain  the 
views  which  we  have  always  taken  on 
this  matter.  We  desire  to  see  a  fedr, 
proper,  and  reasonable  settlement  of  the 
government  of  that  great  country — the 
Christian  Provinces  of  Turkey.  Wo 
have  done  what  we  could  by  reason, 
persuasion,  and  argument  to  bring 
about  an  amelioration  of  that  govern- 
ment. We  have  gone  further  tham  that, 
and  have  told  the  Porte  that  if  it  re- 
fused to  adopt  our  advice  and  that  of 
the  other  European  Powers,  we  could 
not  take  up  arms  to  defend  and  save  it 
from  the  consequences  of  its  own  folly. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  we  had  entered 
into  Treaty  arrangements,  among  which 
was  one  binding  upon  us  and  upon  the 
other  Powers,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, to  defend.  Turkey  from  attack  ; 
but  the  position  in  which  that  country 
has  placed  itself  has  been  this — that  she 
has  refused  and  resisted  all  the  recom- 
mendations that  were  made  by  those 
Powers,  and  therefore  those  Powers, 
finding  themselves  unable  to  induce  it 
to  adopt  them,  are,  of  course,  in  a  very 
different  position  from  that  which  they 
previously  occupied.  The  position  of 
the  Eastern  Question  is,  and  has  long 
been,  not  in  our  time  only,  but  for 
generations  past,  one  which  has  inte- 
rested not  one  or  two  coimtrios  only,  but 
the  greater  part  of  Europe.  That  ques- 
tion is  as  difficult  now  as  it  has  been  at 
any  previous  time.  It  will  require  the 
greatest  firmness,  the  greatest  caution, 
and  the  greatest  prudence  in  dealing 
with  it  and  in  endeavouring  to  settle  it. 
We  are  as  well  aware  as  you  are  of  the 
horrors  of  war.  We  are  as  anxious  as 
you  can  possibly  be  to  save  this  coun- 
try, or  to  save  any  other  portion  of 
Europe,  from  the  horrors  of  war.  We 
are  anxious  to  do  whatever  we  reason- 
ably and  possibly  can  to  put  an  end  to 
the  fearfid  war  that  has  been  going  on, 
and  which  has  certainly  led  to  so  many 
horrible  and  fearful  sufferings.  Bnt  wo 
must  take  care  lost,  in  our  anxiety  to 
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avoid  those  evils,  we  run  into  greater 
ones.  We  must  beware  lest  we  allow 
the  question  to  get  into  such  a  position 
as  to  lead  to  the  result  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred  to— that  of  the  possibility 
of  a  much  wider  andgreater  scope  being 
given  to  the  war.  We  believe  that  now 
18  the  time  when,  by  proper  action  and 
influence,  we  may  hope  to  localize  the 
war  and  bring  it  to  a  conclusion.  We 
are  earnestly  desirous  to  accomplish  that 
end.  We  have  no  secret  intentions  to 
play  the  coimtry  false,  or  our  Allies 
false,  or  Turkey  false.  We  have  no  de- 
sire to  adopt  any  other  policy  than  that 
which  we  have  declared.  It  is  a  policy 
which,  as  I  have  said,  has  been  already 
approved,  and  which,  I  believe,  the 
country  is  prepared  to  approve  still.  It 
is  one  which  I  admit,  and  which  I  call 
upon  you  to  admit,  is  one  of  difficulty 
and  delicacy  to  follow ;  but  it  is  not  one 
which  we  shall  be  able  to  follow  with 
success  unless  we  have  the  avowed  sup- 
port and  confidence  of  Parliament  and 
of  the  country.  If  we  are  to  be  con- 
tinually weakened  in  every  step  we  take, 
and  in  every  declaration  we  make,  by  in- 
sinuations, and,  indeed,  by  something 
more  than  insinuations,  that  we  are 
playing  false,  and  do  not  mean  what  we 
say,  no  one  can  answer  for  the  conse- 
quences. I  repeat  that  we  cannot  un- 
dertake to  carry  on  afi'airs  of  this  kind 
unless  we  are  properly  and  honestly 
supported.  I  venture  to  say  that  this  is 
a  question  involving  the  interests  of  this 
country  and  of  Europe.  I  say  that  the 
interests  of  Europe  are  not  disassociated 
from  those  of  this  country  in  this  matter 
. — are  not  separate  from,  and  are  cer- 
tainly not  opposed  to  them.  We  are 
not  desirous  of  prosecuting  a  selfish 
policy,  nor  of  obtaining  advantages  for 
ourselves  at  the  expense  of  others.  We 
desire  to  promote  that  which  has  been 
the  groat  object  and  boast  of  England. 
Wo  desire  to  promote  the  cause  of  free- 
dom, of  liberty,  and  of  peace,  upon  the 
largest  and  the  highest  scale.  When 
you  talk  of  the  possible  effacement  of 
England,  I  say  that  not  only  can  Eng- 
land herself  not  aflPord  to  bo  effaced,  but 
tliat  Europe  cannot  afford  that  she  should 
bo  effaced,  because  England  represents 


blessing  of  her  own  country,  but  of  the 
whole  of  Europe  and  the  world. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Directing  my 
eyes  for  a  moment,  to  the  dock,  I  per- 
ceive we  have  passed  what  I  may  call 
"  the  hour  of  expectation,"  and  that  we 
have  reached  wnat  I  may  term  "the 
hour  of  despair."  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  do  not  know  that  the  promise 
of  brevity  is  of  great  importance,  or  wiU 
be  very  welcome  to  the  House ;  but  I 
can,  after  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  promise  great  brevity,  and  with 
every  expectation  of  keeping  that  pro- 
mise. I  must  say  I  hardly  know  now 
to  express  my  thankfulness  for  the  de- 
bate we  have  had  to-night.  I,  with 
many  others,  had  found  £e  passage  in 
the  gracious  Speech  which  contains  the 
pith  of  the  Eastern  Question  an  enigma 
that  it  was  hardly  possible  to  solve ;  but 
I  own  I  read  it,  I  reluctantly  read  it — 
it  was  reluctantly  read  by  almost  all  my 
Friends,  and  it  has  apparently  been  also 
read  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address — as  implying  that,  in  the  view 
of  Her  Majesty  *s  Gbvemment,  the  time 
had  come  when  they  felt  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  make  to  Parliament  a  proposal 
for  an  increase  in  the  militaiy  establish- 
ment of  the  country  with  a  view  to  the 
present  state  of  the  Eastern  Question. 
That  was  the  construction  which,  so  far 
as  I  knew,  was  generally  put  within 
political  circles  upon  that  passage  of 
the  Speech.  Unless  I  am  much  misin- 
formed, that  construction  has  been  put 
upon  it  elsewhere — namely,  in  that  por- 
tion of  London  which  is  most  sensitive 
to  the  influence  of  political  rumour  and 
anticipation  of  the  immediate  ^ture. 
And  my  noble  Friend  evidently,  in  the 
speech  he  made,  spoke  imder  the  appre- 
hension that  that  was  the  only  interpre- 
tation that  could  be  placed  upon  the 
Speech.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  very  desirous 
not  to  hold  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  any 
words  that  he  has  used;  but  to  make 
sure  that  I  perfectly  understand  him,  I 
will  say  now  that  I  imderstand  him  to 
have  used  these  words — "Until  we 
know  the  Hussian  demands  and  con- 
ditions we  have  no  proposals  to  make." 
Let  my  rijzht  hon.  Friend  confirm  the 
accuracy  of  the  report  that  I  make  of 
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referred  to  in  the  course  of  the  present 
evening,  which  I  think  it  would  be  idle 
at  the  present  time  to  go  into.  For  in- 
stance, the  Mover  of  the  Address,  in  his 
able  and  interesting  speech,  referred  to 
proceedings  in  1870.  That  reference 
assisted  to  mislead  me  into  a  belief  that 
a  proposal  was  about  to  be  made,  and 
in  that  oase  it  would  have  been  my  duty, 
with  reference  to  the  proceedings  m 
1870,  of  which  I  possess  the  authentic 
record,  to  contend,  and  I  think  I  could 
demonstrate,  that  they  would  have  af- 
forded no  justification  whatever  for  such 
a  proposal.  There  was  another  point. 
I  will  not  follow  my  right  hon.  Friend 
into  the  historical  portion  of  his  speech, 
vhich  I  must  say  I  did  think  rather  un- 
historical ;  but  in  his  view  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  naturally  the  best  of  all 
pebble  Governments,  and  its  acts  have 
oeen  throughout  the  best  of  all  possible 
acts.  I  leave  him  in  possession  of  the  field, 
and  will  not  enter  on  any  subject  of  con- 
tention such  as  that.  But  he  appeared 
in  one  part  of  his  speech  to  intimate  or 
suggest  a  doctrine  which,  perhaps,  he 
did  not  mean  broadly  to  convey,  and 
which  I  should  be  sorry  if  he  were  to  be 
misonderstood  as  broadly  conveying. 
He  spoke  of  the  demands  that  Bussia 
had  made  at  the  commencement  of  the 
war,  and  said  it  was  material  for  us  to 
know  whether  any  further  demands 
wore  to  be  made.  I  think  many  would 
infer  from  the  language  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend — ^but,  I  hope,  will  untruly 
infer — ^that  he  intended  to  lay  down  this 
doctrine — ^that  Bussia  was  bound,  having 
obtained  xreai  success  in  warlike  opera- 
tions, to  Umit  her  demands  to  the  de- 
mands to  the  terms  for  which  she  was 
originally  willing  to  keep  the  peace. 
This  is  a  point  which  it  is  not  neces- 
bary  to  discuss  at  length  at  present. 
Such  a  doctrine  as  that  is  totally  un- 
tenable. It  is  contradicted  by  the  pro- 
ceedings of  every  Power,  Germany,  in 
1870,  had  to  begin  a  war  simply  be- 
cause she  was  not  willing  to  give  a 
pledge  binding  her  discretion  in  the 
future  with  respect  to  a  Spanish  mar- 
riage; but  when  she  succeeded  in  the 
war,  she  was  not  satisfied  with  requiring 
France  to  withdraw  the  demand  for  that 
pledge.  We,  in  1854,  commenced  war 
against  Bussia  because  the  Emperor  of 
Bnssia  would  not  accede  to  certain  very 
moderate  terms  we  endeavoured  to  im- 
pose upon  him ;  but  as  the  war  advanced 
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we  were  not  willing  to  keep  the  peace  on 
the  same  terms,  but  gradually  increased 
the  conditions  as  we  made  our  successes^ 
according  to  what  appeared  to  be  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  case  and  the  just  demands 
arising  out  of  the  military  situation. 
I  am  almost  safe  in  the  assumption  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  it  is  possible  to  hold  Bussia 
generally  to  the  terms  of  the  London 
Protocol  or  the  propositions  of  the  Con- 
ference at  Constantinople.  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  we  are  to  have  no  pro- 
posal until  the  Government  know  what 
are  the  Bussian  demands  and  con- 
ditions, and  until  they  know  whether 
these  demands  and  conditions  are  such 
as  they  may  think  require  action  upon 
their  part.  Then  my  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  it  right  to  warn  the  House 
in  case  a  necessity  of  coming  to  Par- 
liament to  ask  for  additional  moans 
should  arise.  I  will  make  no  com- 
plaint as  to  that.  It  is  a  frank  and  in- 
genuous proceeding.  He  has  immensely 
relieved  our  minds  by  giving  us  explicit 
assurances  that  the  case  has  not  yot 
arrived ;  and  to  that  warning  I  do  not 
think  I  can  give  a  more  fraii  reply,  or 
better  show  a  corresponding  spirit  than 
I  do  in  saying  that  we  take  it  as  it  is 
given ;  that  we  shall  reserve — I,  for  my- 
self, for  I  am  not  entitled  to  speak  for 
others,  shall  reserve  the  case  to  bo 
judged  upon  its  merits  when  it  occurs. 
I  confess  I  have  a  firm,  the  very  strong- 
est, opinion  that  the  circumstances  of  our 
own  position  would  not  justify  an  in- 
crease of  our  military  strength — that  it 
would  be  in  a  high  degree  dangerous 
and  injurious,  and  would  have  been  in 
glaring  contradiction  to  the  expressed 
wishes  of  the  country.  I  may  here  in- 
terpolate a  word  to  say  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  complains — and  I  do  not 
wonder  from  his  point  of  view  that  ho 
does  complain — of  the  manner  in'which 
misrepresentation  and  Party  action  have 
entered  into  the  course  of  discussion  on 
the  present  question.  I  hope  ho  will 
feel,  at  any  rate,  that  during  the  last 
month  that  has  not  been  the  case.  I 
can  assure  him  for  myself  I  have  'reso- 
lutely refused  many  and  many  a  demand, 
supported  by  every  possible  argument, 
that  I  shoiQd  undertake  to  point  out  the 
dangers  of  our  position,  and  be  myself 
the  mstnunent  in  eliciting  by  argument 
and  by  appearance  the  declarations  and 
the  views  of  the  people  of  England  on 
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the  subject  of  our  neutrality.  I  have 
steadily  declined  to  do  any  such  thing, 
'because  I  have  said — **  Let  us,  if  pos- 
sible, have  a  national  declaration."  My 
right  hon.  Friend  says  he  feels  ho  could  not 
go  forward  i^dthout  the  general  support 
of  Parliament  and  the  country.  I  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  the  strongest 
manner,  and  I  think  a  difference  of 
Party — a  great  contest  in  this  House, 
notwithstanding  your  large  majority,  of 
which,  of  course,  you  are  justified  in 
boasting — a  difference  of  Party  in  this 
House  on  a  question  of  foreign  policy, 
of  peace  or  war,  or  an  increase  of  mili- 
tary establishments  connected  with  the 
contingency  of  peace  or  war,  is  a  public 
evil  of  the  gravest  character,  and  one 
never  to  be  encountered  except  for  the 
sake  of  averting  some  other  and  yet 
much  greater  evU — namely,  the  dragging 
of  this  country  into  war — perhaps  of 
Europe  into  war — ^for  a  cause  not  sanc- 
tified by  justice.  I  think  I  need  not 
trouble  the  House  any  further  on  that 
matter.  My  right  hon.  Friend  warns  us 
in  a  friendly  spirit,  and  in  the  same 
friendly  spirit  we  warn  him,  that  the 
question  will  be  a  very  serious  one  in- 
deed, if,  upon  any  circumstances  resem- 
bling the  present  circumstances,  so  far  as 
we  know  them,  a  demand  of  this  kind  is 
made.  In  the  meantime  we  accept  with 
the  utmost  thankfulness  his  frank  de- 
claration. I  have  never  known  an  in- 
stance when  the  speech  of  a  Minister 
added  so  much — and  added  so  much  that 
is  satisfactory — ^to  the  Speech  delivered 
from  the  Throne.  And  as  it  is  the 
custom  by  form  of  ceremony  to  call  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  a  gracious 
Speech,  I  am  also  thankful  for  the 
gracious  speech  delivered  from  that 
Bench.  I  thank  my  right  hon.  Friend 
for  the  relief  he  has  given,  not  to  our 
minds  only,  but  to  the  mind  of  the 
country.  I  willingly,  indeed,  suppress 
and  reserve  all  the  criticism  I  might 
have  been  tempted  to  make  on  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  had  it  been  construed 
in  a  different  sense.  And  while  I  admit 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  naturally 


*' throw  aside  Party  differences,  and  have 
but  one  voice  "  on  the  Eastern  Question. 
Such  a  result  is  certainly  much  to  be 
desired,  if  only  that  one  voice  should  be 
in  the  right  direction ;  but  it  is  not  easy 
to  be  attained  inaEepresentative  Assem- 
bly of  a  people  which  has  lately  been 
distracted  by  public  meetings  and  torn 
by  agitation.  Of  the  existence  of  agita- 
tion for  tlie  last  few  months,  and  of  the 
meetings  which  were  hold  to  fan  it  and 
to  give  it  expression,  there  can  be  no 
doubt.  Concerning  the  causes  of  that 
agitation,  which  I  think  are  three,  it  is 
well  worth  our  while  to  inquire.  The 
first  cause  is  that  the  Government  failed 
to  lead  public  opinion.  The  people  re- 
mained in  doubt  until  their  anxiety  be- 
came unendurable.  They  yearned  for 
information,  and  longed  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  them  some  clue  as  to  the 
just  conclusion  to  which  they  should 
arrive.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  GK>vemmont 
to  govern,  or  lead  the  public  mind ;  and 
not  a  voice  of  undoubted  and  uncontra- 
dicted authority  was  heard.  Therefore, 
the  people,  after  waiting  for  some  time  in 
suspense,  took  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands,  and  judged  for  themselves  as 
best  they  were  able;  ecwxh  man  going 
astray,  as  his  feelings  or  his  interests 
misled  him.  The  second  cause  of  the 
agitation  was  the  unceasing  contradic- 
tions of  Ministers.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  spoke  in  Devonshire,  and 
said  that  he  saw  a  piece  of  blue  sky  in 
the  political  horizon,  and  that  peace  be- 
tween Turkey  and  Bussia  was  imminent. 
Three  or  four  days  afterwards,  Lord 
Salisbury  spoke  at  Bradford,  and  said 
that  no  blue  sky  was  visible,  but  that  all 
the  political  atmosphere  was  as  dark, 
melancholy,  and  dreary  as  the  atmos- 
phere of  that  manufacturing  town.  Then 
the  Postmaster  General  went  to  Ipswich, 
and  contradicted  both  of  his  Colleagues, 
pinning  his  political  faith  to  Lord  Pon- 
sonby  and  the  future  victories  of  the 
Turks.  Next,  we  had  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  in  Edinburgh ;  and  the 
only  positive  statement  he  made  was 
that  England  would  never  allow  a  sepa- 
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proposal  to  send  troops  to  Gtdlipoli,  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  on  this  side 
(the  Harness  of  Hartinp^n)  has  just 
alluded,  it  was  on  a  Friday,  the  20th 
of  July,  I  think,  that  the  news  came  of 
theBossians  having  crossed  the  Balkans. 
Orders  were  at  onc^  sent  to  our  military 
and  naval  stations,  commanding  troop- 
ships to  be  at  once  prepared,  and  troops 
to  me  unmber  of  10,000  men  to  be  as- 
sembled for  instant  embarkation.  Yet 
before  the  succeeding  Monday  these 
orders  were  three  times  countermanded 
and  three  times  re-enacted.  Three  times 
the  dockyard  labourers  were  bidden  to 
work  overtime,  and  three  times  thoy 
were  forbidden.  Then,  on  the  Monday, 
came  the  Ministerial  Statement,  that  the 
intention  was  only  to  '*  send  3,000  men, 
in  order  to  raise  the  garrisons  of  Malta 
and  Gibraltar  to  their  proper  comple- 
ment." The  same  contradiction  was  ob- 
serrable  in  the  refusal  to  sign  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
qnees  has  also  adverted.  Yet  I  differ 
from  him  in  his  estimate  of  that  act.  I 
think  that  the  Government  were  ri^ht 
in  refusing,  and  wrong  in  everything 
else  that  they  did.  They  refused  to  sign, 
because  they  refused  to  interfere  with 
the  sovereignty  and  independence  of  the 
Porte.  Why,  then,  did  they  agree  to  the 
mission  of  the  Consuls,  which  was  an 
illegal  interference  with  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Porte  ?  Why  did  they  con- 
sent to  the  illegal  interference  of  the 
Andrassy  Note?  On  that  occasion, 
January  18th,  Lord  Derby  wrote  a  de- 
^atch  to  the  Forte,  promising,  in  the 
names  of  England  and  of  Eussia,  that  if 
the  Saltan  would  sign  that  note,  nothing 
more  should  be  asked  of  him,  and  pledg- 
ing the  faith  of  England  in  that  case  to 
sopport  the  Turks  and  defend  the  inde- 
pendence and  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
£mpire.  Then  the  Conference  was  an- 
other illegal  interference.  There,  again, 
another  contradiction  arose;  for  every 
one  of  the  bases  of  the  Conference — 
vhich  were  propounded  by  Lord  Derby 
and  agreed  to  by  all  the  Powers — bases 
npon  which  alone  the  Porte  would  consent 
to  a  Conference— every  one  of  these  was 
▼iolated  in  the  Conference  itself.  The 
Protocol  of  London,  again,  was  a  most 
illegal  interference  with  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Porte,  and  a  contradiction 
of  our  policy.  By  means  of  the  Con- 
farence  and  Protocol,  we  endorsed  the 
Miift  hiUi  of  Busaiai  and  made  her  the 
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mandatory  of  Europe  for  the  defence  of 
the  Christians  in  those  parts,  and  taught 
all  Christian  sects  to  look  to  her  as  their 
sole  champion.  These  acts  were,  then, 
in  flagrant  contradiction  with  the  refusal 
to  sign  the  Berlin  Memorandum.  Then 
we  have  had  further  contradictions  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  this 
evening.  He  said — **  We  are  not  in 
isolation ; "  yet  the  Prime  Minister  said, 
on  August  1  st,  1 876,  that  we  wore  isolated, 
and  why  ?  *'  Because,"  he  said,  **  wo  re- 
fused to  interfere  with  the  indopondonce 
and  intogiity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire." 
Was  that  isolation  marked  last  November 
9th  at  the  Guildhall  ?  It  is  usual  on  such 
occasions  for  all  the  Ambassadors  to 
attend,  yet  on  that  occasion  only  one 
Ambassador  was  to  be  found — the  Otto- 
man Ambassador.  ''But,"  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said,  **  we  are 
not  more  isolated  than  the  other  neutral 
Powers,"  and  he  speciallv  mentioned 
Austria.  Has  he,  tnen,  forgotten  all 
about  the  Triple  Alliance,  in  which  the 
three  Empires  are  bound  closely  together 
in  one  unholy  conspiracy,  Austria  being 
one  of  them  ?  I  believe  I  might  have 
said  a  Quadruple  Alliance,  for  it  is  said 
that  Italy  is  another.  I  have  now  men- 
tioned two  of  the  causes  of  agitation — 
the  Government  did  not  lead,  and  the 
Government  confused  the  public  mind 
by  their  contradictions.  The  third  cause 
has  been  the  numerous  appeals  to  the 
people  to  hold  meetings,  in  order  to 
guide  the  Executive  and  overawe  Par- 
liament. These  appeals  were  invitations 
to  the  constituencies,  who  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  details,  and  no  qualifica- 
tions of  previous  political  training, 
sufficient  K)r  arriving  at  a  just  judg- 
ment. This  course  of  action  was,  m 
fact,  a  revolutionary  attempt  to  transfer 
the  executive  power  from  the  Sovereign 
to  the  people.  In  order  to  show  that  I 
am  not  exaggerating,  I  will  quote  one 
passage  from  the  manifesto  advising 
those  meetings,  which  was  issued  by 
the  **  National  Federation  of  Libert^ 
Associations."    It  says — 

"It  is  for  the  country  to  uso  the  interval 
before  the  meeting  of  Parliament  to  make  its 
voice  heard,  and  its  will  understood.  The  Houso 
of  Commons  needs  this  guidance  from  its  con- 
stituents. .  .  .  Parliament  requires  to  be  clearly 
informed  as  to  the  opinion  of  the  coimtry,  in 
order  that,  so  instructed  and  guided,  it  may  save 
England  from  a  policy  which  may  lead  to  war." 

This  manifesto  is  signed  ''  J.  Chamber- 
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lain,  President."  I  believe  he  is  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham.  Much 
has  been  said,  both  this  evening  and 
during  the  Recess,  about  **  British  in- 
terests," as  if  the  defence  of  these  was 
our  only  policy.  If  so,  we  have  drifted 
away  from  both  of  the  lines  of  policy  so 
clearly  laid  down  a  little  more  than  a 
yetir  ago.  Two  policies  wore  then  pro- 
mulgated, which  were  contradictory,  and 
both  intelligible.  The  first  was  enun- 
ciated by  Mr.  Disraeli  at  the  Guildhall, 
on  November  9,  1876,  and  the  other 
was  proclaimed  at  St.  James's  Hall  on 
December  8  of  the  same  year.  The 
first  was,  that  we  are  bound  in  honour 
to  fulfil  our  engagements  and  stand  by 
our  rights,  and  observe  treaties ;  so  that, 
as  a  necessary  corollary,  we  were  called 
upon  to  defend  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  which 
we  guaranteed  in  the  Treaties  of  1856. 
This  policy  seems  to  have  had,  at  first, 
the  support  and  adherence  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), for,  on  August  1,  1876,  after 
statinff  that  the  war  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  EussianBevolutionary  Com- 
mittees, he  concluded  in  these  words — 

"  I  am  not  ashamed  to  sa^  that  I  desire  the 
maintenance  of  tfie  territorial  integrity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.  I  do  not  see  how,'  if  that 
is  broken  up,  we  can  ayoid  very  smous  diffi- 
culties and  dangers." 

The  second  and  contradictory  line  of 
policy  was  that  we  should  not  fulfil  our 
engagements  and  not  support  treaties, 
but  should  join  Bussia,  and  send  our 
Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles — contrary  to 
treaty  stipulations  —  and  prevent  the 
passage  of  Turkish  armies  into  Bul- 
garia. This  was  a  policy  of  coercion 
on  Turkey.  Its  friends  gave  it  the 
ouphemious  title  of  **  insisting  that  Tur- 
key should  fulfil  her  promises."  What  ? 
insist  on  Turkey  fulfilling  her  verbal 
promises,  while  we  violate  our  written 
engagements!  Its  enemies  called  this 
policy  the  <'bag-and-bag^ge  policy," 
Again,  its  friends  defended  it  by  saying 
that  it  was  Canning's  policy — ^namely, 
''joining  Bussia  in  order  to  control  her 


every  step  further,  such  as  this  was, 
must  mean  war.  Thus,  the  Liberal  Party 
gave  up  the  second  intelligible  policy  as 
untenable,  and  fell  into  the  policy  of 
peace;  while  the  Conservative  Party, 
on  the  same  day,  gave  up  the  first 
policy,  and  stood  up  for  "  British  inte- 
rests." Thus,  the  two  intelligible 
lines  of  policy  —  the  south  pole  and 
the  north  pole  of  policy,  were  insensibly 
or  senselessly  abandoned.  The  one 
Party  said  that  their  aim  had  merely 
been  the  amelioration  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Christian  Provinces.  The 
other  Party  pointed  to  Layard's  despatch, 
and  to  Forbes's  article  in  Ths  Nineteenth 
Century^  to  prove  that  the  condition  of 
the  Christians  had  been  excellent  until 
the  Bussians  invaded  the  country,  and 
was  now  deplorable.  They  further  said 
that  the  condition  of  the  Christians  can. 
be  ameliorated  only  in  peace,  and  that  the 
Constitution  was  a  great  step  towards  it. 
Then  the  other  Party  retorted  on  the 
Government — "You  signed  the  An- 
drassy  Notej  you  were  represented  at 
the  Conference;  you  appended  Lord 
Derby's  name  to  the  Protocol,  thus  en- 
dorsing a  casus  belli  for  Bussia,  and 
making  her  the  mandatory  of  Europe  in 
fighting  Turkey ;  therefore,  while  pre- 
tending to  be  Kussia's  adversary,  you 
havebeen'playingBussia's  game."  Those 
were  the  two  intelligible  poles  of  po- 
licy; and  they  have  both  been  aban- 
doned ;  while  the  two  Parties  appear  to 
have  coalesced  on  **  conditional  peace," 
and  ''British  interests;"  or  peace  on 
condition  that  British  interests  should 
not  be  attacked. 

If  you  take  your  stand  on  British  in- 
terests, you  should,  at  all  events,  be 
careful  to  enumerate  them  all;  for,  if 
some  of  them  drop  out,  as  they  did  in 
that  declaration  by  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  that  by  Lord  Derby  in  May  last, 
then  they  are  sure  to  be  disregarded 
whenever  the  peace  shall  be  oonduded. 
One  interest  wnich  has  not  been  enume- 
rated is  our  commercial  interest.  By  a 
Betum  presented  to  the  House  last  year, 
and  called  "Imgort  Duties  on  British 
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u  90  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  the  average 
being  82-82  per  cent.  That  is,  Turkey 
encourages  our  trade,  while  the  duties 
in  Boflsia  are  nearly  prohibitive.  Is  it 
not,  then,  very  much  our  interest  to 
maintain  tho  territorial  integrity  of 
Toikey,  and  keep  every  part  of  it  fi'om 
coming  under  Kussian  domination? 
Another  interest  which  has  not  been 
enumerated  is  our  interest  in  prevent- 
ing the  aggrandizement  of  Eussia ;  in 
prerenting  any  Turkish  Provinces  from 
being  absorbed  by  Russia.  That  this  is 
car  interest  cannot  be  doubted,  for  it 
was  for  this  that  we  expended  so  much 
blood  and  treasure  in  the  Crimean  War. 
In  18.54  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  (Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
said — 

"  I  i^rehend  that  what  we  think  to  secure 
bythe  war  is  not  the  settlement  of  any  question 
regarding  the  internal  government  of  Turkey, 
u  this  will  be  a  work  for  many  years ;  but 
than  is  the  danger  of  the  absorption  of  the 
Turks  by  Russia,  which  will  bnng  upon  us 
jfraater  e\'il8  than  those  which  already  exist. 
Thia  we  are  called  upon  to  resist  by  every 
means  in  our  power.*' 

In  December,  1877,  a  letter  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  dated  December  11, 
was  published  in  The  Timee^  in  which 
lie  reiterates  that  statengient,  adding — 

**  The  immediate  object  of  the  war  in  1854 
was  to  repel  the  aggression  of  Russia  upon 
Tnrkey.  .  .  .  The  war  aimed  at  repressing  a 
violation  of  law." 

^0  aggrandizement  of  Prussia  in  1866 
now  costs  Austria  about  £20,000,000  a- 
year,  and  Austria  remains  her  slave. 
The  aggrandizement  of  Germany  in 
1871  now  costs  France  about  the  same 
sum,  and  France  is  the  slave  of  Ger- 
many through  fear;  and  do  you  think 
that  the  aggrandizement  of  Eussia  will 
cost  you  nothing  ?  If  Russia  should  be- 
come master  of  the  Black  Sea,  or  domi- 
iiant  in  Armenia,  extending  her  influ- 
enee  perhaps  as  far  as  Antioch,  she  will 
threaten  Syria,  and  Egypt,  and  your 
Suez  Canal.  The  very  fear  of  such  a 
thing,  the  possibility  that  she  may  some 
day  lOake  one  of  her  wonted  aggressions 
in  that  direction,  would  compm  you  to 
nudntain,  not  a  few  soldiers,  as  you  do 
now,  but  a  large  army  such  as  can  be 
obtained  by  conscription  alone ;  and  this 
umy  must  be  ready  to  repel  an  ag- 
S'OMion  at  any  moment.  We  live  in 
an  ialand,  and  have  no  borders  but  salt 
vtter;  therefore,  we  have  no  tradition, 


much  less  a  personal  experience,  of  whai 
is  meant  by  having  an  aggressive  Power 
hovering  on  our  frontier.  We  know  no- 
thing oi  the  relations  of  hostile  States 
whidi  are  in  contact ;  and  therefore  it  is 
that  we  are  heedless.  There  is  another 
British  interest  which  has  not  been  enu- 
merated. There  is  such  a  thing  as 
being  held  in  consideration  by  other 
States.  For,  unless  a  State  is  so  held — 
unless  it  is  respected — its  wants  and 
wishes  are  sure  to  be  disregarded  by  all 
the  Powers  of  Europe.  This  applies 
most  particularly  to  India.  Mr.  Layard, 
in  his  despatch  of  May  30,  has  taken 
another  ffround,  by  which  he  shows  the 
danger  of  any  annexation  by  Hussia  in 
Armenia.  I  will  confine  myself  to  the 
groimd  of  our  being  held  in  considera- 
tion by  other  States.  We  have  a 
small  army  in  India,  by  which  we  hold 
in  check  many  millions  of  alien  races. 
We  hold  down  a  vastly  superior  num- 
ber because  they  respect  and  fear 
us.  One  of  our  generals  commanded  in 
Kars,  in  1856 ;  and  when  Kars  was 
taken,  the  Native  races  thought  that 
Bussia  must  be  very  strong,  and  we 
must  be  very  weak.  The  Persians  at 
once  began  to  intrigue  against  us  ;  and 
the  AfEjghans  plotted  ;  and,  in  1857,  wo 
had  the  Indian  Rebellion.  It  was  not 
without  reason,  then,  that  Bussia  sent 
word  to  Shore  AH,  last  November,  as 
soon  as  Kars  was  taken.  For  it  is 
foolish  to  assume  that  there  is  no  solida- 
rity in  Islam.  On  the  contrary ;  every 
effect,  whether  of  irritation  or  contempt, 
which  is  produced  on  the  Mussulmen  in 
Turkey,  is  sure  to  be  found  also  in  tho 
Musstdmen  of  India.  We  have  heard 
lately  of  the  great  subscriptions  which 
poured  in  from  our  Indian  Mahomme- 
dans,  and  their  addresses  to  the  Sultan, 
which  Lord  Salisbury  did  his  best  to 
repress ;  that  was  a  result  of  solidarity. 
This  solidarity  wasf  moreover,  proved  in 
the  Eastern  Papers,  xviii.  of  1855 ;  for 
Lord  Stratford — as  shown  by  a  despatch 
of  January — threatened  the  Sultan  that, 
unless  he  would  accede  to  our  views,  tho 
Mussulmen  of  India  should  be  mal- 
treated. As  this  solidarity  exists,  it 
becomes  more  than  ever  important,  in 
view  of  our  hold  in  India,  that  we 
should  be  held  in  respect  and  considera- 
tion ;  for  if  we  irritate  the  Turks,  we 
prepare  for  ourselves  hatred  in  Hindo- 
stan  ;  and  if  the  Turks  learn  to  despise 
us,    we    shall   be  held    in    contempt 
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throughout  India.  For  this  reason;  I 
suppose — I  mean  to  lessen  the  consi- 
deration in  which  we  are  held — ^Bussia 
and  Prussia  have  lately  subjected  us  to 
snubs  and  insults.  For  example,  the 
RuskiMir  had  this : — 

"The  intcresta  of  England,  which  had 
hitherto  embraced  the  whole  of  Turkey,  both 
in  Europe  and  Asia,  have  suddenly  collapsed, 
and  are  now  concentrated  only  in  one  point — 
Constantinople.  Kars,  Erzeroiim,  Trebizond, 
the  Euphrates  VaUey,  and  the  famous  *  Road  to 
India ' — ^aU  lately  the  representativee  of  British 
interests — became  of  no  importance  to  England 
directly  the  Kussian  arms  triumphed  in 
Armenia." 

The  German  Press  branded  us  as  ''  a 
fish-blooded  people,"  and  treated  us 
with  ''unmitigated  contempt,"  saying 
that  **  Gortchakofif  treated  Turkey  as  a 
sick  man,  while  Bismarck  regards  Eng- 
land as  a  sick  old  woman."  Again,  it 
informs  us  that  the  Czar  *'  will  not  allow 
England  to  take  an  active  part  in  the 
eventual  restoration  of  peace." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  this 
evening  has  strongly  deprecated  the 
assertion  that  ''  the  country  is  not  in 
earnest."  I  ask  you  whether  you  are 
in  earnest,  even  when  British  interests 
are  involved  —  I  speak  not  of  moral 
interests,  such  as  a  name  for  honour,  a 
desire  to  be  just  and  fulfil  our  engage- 
ments, and  so  forth;  but  I  speak  of 
defending  our  material  interests,  and  I 
ask  you,  are  we  in  earnest  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  our  interests  have  been  vague 
and  fiitting,  like  ignes  fatui.  When  did 
we  first  hear  of  British  interests  ?  The 
big  bow-wowing  began  when  Bussia 
was  forced  to  retreat,  and  when  the 
Postmaster  General  said,  on  the  faith  of 
Lord  Ponsonby's  assertion,  that  the 
Turks  were  strong,  and  the  Bussians 
were  weak,  and  that  the  Turks  would 
be  a  match  for  the  Bussians.  Well,  in 
November,  Kars  was  taken.  We  im- 
mediately heard  that  ''  Kars  is  of  no 
consequence."-  In  December,  Erzeroum 
was  invested ;  at  once  your  British  in- 
terest gentlemen  exclaimed — ''What 
does  it  matter  ?  even  if  the  Bussians  get 
Trebizond,  it  will  make  no  real  differ- 
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get  Constantino]ple,  so  much  the  better." 
Then  some  excited  or  timorous  gentry 
in  London  proposed  to  throw  open  the 
Dardanelles  to  ship  of  war.  "By  all 
means,"  said  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman, 
"  provided  they  do  not  ask  us  to  throw 
open  the  Thames."  Thus  we  performed 
a  sort  of  strategical  movement  with 
our  British  interests.  As  the  Bussians 
advanced,  our  interests  executed  a 
masterly  retreat.  We  may  think  that 
we  are  in  earnest;  but  will  either 
Europe  or  Asia  imagine  that  we  are  in 
earnest?  We  folded  our  arms  while 
Turkey  fought  for  our  interests;  and 
when  Turkey  got  the  worst  of  it,  and 
our  interests  went  down,  one  by  one,  we 
folded  our  arms  and  said — "  What  does 
it  matter  ?  "  The  net  result  of  all  this  is, 
that  we  have  made  an  enemy  of  Bussia 
without  weakening  her,  and  raised  the 
hopes  of  Turkey  and  then  deferred 
them,  and  made  her  heart-sick  ;  while 
our  disregard  of  Treaties  and  engage- 
ments has  averted  from  us  every  tdly 
in  Europe  and  Asia.  But  why  do  we 
talk  of  British  interests,  instead  of 
asserting  British  rights  ?  Why  hanker 
•after  material  interests,  instead  of 
taking  our  stand  upon  Treaties,  which 
make  or,  at  least,  define  our  rights? 
Let  me  ask  you,  are  our  interests  and 
rights  co-extensive  ?  If  so,  why  prefer 
the  names  of  interest  and  expediency  ? 
And  why  be  ashamed  to  speak  of  right, 
and  justice,  and  law  ?  Do  you  say  tney 
are  not  co-extensive?  Are  our  rights 
larger  than  our  interests,  and  will 
you  fight  for  the  latter  only?  Then 
you  are  prepared,  in  a  craven  manner, 
to  yield  some  of  our  rights,  and  without 
our  consent.  Or  are  our  interests  larger 
and  more  extensive  than  our  rights? 
Then  you  intend  to  fight  for  interests 
where  we  have  no  right.  So  it  follows 
that  you  are  either  weak  and  cowardly, 
or  dishonest  and  criminal.  Our  rights 
are  determined  by  the  Treaties  of  1856 
and  1871,  so  far  as  the  Eastern  Question 
is  concerned.  Are  they  binding,  or  are 
they  not  ?  If  so,  you  are  bound  to  fight 
for  the  independence  and  integrity  of 
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you  have  folded  your  arms.  Now,  when 
Turkey  is  beaten  and  wants  to  make 
peace,  you  say — **  Oh,  no  ;  please  to 
observe  the  Treaties  which  we  signed. 
Please  not  to  '  enlai^e  your  terms^  " — 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
suggested — "but  observe  the  faith  of 
Treaties."  Is  not  that  pitiful,  mean, 
di^raceful,  dastardly,  and  despicable? 
England  has  hiJi;herto  opposed  lawless- 
n^8.  When  Napoleon  I.  set  law  aside, 
we  fought  him  for  20  years,  through  a 
great  war,  against  all  Europe  combined; 
and  we  freed  Egypt  and  Spain  from 
French  legions,  and  Europe  from  thral- 
dom. When  Nicholas  wished  to  over- 
ride Europe  wo  fought  him.  On  that 
occasion  the  Queen — according  to  Vol. 
111.  of  the  Life  of  the  Prince  Consort,  by 
Theodore  Martin  —  wrote  these  noble 
vords  to  the  King  of  Prussia — 

"The  Great  Powers  have  been,  since  the 
Peace  of  1  SI 5,  the  guarantors  of  Treaties,  the 
guardijuis  of  civilization,  the  champions  of 
right,  the  ultimate  arbitrators  of  nations.  If 
Pnuca  renounces  the  obligations  of  her  place 
among  the  Great  Powers,  and  if  her  example 
dioald  find  imitators,  European  civilization  is 
abandoned  as  a  pla>'thing  to  the  winds." 

Alas!  since  that  time,  in  1859,  we  disre- 
garded law,  and  justice,  and  Treaties; 
and  again  in  1866  and  in  1870 ;  and  the 
Triple  Aliance  is  the  result.  Lately  we 
▼iiiked  at  the  Revolutionary  Slav  Com- 
mittees, and  did  not  call  on  Austria, 
under  the  Treaty  of  April,  1856,  to  stop 
the  war ;  which  she  could  easily  have 
done,  by  sending  a  corps  d*armie  to  the 
Carpathians,  which  would  have  forced 
the  Russians  to  retreat.  And  then  we 
did  all  the  illegal  acts  which  I  have 
already  mentioned.  What  is  now  the 
state  of  Europe  ?  Count  Andrassy  said, 
the  other  day,  to  the  Commission  of 
Hungarian  Deputies,  that  **  Treaties,  in 
these  days,  are  of  no  value,  except  in  so 
far  as  supported  by  material  force." 
Prince  OortchakofiTs  official  paper,  the 
other  day,  argued  that  he  might  make  a 
•eporate  peace  with  Turkey,  setting 
aade  the  Treaties  of  1856  and  1871, 
beoaose  that  the  Treaties  of  Vienna  and 
other  Treaties  had  repeatedly  been  set 
aside  without  the  consent  of  the  con- 
tncdng  parties.  That  is,  because  wrong 
has  b^  done,  therefore  it  should  be- 
come the  genial  rule.  Lord  Derby,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  uttered  much  the  same 
opinion  on  February  8th  and  on  April 
Idtii,  laat  year.    From  this  disregard  of 


Treaties  and  law,  there  results  a  great 
instability  in  the  relations  of  the  Sreat 
Powers,  while  there  is  no  security  at  all 
—as  Hanover  has  found  out — for  the 
smaller  and  weaker  States.  If  it  were 
not  for  this  disregard  of  Treaties,  the 
Triple  Alliance  against  us  could  not  now 
exist.  You  talk  of  your  policy  being 
peace!  But  how  can  you  make  peace 
without  a  Treaty  ?  and  how  can  a  peace 
be  lasting  if  Treaties  are  not  observed  ? 
If  we  had  taken  our  stand  upon  Treaties 
from  the  first  there  would  have  been  no 
war ;  not  a  shot  would  have  been  fired, 
nor  a  sword  would  have  been  drawn  in 
Europe;  otherwise,  why  was  it  neces- 
sary for  the  Russians  to  entangle  us  first 
in  the  missions  of  the  Consuls,  then  in 
the  Andrassy  Note,  then  in  the  Con- 
ference, and  then  in  the  Protocol?  If 
she  could  have  done  it,  she  would  have 
acted  without  regarding  us.  But  she 
could  not  do  so  without  the  necessity  for 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  to  go  to  Con- 
stantinople to  menace  and  bluster,  while 
the  Earl  of  Derby  staid  at-home  and 
folded  his  arms  and  sighed.  Perhaps 
you  will  say  to  me  that  you  have  feared 
all  along  that  Germany  would  pounce 
upon  France  and  HoUand  as  soon  as 
our  hands  should  be  full  in  war;  and 
you  will  tell  me  that  Germany  induced 
the  poor  French  voters  to  elect  a  Radical 
Ministry  through  fear  that  if  they  elected 
a  '*  Clerical"  or  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, Bismarck  would  march  his  armies 
into  France,  as  he  felt  sure  that  such  a 
Ministry  would  ally  itself  with  Austria 
and  France  and  put  down  Russia  at  the 
Carpathians,  and  break  up  Germany  in 
Poland.  If  you  tell  me  this,  I  will  say 
that  this  reveals  Bismarck's  fear;  and 
his  fear  is  your  policy.  The  true  policy 
for  this  country  was  that  announced  by 
the  Prime  Minister  in  November,  1876 
— ^to  observe  your  engagements  and  sup- 
port your  Treaties.  Do  you  fear  war  ? 
Fear  isolation  more,  and  the  shame 
which  will  cling  to  you  and  lessen  your 
consideration  in  Europe.  You  have  been 
cajoled,  bamboozled,  outwitted  in  diplo- 
macy; be  not  now  scared  by  the  hobgob- 
lin of  Germany  and  bugbear  of  Russia. 
For  20  years  you  carried  on  a  war  ag^ainst 
all  Europe  and  America,  and  gloriously 
withstood  their  whole  power.  But  there 
were  men  in  England  in  those  days.  In 
1848  the  Russians  helped  to  put  down 
the  Hungarian  rising ;  and  Bem,  Dem- 
binski,  Kossuth,  and  Casimir  Batthyany 
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escaped  into  Turkey.  Their  extradition 
was  demanded  on  the  ground  of  high 
treason ;  Turkey  refused  to  violate  the 
rights  of  asylum.  Whereupon  Austria 
and  Bussia  declared  war  upon  Turkey. 
England  and  France  merely  sent  their 
fleets  to  the  Dardanelles,  without  mov- 
ing a  soldier  or  horse ;  and  Austria  and 
Bussia  instantly  withdrew  their  demands 
and  made  peace.  ''But  now  there  is  a 
triple  league  or  conspiracy,"  you  say? 
Austria  has  her  reckoning  to  pay  to 
Bussia  for  keeping  France  m>m  helping 
her  in  1866,  when  Prussia  attacked  her ; 
and  France  has  her  reckoning  to  pay  to 
Bussia  for  keeping  back  Austria's  help 
in  1870,  when  Prussia  attacked  her. 
Both  Austria  and  France  suffer  under 
the  same  slavery  of  fear ;  they  are  slaves 
that  wait  on  Bussia  and  Qermany; 
and  you  feel  the  same  slavery,  as  you 
fear  that  Prussia  will  poimce  on  Holland 
and  Belgium  and  Denmark.  Fear  not ; 
take  your  stand  on  Treaties ;  and  all  the 
small  States  will  be  with  you,  as  Treaties 
are  their  onlv  security ;  and  France  and 
Austria  will  be  with  you.  Count  Beust 
proposed  it,  last  June,  to  you.  I  was 
greatlv  struck  by  manifestos  in  the 
official  paper  of  Austria,  the  IVemden- 
blattf  of  r^ovember  and  December.  The 
first  was  in  these  words — 

**No   second   peace  of  Adrianople 

Europe,    and    especially    Austria,    will    never 

pcrnut  it All  pe^es  of  all  nationalities 

of  the  Austrian-Hungarian  monarchy  are  ready 
to  make  the  greatest  efforts  and  the  greatest 
sacrifices  in  order  to  prevent  a  separate  peace 
which,  in  placing  Turkey  in  complete  de- 
pendence on  Russia,  would  damage  our  most 
vital  interests." 

In  December  I  read — 

"  We  are  told  that  the  Cabinet  of  Vienna 
recently  applied  to  the  Cabinet  of  London  asking 
its  aid  m  maintaining  the  rights  of  the  Powers ; 
but  that  these  overtures  met  with  nothing  but 
apathy  on  the  part  of  England.  We  are  wuling 
to  believe  this,  especially  after  Lord  Derby's 
speech We  should  be  most  unjust  to- 
wards Austria  were  we.to  place  her  inaction  on  a 
par  with  that  of  England.  Austria  is  in  a  most 
difficult  position;  and  external  and  internal 
obstacles,  almost  insurmountable,  hinder  her 
from  adopting  an  energetic  policy.  She  is  en- 
tangled in  the  alliance  of  the  three  Emperors. 
....  As  for  England,  she  is  entirely  free  to 
act ;  she  boasts  that  she  is  ten  times  as  rich  and 
powerful  as  when  alone  she  fought  against  the 
universal  monarchy  of  Napoleon,  and  that  if  she 


Bussia  and  O^many  may  be  strong  in 
soldiers,  but  financially  and  socially  tney 
are  very  weak ;  and  in  these  directions 
you  have  an  enormous  advantage.  We 
are  the  only  Power  which  has  not  sys- 
tematically trampled  upon  Treaties. 
Russia  and  Germany  asked  us  to  join 
their  conspiracy,  and  take  Egypt  for  our 
share.  We  refused  to  do  so.  Let  us 
not  then  fall  between  two  stools.  We 
have  abjured  injustice  ;  let  us  take  our 
stand  upon  right,  and  not  lie  prostrate 
and  commit  our  secret  sins  in  seclusion. 
We  shall  only  alienate  all  allies  by  our 
selfishness,  and  acquire  contempt  by  our 
weakness.  In  this  spring-tide  of  your 
fancied  security,  I  tell  you  that  an  ebb 
of  troubles  is  near.  A  voice  of  warning 
and  of  sorrow  I  raise,  although  I  stand 
alone.  My  words,  I  see,  are  unheeded, 
and  their  sense  doesnot  reach  your  minds ; 
but  these  words  will  be  preserved,  and 
will  be  remembered  when  you  have  been 
softened  by  misfortunes  and  rendered 

docile  bydespair.      

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  now 
that  the  debate  upon  that  portion  of  the 
Address  which  referred  to  foreign  afiairs 
had,  apparently  with  die  general  con- 
sent of  uie  House,  come  to  a  conclusion, 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  some  matters 
of  great  importance  nearer  home,  and 
to  beg  leave  of  the  House  to  amend  the 
Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
paragraph — 

"That  we  humbly  represent  to  Your  Ma- 
jesty that,  while  we  arc  glad  to  observe  thai 
the  questions  of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  and 
Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland  are  to  be 
broiight  before  Parliament,  and  while  we 
await  information  on  the  nature  and  scope  of 
the  proposals  which  may  be  submitted,  we 
humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  we  shall 
regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the 
earliest  opportunity  in  the  present  condition  of 
public  affairs,  to  consider,  m  a  wise  and  con- 
ciliatory spirit,  the  national  demands  which  the 
Irish  people  have  repeatedly  raised." 

There  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides,  of  the  House  who  might  not 
agree  with  the  political  views  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Butt) ;  but  he 
was  sure  they  would  be  sorry  to  learn 
that  his  heal&,  long  tried  by  intellectual 
labour,  had  rendered  it  impossible  for 
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and  learned  Friend.  He  had  known 
his  habits  for  man j  years,  and  he  knew 
that  he  was  to  be  found  at  his  desk  at 
7  o'dock  in  the  morning  and  was  en- 
gaged in  intellectual  labour  the  whole 
of  the  day,  and  that  he  placed  his  ser- 
Tioes  at  the  disposal  of  almost  everyone 
vho  asked  for  them.  There  was  not  a 
as^e  branch  of  English  literature  which 
be  had  not  touched  and  adorned.  He 
had  not  only  written  an  excellent  novel, 
as  in  this  respect  resembling  the  Prime 
Minister;  but  he  had  edited  classical 
works  and  written  the  best  history  of 
Italy  of  modem  times,  besides  many 
woAs  on  political  economy  and  other 
sabjects  outside  of  his  profession.  There- 
fore it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that 
&e  hon.  and  learned  Member  should 
now  be  somewhat  jaded  in  health,  and 
he  trusted  the  House  would  accept  his 
aasorance  that  it  was  with  great  diffi- 
dence tiiat  he  accepted  the  duty  of  mov- 
ing that  Amendment.  In  1874,  after 
the  (General  Election,  which  was  the  first 
election  under  the  Ballot,  a  number  of 
Lriah  Members  were  returned  imder  the 
name  of  the  Home  Eule  Party,  and 
they  had  remained  a  united  Party  up  to 
the  present  time.  On  the  occasion  of 
the  l^peech  from  the  Throne  in  that  year 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lame- 
lick  moved  an  Amendment  to  the  Ad- 
dress in  much  the  same  terms  as  those 
in  vhich  he  had  now  moved.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Qreen- 
▼ieh  (Mr.  Gladstone)  made  a  very  fair 
statement  on  that  occasion,  and  asked 
why,  if  they  complained  of  so  many 
things  in  the  government  of  Ireland, 
they  did  not  ask  the  House  in  a  practical 
way  to  remedy  those  grievances  by  bring- 
ing in  Bills  dealing  with  them.  In  pur- 
suance of  that,  a  settled  policy  of  the 
Hnd  had  been  undertaken  imder  the 
leadership  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ha  for  Lmierick,  and  the  Irish  Members 
had,  at  any  rate,  now  freed  themselves 
fr«n  the  stigma  that  they  would  not  say 
what  Uiey  wanted.  They  had  introduced 
Session  after  Session  a  series  of  BiUs 
<^eariy  setting  forth  what  were  the  wants 
of  Ireland.  They  had  stated  that  the 
laws  and  privileges  of  the  three  coun- 
tries were  not  the  same,  and  they  claimed 
£w  Ireland  equal  rights  and  privileges 
with  England  and  Scotland.  They  had 
introduced  a  BiU  to  assimilate  the  fran- 
chise of  the  two  countries,  a  Bill  to 
improye  the  registration  of  votes,  and  a 


Bill  to  repeal  an  Act  which  did  not  exist 
in  England — ^the  Convention  Act.  There 
were  other  Bills  introduced,  some  of 
them  merely  designed  to  assimilate  the 
laws  of  the  three  countries.  They  had 
been  told  in  1874  that  Parliament  was 
quite  ready  to  remedy  any  inequality, 
and  they  were  continually  told  that 
Ireland  had  the  same  laws  and  privileges 
as  England,  but  that  she  wanted  a  great 
deal  more.  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, however,  did  not  appreciate  their 
position.  To  take  the  right  of  voting. 
In  the  towns  of  Liverpool  or  Manchester 
there  were  a  greater  number  of  Parlia- 
mentary voters  than  in  all  the  towns, 
cities,  and  boroughs  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land put  together.  In  Ireland  there 
were  only  60,000  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise in  l^e  boroughs.  In  Ireland  only 
one  out  of  20  had  the  vote,  whilst  in 
Eiffland  one  out  of  every  eight  had  it. 
Dublin,  with  its  267,000  inhabitants, 
had  only  12,000  voters,  while  Leeds, 
with  its  260,000,  returned  48,000  voters. 
Limerick,  with  its  50,000  inhabitants, 
had  only  1,947  electors,  while  Gates- 
head, a  town  with  oidy  48,000  inhabit- 
ants, had  upwards  of  11,000  voters. 
Parliament  had  been  asked  to  redress 
these  things,  but  they  had  repeatedly 
refused.  Then  as  to  the  municipal  fran- 
chise. Cork  had  100,000  inhabitants, 
and  only  2,000  were  entitled  to  the 
municipal  franchise,  while  Swansea,  with 
only  80,000,  had  12,500  voters.  Lime- 
rick, with  50,000  inhabitants,  had  only 
1,100  persons  entitled  to  the  mimicipal 
franchise,  but  Gateshead,  with  its  48,000 
persons,  had  10,000  interested  in  muni- 
cipal voting.  Leeds  again,  with  260,000 
inhabitants,  had  52,000,  but  Dublin, 
with  267,000,  had  only  5,284  voters  on 
the  municipal  roll.  There  were  many 
other  similar  cases  of  disparity.  He 
now,  therefore,  solemnly  asked  the  House 
whether  the  Irish  people  could  be  con- 
tented with  that  state  of  things  ?  They 
had  been  told  that  a  General  Election 
might  soon  take  place,  and  he  would  ask 
if  Parliament  was  going  to  send  them 
back  for  election  under  the  present  fran- 
chise ?  Would  a  refusal  to  amend  it  be  a 
message  of  conciliation  or  of  justice  ?  The 
registration  of  voters  in  Ireland  again 
seemed  to  be  managed  for  the  express 
purpose  of  preventmg  people  having 
votes  who  were  entitled  to  them.  Then 
there  was  the  question  of  education. 
Irish  education  was  a  hite  noir  in  that 
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House.  They  had  asked  lor  a  reason- 
able University  education  for  the  great 
masses  of  the  Lrish  people.  No  less  than 
54  of  the  Irish  Eepresentatiyes  as  against 
14  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
and  the  Gk)vemment  rejected  it,  and  no 
proposal  was  made  to  meet  them.  They 
were  now  oflfered  what  they  did  not  at 
the  moment  press  for — namely,  inter- 
mediate education  —  although  it  was 
quite  true  that  intermediate  education 
was  in  a  miserable  state — but  it  was 
proffered  to  them  in  this  way  just  in 
order  that  the  demand  of  the  Irish 
people  might  as  usual  be  shirked.  The 
tactics  of  file  English  Government  were 
traditional  and  cdways  the  same — to  trail 
a  red  herring  across  the  scent — ^if  the 
Irish  ask  for  University  culture,  offer 
them  grammar  schools ;  if  they  ask  for 
a  share  of  middle-class  educational  en- 
dowments, talk  to  them  of  Universities 
and  common  schools.  With  respect  to 
the  other  measures  which  were  intro- 
duced by  Irish  Members,  he  should  not 
say  more  than  this  —  that  they  were 
totally  misunderstood  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  especially  on  the  question 
of  all  others  which  touched  the  Irish 
people — namely,  the  question  of  the 
ri^ht  to  manage  their  own  local  af- 
fairs. He  had  often  been  astonished  at 
the  misrepresentation  of  this  question. 
It  had  been  declared  that  what  they 
were  asking  for  was  a  total  separation 
of  Irelcmd  from  England,  as  much  so 
as  the  separation  of  France  and  Ger- 
many. They  asked  for  no  such  thing. 
They  asked  for  nothing  more  than  the 
right  to  manage  the  internal  affairs  of 
Ireland,  in  an  Irish  Assembly  or  Parlia- 
ment which  should  deal  exclusively  with 
Irish  local  affairs.  England,  under  the 
Home  Rule  proposal,  would  have  the 
control  of  the  Army  and  Navy  just  as 
now.  She  would  have  as  many  soldiers 
and  as  many  ships  around  the  coasts  as 
she  had  now.  The  Irish  Parliament 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  foreign 
affairs  or  with  the  affairs  of  the  King- 
dom as  a  United  Empire.  They  would 
be  debated  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  all  that  their  proposals  would  effect 
would  be  to  relieve  the  House  of  a  great 


given  this  power  to  Canada;  it  ezivted 
still  more  fully  in  Jersey  and  (Juemsey, 
and  it  was  universal  throughout  the 
States  of  America.  Their  demand  for 
the  introduction  of  State  Legislatures -as 
they  existed  in  America  was  worthy  of  a 
more  accurate  and  careful  study  than  it 
had  received  from  the  House  of  Commons. 
With  what  cheers  had  every  Minister 
been  received  who  had  opposed  these  pro- 
posals, often  upon  most  futile  and  pre- 
posterous groimds.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Braoford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  thought  he  had  completely 
snuffed  out  the  Home  Rule  proposal 
when  he  said  that  such  a  thing  would 
require  a  written  Constitution,  and 
there  never  had  been  a  written  Consti- 
tution in  England.  A  written  Consti- 
tution existed  in  every  other  Constitu- 
tional country  in  the  world,  and  all  that 
would  be  required  would  be  a  written 
Constitution  in  so  far  as  it  referred  to  the 
particular  business  to  be  transacted  by 
the  local  Legislatures.  That  was  no  an- 
swer, and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  was  received  with  cheers  as 
though  it  were  conclusive.  There  was, 
indeed,  a  lamentable  ignorance  of  Irish 
affairs.  Nobody  ever  thought  of  going 
to  Ireland  to  study  its  condition,  yet 
everyone  thought  they  knew  how  to 
deal  with  it.  When  an  Eastern  Ques- 
tion arose,  hon.  Gentlemen  took  flight 
to  study  the  question  on  the  i^t 
But  how  many  had  gone  over  to  Ire- 
land? It  seemed  almost  incredible 
that  the  responsible  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  had  never  cared  to  go  to  the 
coimtry  which  had  given  them  so  much 
trouble.  He  would  promise  them  if 
they  went  they  would  be  well  received. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had 
favoured  them  with  his  presence  last 
autumn.  Although  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  many  bitter  things 
about  the  religion  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, n6  single  word  had  been  uttered 
against  him  whilst  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
people  were  generous  as  well  as  brave, 
and  their  gratitude  for  the  benefits  he 
had  conferred  upon  them  alone  was  re- 
membered when  he  was    their  guest. 
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fltrong  reaaon  why  the  Irish  people  were 
BO  patriotic.     If  the  House  of  Commons 
eoold   understand    the  fervour  of  the 
patriotism  of  the  Irish  people  they  would 
00  justice  to  them  and  to  their  religion. 
He  now  turned  to  another  matter.    The 
Oovenmient  had  lately  done  something 
which  for  the  life  of  him  he  could  not  un- 
derstand.   Would  they  explain  why  the 
mOitaiy  prisoners  had  heen  set  free  at  a 
time  when  no  one  was  asking  them  to 
confer  that  boon,  and  after  aU  nope  had 
been  given    up   that   the  Government 
▼oold  yield  to  the  entreaties  of    the 
Irish  nation  ?     It  was  an  instance  of 
the  hideous  inopportuneness  of  all  their 
conduct    When  138  Irish  and  English 
Members  asked  the  Government  to  re- 
lease these  unfortunate  men  they  were 
refused  with  scorn  and  contimielyy  and 
in  words  of  anger  and  insult.    They 
would  have  thanked  Her  Majesty  for 
the  concession  had  the  prisoners  then 
been  amnestied ;  but  now  they  knew  that 
the  release  was  due  to  a  Httle  cloud  in 
the  East.     If  he  might  be  allowed  to 
applv  the  words  of  an  historic  letter  he 
wrald  say — "  The  boon  you  gave  had  it 
been  early  had  been  kind ;   but  it  has 
been  delayed  until  we  are  indifPerent 
and  cannot  enjoy  it,  for  we  know  that  it 
has  been  extorted  by  your  fears,  and 
that  it  has  not  sprung  from  your  love. 
To  one  unhappy  man,  moreover,  it  has 
Gome  too  late--disease  did  its  work  in 
your  dungeons.  The  common  vanquisher 
of  disease  has  set  the  captive  spirit  free." 
The  conviction  was  universal  in  Ireland 
that  the  prisoners  would  never  have  been 
rdeased  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  Bussian 
War,  and  under  that  conviction  gratitude 
would  be  out  of  place.  He  trusted,  how- 
erer,  that  by  the  adoption  of  the  para- 
graph he  had  sufi^gested  as  an  addition 
to  tne  Address,  the  House  would  send  a 
message  of  conciliation  to  Ireland.    Let 
^  House  remember  the  words,  and  en- 
dofse  the  sentiments  of  Sir  Bobert  Peel, 
who,  in  proposing  the  Maynooth  Grant 
in  1845,  when  trouble  with'America  was 
in  the  air,  said — 

"  On  the  &T  horison  of  the  West  there  arises 
» ciood— a  cloud,  small  indeed,  bat  threatening 
totimrtonns. 

"When  I  made  the  declaration  to  a  Foreign 
IWer  that  if  our  rights  were  invaded  we  were 
Aetanauned  and  poreparod  to  maintain  them,  I 
ooniM  thai  when  I  did  make  that  declaration  I 
£d  ncollect  with  satisfaction  and  consolation 
tbt  the  day  before  I  had  sent  a  message  of 
pnoetohsiand." 


He  moved  the  Amendment  pledging  the 
House  to  endeavour  to  imderstand  and 
weigh  the  just  and  reasonable  com- 
plaints of  the  Irish  people  and  their 
claims  to  equal  laws  and  privileges. 

Mb.  M.  BkOOKS  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. He  expressed  the  hope  that  the 
spirit  of  sanctified  justice  which  the 
n^ht  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had 
alluded  to,  would  prevail  in  order  to 
allay  the  wide  spread  and  deep-seated 
dissatisfaction  now  prevalent  in  Ire- 
land. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  following  para- 
graph:— 

"We  humbly  represent  to  Yotir  Majesty 
that,  while  we  are  glad  to  observe  that 
the  questions  of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  and 
Intermediate  Education  in  Ireland  are  to  be 
brought  before  Parliament,  and  while  we 
await  information  on  the  nature  and  scope  of 
the  proposals  which  may  be  submittea,  we 
humbly  assure  your  Majesty  that  we  shall  re- 
gard it  as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the  earliest 
opportunity  in  the  present  condition  of  public 
alrairs,  to  consider,  m  a  wise  and  conciliatory 
spirit,  tiie  national  demands  which  the  Irish 
people  have  repeatedly  raised." — (JTr.  Menry.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Qal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  in  the  com- 
plaint that  the  Qovemment  had  not 
shown  sufficient  interest  in  the  great  and 
national  demands  of  Ireland,  judging 
their  intentions  from  the  expressions  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  to  an  act  of  the  Government 
with  which  his  name  had  been  associated 
— ^he  referred  to  the  partial  amnesty  of 
the  Fenian  or  political  prisoners.  Ho 
was  not  at  all  displecused  at  the  response 
to  one  expression  of  opinion  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  When  he 
expressed  the  view  that  it  was  owing  to 
the  imminence  of  war  that  the  Femans 
had  been  liberated  he  was  met  with 
**  No,  no,"  from  the  Opposition  benches. 
He  was  dehghted  to  find  that  the  motives 
which  actuated  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  of  a  very  different  character, 
and  he  trusted  the  Government  would 
show  they  had  not  been  influenced  by 
fear,  and  that  if  there  should  be  no  war 
they  would  complete  the  good  work  by 
opening  the  pnson  doors  to  the  other 
poUticfd  prisoners.    Beference  might  be 
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possibly  made  as  to  the  maimer  in  whioh 
the  liberated  prisoners  had  been  reoeiyed 
in  Ireland.  He  wished  to  say,  however, 
that  the  accounts  which  appeared  in  The 
TimM  and  other  London  newspapers 
were  characterized  by  their  inaccuracy^ 
he  would  not  say  untruthfulness.  De- 
spite the  authority  of  the  correspondent 
01  liiat  paper,  it  was  not  true  that  the 
public-houses  of  Dublin  had  contributed 
largely  to  the  throng  of  people,  and  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  could  say  their 
reception  was  most  cordial.  Indeed, 
generally  speaking,  The  Ttmea  corre- 
spondent was  remarkable  for  his  inac- 
curacy, and  could  not,  even  by  accident, 
stumble  upon  the  truth.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor  rower)  complained  of  the 
cruel  and  imjust  treatment  to  which 
these  prisoners  had  been  subjected,  and 
last  Session,  when  the  Prisons  Bill  came 
to  the  House,  he  brought  forward 


e  subject,  and  on  that  occasion  he  read 
some  of  the  letters  written  by  the  pri- 
soners, which  had  been  got  out  of  the 
prison  in  spite  of  the  prison  authorities. 
In  the  case  of  Colour-Serjeant  McCarthy, 
who  had  died  since  his  release,  a  very 
Conservative  jury  had  declared  that  his 
death  had  been  accelerated  by  the  treat- 
ment he  had  received  in  prison.  He 
had  been  acquainted  with  McCarthy, 
but  had  he  not  known  when  he  met  him 
on  Kingston  quay  that  he  was  44  years 
of  age,  he  snould  certainly  have  sup- 
posed that  he  was  74.  He  never  saw 
such  a  wreck  of  what  was  once  a  fine 
specimen  of  a  man.  If  McCarthy  had 
been  a  man  of  weak  constitution  to 
begin  with,  there  would  have  been  no 
surprise  that  12  years'  penal  servitude 
should  have  told  so  marvellously  upon 
his  health.  The  treatment  he  had  re- 
ceived was  inhimian  and  wholly  im- 
necessary  for  the  repression  of  any  sort 
of  political  crimes.  Although  the  doctor 
had  recommended  that  M'Carthy  should 
be  removed  to  an  invalid  prison,  that 
recommendation  had  been  overruled  by 
the  directors.  As  long  as  the  present 
system  lasted  men  would  be  treated 
harshly.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
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tniBted  that  thematterwould  be  taken  up 
in  earnest.  Hehadseentheotherprisoners 
— ^Davitt,  O'Brien,  and  Chambers,  who 
were  all  young  men  when  they  went  into 
prison  10  years  ago,  but  now  they  were 
completely  broken  in  health.  A  system 
that  could  reduce  men  to  such  a  condi- 
tion in  so  short  a  time  was  totally  inde- 
fensible, and  the  House  would  not  con- 
sent to  the  continuance  of  such  a  system. 
There  was  to  be  a  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into  the  condition  of  convict  prisons ; 
he  hoped  the  Commissioners  would  havo 
full  powers  of  inquiry  into  all  the  modes 
of  pimishment  in  convict  prisons,  and 
especially  that  to  which  political 
prisoners  were  subject.  He  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  on  an  early  day 
to  move  for  the  repeal  of  those  parts  of 
the  Prison  Felony  Act  which  allowed 
the  infliction  of  harsh  punishments  on 
political  offenders.  That  Act  was  in- 
troduced in  the  interests  of  humanity. 
There  had  been  of  late  frequent  con- 
troversies as  to  what  really  constituted  a 
political  prisoner,  and  he  again  invited  \ 
the  Government  to  consider  me  question. 
They  had  set  at  liberty  several  prisoners, 
but  there  yet  remained  some  eight  men 
more  whose  cases  deserved  attention. 
Two  of  these  were  connected  with  the 
attack  upon  the  police-van  in  Manches- 
ter, when  Pobce-serjeant  Brett  was 
Idlled.  This  occurrence  he  had  on  a 
previous  occasion  in  that  House  de- 
scribed as  an  accident,  and  he  repeated 
the  statement.  The  shot  which  killed 
the  policeman  was  fired  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  breaking  a  lock  in  order  to 
the  release  of  certain  prisoners  who 
were  seated  in  a  prison-van.  It  had 
been  frightfully  vindicated  by  the  sacri- 
fice of  three  lives  upon  the  public 
scaffold,  and  it  was  quite  time  that  those 
men  who  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  it  should  be  released.  Another 
of  the  political  prisoners  was  the  man 
convicted  of  having  fired  at  Talbot,  one 
of  the  greatest  scoundrels  Ireland  ever 
produced — a  wretch  who  in  the  employ 
of  the  Government  w^it  about  the 
country  swearing  in  yoimg  men  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Fenian  Confederacy,   and 
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ooglit  to  be  now  amnestied,  vlien  it 
would  not  be  in  the  power  of  anyone  to 
question  the  motires  of  the  Gh)vemment 
in  taking  that  ccnirse.  Furthermore,  he 
hoped,  in  oondnsion,  that  when  the 
libieiation  had  taken  plaoe,  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  the  whole  subject 
of  prison  dlBoipHne,  more  especially  as 
itjaffected  political  prisoners.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  House 
of  Commons  wished  to  disperse  the  dis- 
affeetion  in  Irish  hearts  mey  must  cer- 
tainly change  their  policy. 

Mr,  MacOAETHY  entreated  the 
House  in  this  troublesome  time  and  at 
tiiis  exceptional  Session,  not  to  i^efuse 
to  Irelana  the  message  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  MemlTer  for  Galway 

Sit.  Mitehell  Henry).  The  late  Lord 
aeanlay,  speaking  firom  that  front 
bench,  had  charactorized  the  dealings  of 
this  HouBO  with  Ireland  as  one  long 
series  of  disastrous  blunders.  The  lan- 
hiage  was  strong ;  but  he  supposed  that 
most  hon.  Members  would  admit  its 
sabstantial  accuracy,  f"  Hear,  hear! "] 
He  was  glad  that  they  had  the  candour 
80  honourable  to  English  gentlemen  of 
admowledging  past  errors;  but  he 
would  remind  them  that  they  had  also 
a  faculty,  not  quito  so  charming,  of  for- 
giring  tiiemselves  those  errors  and  pro- 
ceeding to  new  legislation  with  as  serene 
a  confidence  as  if  they  never  committed 
an  error  at  all.  They  insisted  on  manag- 
ing Irish  a£Eiairs ;  they  generally  made  a 
mess  of  them,  and  they  blamed  Ireland 
for  the  result.  Under  their  management 
ereiy  Irish  interest — ^material,  intellec- 
tual, and  moral — had  suffered.  Take  the 
agricultural  interest,  the  chief  material 
interest  of  the  country.  Of  20,000,000 
acres  of  Irish  arable  land  more  than  two- 
thirds  were  not  tilled  at  all,  but  allowed 
to  drift  into  pasture.  A  million  of  culti- 
vable acres  was  not  even  in  pasture — ^it 
was  absolutely  waste.  De  Lavergore, 
the  first  agriculturist  in  Europe,  esti- 
mated that  it  would  require  an  ezpendi- 
tore  of  £100,000,000  to  put  the  Irish 
soil  into  the  same  condition  as  the  soil  of 
France  or  Belgium.  Until  a  late  period 
the  landlord,  as  the  great  Edmund  Burke 
said,  virtually  told  me  Irish  peasant  that 
he  should  improve  and  confiscate  his  im- 

rement  for  the  good  of  the  landlords, 
latter  times  this  law  had  been 
amended ;  but  in  proof  that  such  con- 
fiscation was  still  possible,  let  them  look 
to  the  slopes  of  the  Galtees.    There,  by 
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labours  and  privations  so  severe  that 
their  recital  moved  to  tears  many  who 
heard  it,  the  peasants  had  created  little 
spots  of  culture  on  the  bleak  hill  side, 
and  under  the  law  as  it  now  stood  such 
property  was  inequitably — nay,  to  use  the 
famous  words  of  the  late  Prime  Minister, 
'*  feloniously  confiscated."  Turn  now  to 
the  manufacturing  interests.  That  had 
peculiar  claims  on  the  House,  because 
in  the  evil  days  of  old  the  House  had 
destroyed  the  manufactures  of  Ireland. 
That  destruction  had  not  been  affected 
accidentally — ^it  had  been  done  deliber- 
ately. It  was  not  done  by  Administrators 
only — it  was  done  by  the  Legislature.  It 
had  not  been  done  for  a  brief  period, 
but  persistently  year  after  year.  Act 
after  Act,  for  dreary  centuries  of  inso- 
lent outrage  and  cruel  wrong.  Of  course, 
everyone  regretted  this;  but  what  had 
been  done  to  repair  the  ruin  so  created  ? 
Nothing  whatever.  The  wooUen  trade, 
which  was  destroyed,  was  never  revived. 
In  neariy  every  Continental  country,  as 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
lately  pointed  out,  the  State  had 
endowed  and  superintended  a  system 
of  technical  instniction,  and  to  this  in- 
struction his  Lordship  attributed  the 
growing  superiority  of  Continental 
manufacturing.  In  Germany  there  was 
a  complete  system  from  the  village 
schools  to  the  Polytechnical  University. 
Nothing  of  that  sort  had  been  done 
for  Ireland.  Technical  instruction  was 
almost  unknown.  Turn  to  the  educa- 
tion of  the  country,  and  they  must  admit 
that  under  their  management  it  had 
drifted  into  the  most  lamentable  con- 
dition. Elementary  education  was  de- 
fective in  principle  and  unsatisfactory  to 
all  concerned.  As  to  intermediate  edu- 
cation, the  Crown  Commissioners  re- 
ported that  out  of  a  population  of 
6,500,000  there  were  only  17,000  youths 
who  enjoyed  it  in  any  decree  whatever, 
and  the  Commissioners  characterized  it 
as  a  reproach  and  shame  not  only  to 
Ireland  but  to  the  Empire.  As  to  Uni- 
versity education,  it  was  still  in  the  con- 
dition characterized  by  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  as  miserably  and  scandalously 
bad.  But  underlying  these  and  a  hun- 
dred other  grievances  and  blunders, 
there  was  the  primal  one  of  denying  to 
Ireland  the  reasonable  control  over  its 
own  affairs,  which  was  the  first  condition 
and  prime  essential  of  civil  liberty.  Give 
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to  Ireland,  as  Sir  Qeorffe  Qrey  advised, 
a  State  Legislature  and  a  State  Execu- 
tive, and  seoTire  thereby  the  residence  of 
its  ablest  men  in  the  country;  open  a 
fair  field,  as  Ministers,  legislators,  and 
orators,  to  its  best  and  wisest  men, 
affording  from  the  same  source  occupa- 
tion to  Irish  architects,  sculptors,  and 
painters;  secure  a  resident  aristocracy 
of  worth,  talent,  and  wisdom,  and  it 
would,  at  the  same  time,  restore  the 
wealth,  the  trade,  and  the  commerce  of 
Ireland.  Dumb  Ireland  would  then 
speak  again ;  half-inanimate  Ireland 
would  again  awaken  to  a  national  life 
and  breathe  the  breath  of  hope  and  free- 
dom, whilst  accustoming  the  Irish  to 
the  management  of  their  own.  affairs, 
they  would  be  educated  in  that  political 
knowledge  which  would  enable  them  to 
put  an  end  to  the  ills  which  afflicted 
them,  the  causes  and  the  cure  of  which 
none  could  know  as  weU  as  themselves. 
Mr.  O'CLERY  drew  attention  to  what 
ho  considered  a  grave  omission  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  There  was  no 
reference  to  the  desirability  of  inviting 
Irishmen  at  this  critical  time  to  take 
part  in  the  defence  of  their  country  in 
the  same  way  as  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men were  permitted  to  do  so — ^in  other 
words,  to  enlist  the  services  of  Irishmen 
in  Volunteer  corps.  The  right  to  bear 
arms  in  the  defence  of  one's  country 
was  recognized  by  nearly  every  countiy 
in  the  world,  and  indeed  in  many  coxin- 
tries  it  was  a  duty  rigidly  enforced. 
The  public  papers  told  how  since  the 
Russo-Turkish  war  the  Volimteer  corps 
in  England  had  increased  with  the  pro- 
bability of  war,  and  also  the  efficiency 
of  the  Volunteers  had  increased.  All 
this  time,  however,  there  was  no  refer- 
ence to  Ireland,  although  Ireland  was 
a  factor  in  the  question  which  could  not 
be  ignored.  It  had  come  to  be  under- 
stood among  foreign  nations  that  the 
weak  point  in  the  armour  of  Great 
Britain  was  Ireland,  yet  there  was  no 
attempt  to  repair  that  weakness.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  Ireland  must  appear 
much  the  same  to  England  that  Poland 
was  to  Russia.  Poland  was  Russia's 
weak  point,  and  Austria  had  the  power 
of  checking  Russia  and  striking  a  sword 
at  her  heart  by  inciting  an  insurrection 
in  Poland  through  Gdlicia.  He  knew 
it  would  be  denied  by  the  (Jovemment 
that  Irelcmd  was  a  weak  point,  and  that 
Irishmen  could  be  trusted  as  they  were 
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trusted  before  in  the  wars  of  Napoleon 
the  First.  If  that  were  so,  he  aaked 
again  why  not  permit  Irishmen  to  form 
themselves  into  Volunteer  corps  to  bear 
arms  as  citizens  were  allowed  in  Eng^- 
land?  It  might  be  said  that  Irekuid 
could  not  be  trusted  because  of  the 
religious  differences  among  the  people 
and  the  animosities  sometimes  rising  to 
the  height  of  passion.  But  to  that  ho 
replied  that  in  three  Provinces  nothing 
like  a  riot  ever  rose  out  of  a  reUgions 
difference,  and  in  Ulster,  he  was  glad 
to  say,  the  spirit  of  faction  was  fast  dis- 
appearing. If  this  was  really  a  reason, 
then,  the  Government  might  deny  right 
to  bear  arms  to  those  districts  where 
rioting  might  be  expected.  The  history 
of  Hungary  afforded  an  instructive  les- 
son. In  1849  the  Himgaricm  Parlia- 
ment and  Crown  were  &stroyed  with 
armed  force  by  Austria,  and  the  national 
forces,  the  Honveds,  were  disbanded 
after  the  struggle.  The  present  Govern- 
ment, although  they  were  entering  upon 
the  fifth  year  of  their  power,  could  not 
point  to  a  single  Act  or  Am^idment 
affecting  the  people  of  Ireland  during 
their  tenure  of  power.  How,  therefore, 
could  those  who  represent  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  let  this  occa- 
sion pass  without  drawing  the  attention 
of  English  and  Scotch  Members  to  the 
failure  to  complete  the  promises  to  Ire- 
land ?  If  they  wished  to  conciliate  the 
people  of  Ireland  and  put  an  end  to  the 
agitation  for  a  Parliament  in  Ireland, 
should  not  their  course  be  to  try  and 
take  away  every  grievance?  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  question  of  the 
land.  At  the  present  moment  there  was 
more  agricultural  distress  than  there 
ever  had  been  before  the  war  with  Rus- 
sia. After  the  crushing  disaster  of 
Sadowa,  one  of  the  first  acts  of  Austria 
was  to  restore  to  the  Honveds  their  right 
to  bear  arms.  Such  a  message  to  Ireland 
would  be  conciliation  of  the  greatest, 
safest,  and  best  kind,  in  the  face  of  events 
that  might  occur. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
that  he  was  sorry  there  was  no  response 
from  the  opposite  Benches,  even  though 
an  adverse  one.  When  the  present  (So- 
vemment  came  into  power  with  their 
large  majority  they  haa  a  fine  opportu- 
nity for  conciliating  Ireland,  and  many 
thought  they  woidd  make  use  of  it.  For 
the  nrst  two  Sessions,  therefore,  Irish 
Members  took  little  part  in  the  discus- 
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I  of  the  HouB6.  In  1878,  howeyer. 
The  Tms9  called  attention  to  an  ingenious 
derice  by  which  Irish  Members  con- 
triTed  to  bring- in  so  many  Bills  that 
■one  could  be  brought  in  by  Scotch  and 
bat  few  by  Engluh  Members.  The 
House  womd  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
the  Gbvenunent  opposed  all  those  Bills, 
every  one  of  which  except  two  merely 
asked  the  House  to  give  Ireland  the  same 
laws  which  existed  in  England.  Let  the 
Honse  obeerye  the  different  way  in  which 
matters  a£Eecting  Ireland  and  England 
were  dealt  with  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  While  in  the  case  of  England 
it  was  said  that  a  Bill  would  be  laid 
before  the  House  upon  the  subject  of 
Oounty  GKryemment,  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land all  that  was  said  was  that  attention 
would  be  inyited  to  the  subject  of  Inter- 
mediate Education  and  the  Grand  Jury 
Laws.  The  people  of  Ireland  wanted  a 
Catholic  Uniyersiiy,  but  all  that  the 
Oovemment  offered  to  them  was  a 
scheme  of  Intermediate  Education.  Not 
a  single  moyement  had  been  made  by 
tiie  Qoveinment  since  1876  in  the  direc- 
tion of  assimilating  the  franchise  in  the 
two  countries.  There  were  more  eject- 
ments upon  notices  to  quit  than  at  any 
foimer  period.  The  Government  were 
supporting  the  exactions  from  the  pea- 
santry, against  whom  there  never  was 
in  the  memory  of  man  a  single  crime 
hdd  to  their  charge.  He  did  not  know 
whether  hia  hon.  Friend  would  eo  to  a 
division  upon  this  Amendment,  but  he 
thought  a  very  strong  case  had  been 
made  out  why  there  should  be  a  division 
on  this  Address.  There  was  a  total 
absence  of  everything  they  had  asked 
for  in  Ireland.  He  hoped  it  would  go 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  they  did 
not  oome  over  here  to  hear  platitudes 
about  the  war,  but  to  do  their  duty.  If 
there  was  any  real  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Oovemment  to  redress  the  griev- 
tnces  of  Ireland  and  to  remove  the  causes 
whieh  led  directly  to  political  agitation, 
they  would  have  brought  forward,  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment,  measures 
similar  in  their  character  to  those  which, 
when  introduced  by  Bepresentatives  of 
Irish  constituencies,  haa  only  been  re- 
jected by  comparatively  small  majorities. 
He  hoped  that  besides  calling  attention, 
•s  was  promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
to  the  subjects  he  had  referred  to,  mea- 
itres  would  be  introduced  with  the  h<md 
M  intention    of    removing  the  well- 


founded  causes  of  complaint  which 
existed  in  Ireland  on  both  those  ques- 
tions. 

Major  O'GOBMAN  :  Sir,  eiffht  or  ten 
Irish  Members  have  spoken,  but  not  a 
single  Member  of  the  Government  has 
had  the  ordinary  decency  to  rise  and 
reply  in  defence  of  their  conduct.  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  Debate  be  adjourned 
till  Monday  next 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Major  O^Oorman.) 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH : 
Sir,  I  am  perfectly  prepared,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  to  reply  to  tne  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway.  I  am 
simply  waiting  for  the  proper  time  to 
rise.  I  noticed  that  there  were  several 
hon.  Members  anxious  to  address  tho 
House,  and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  aware  that  it  is  usual  for  the  Bepre- 
sentatives of  the  Government  to  rise  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  debate.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  will  allow  the  debate  to 
proceed. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  that  the  way 
in  which  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  been  treated  would 
be  received  in  Ireland  in  a  w^  which 
he  would  not  characterize.  Her  de- 
mands were  listened  to,  but  thought  no 
more  about.  The  important  question  they 
had  been  discussing  was  ignored  alto- 
gether not  only  by  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment but  by  English  and  Scotch  Re- 
presentatives, not  one  of  whom  had  risen 
to  address  the  House  in  reference  to  it. 
The  Irish  people  would  deeply  feel  tho 
conduct  of  the  House  in  declining  to 
discuss  Irish  questions.  The  principal 
demand  of  the  Irish  people  was  that 
they  should  be  allowed  the  management 
of  their  own  affsurs  in  their  own  House 
of  Commons  in  Dublin ;  and,  after  what 
had  occurred  on  the  present  occasion, 
they  would  not  trust  their  affairs  in  the 
hands  of  that  House.  During  the  last 
100  years  no  step  had  ever  been  taken 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
except  when  England  was  placed  in  a 
dangerous  position.  Even  now  it  had 
assuned  a  most  extraordinary  character. 
Last  Session  they  asked  them  to  grant 
an  amnesty  to  the  remaining  Irish  ]X)li- 
tical    prisoners.      This    request,   made 
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with  moderation,  was  refused  with  in- 
sult; but  some  three  months  later  some 
of  them  had  been  released.     Why  was 
the  request  granted  in  that  manner? 
One  of  them,  in  appearance  quite  an 
old  man,  though  10  years  his  (Mr.  Red- 
mond's) jimior,  was  so  broken  down  and 
emaciated  by  disease  that  if  they  could 
have  seen  him,   tiiey  could  have  felt 
nothing  but  kindness  and  the  desire  to 
mitigate  his  affliction — ^yet  he,  to  the 
very  last  hour  of  his  imprisonment,  was 
subjected    to  all  the  horrors  of  hard 
labour  and  the   other  punishments  of 
penal  servitude.     He  had  since  died, 
and  he  asked  them  whether  they  thought 
the  spectacle  such  a  man  presented  to 
the  Irish  people  of  English  justice  and 
English    clemency  was   one    that    was 
likely  to  cherish  feelings  of  affBction  for 
England  ?    We  had  been  talking  lately 
a  great  deal  of  the  unjust  acts  of  people 
abroad,  but  the  ill-treatment  which  this 
man  had  received  was  most  disgraceful. 
Ho  would  say  that  if  it  were  thought 
that  the  demands  which  were  comprised 
in  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  satisfied  with  any  tinkering  of 
measures  they  would  be  deceived.  Some 
people  said  that  Home  Rulers  asked  too 
much ;    but  they  said  so  in  ignorance. 
A  vast  number  of  the  Irish  people,  let 
him  tell  the  House,  said  the  Home  Killers 
asked  for  too  little.    And  they  said  the 
Home  Rulers  did  not  ask  it  in  the  right 
way.     They  said  that  the  grievances  of 
Ireland  would  never  be  remedied  by 
Constitutional  agitation.      He    himself 
was  opposed  to  desperate  courses;  but 
he  could  assure  the    House,   however 
they  might  think  the  demands  he  had 
alluded  to  were  exaggerated,  that  the 
day  woidd  never  come  when  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  retire  from  them.     He 
contended  that  the  Home  Rulers  were 
the  only  Constitutional  Party  in    the 
Kingdom,  and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
not  in  Ireland  have  nirther  trouble,  but 
that  justice  would  be  granted  without 
civil  timiult,  bloodshed,  or  rebellion. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  a  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
GFalway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  I  was 
not  in  the  House  when  the  hon.  Member 
made  an  allusion  to  the  release  of  the 
Fenian  convicts.  I  understand  that  he 
said  they  were  released  on  account  of 
the  political  situation  of  Europe  at  the 
present  moment. 

Mr.  Redmond 


Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  said 
that  was  the  impression  current  in  every 
cottage  in  Ireland. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  That  is 
practically  the  same  thing.  The  im- 
pression is  published  by  a  Member  of 

this  House,    

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  I  share 
in  it  myself. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  It  is  for 
that  reason  I  have  to  state  why  the  men 
were  liberated.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.   O'Connor  Power)  wiU  re- 
member   that   when    the   matter    was 
brought  forward   two  years    ago,    the 
Prime  Minister,  who  was  then  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  alluded  simply  to 
the  case   of  Michael  Davitt,  and  said 
that  although  we  did  not  see  our  way  to 
letting  him  out,  as  we  were  asked,  there 
were  circumstances  which  induced  the 
Government  to  take  a  more  favourable 
view  of  the  case  than  they  had  done 
before.      Davitt's    fellow-prisoner    had 
served  a  period    of    seven   years,  and 
Davitt's  own  sentence  was  14  years,  in 
consequence   of  something  that  trans- 
pired at  his  trial,  to  which  I  will  not 
allude.     I    think  the    Prime    Minister 
stated  that  the  case  of  Davitt  would  be 
considered  by  the  Government  in  due 
time.      But    when    the    hon.   Member 
brought  forward  his  Motion  last  year  I 
had  the  honour  of  communicating  with 
him  on  the  subject,  and  I  stated  that  the 
(Government  had  taken  this  case  fairly 
into  consideration  and  that  he  would 
find  before  long  that  Davitt  would  be  re- 
leased.   The  fact  was  his  fellow-prisoner 
on  a  shorter  sentence  had  been  already 
released,  and  the  Government  thought 
two  Sessions  ago  that  Davitt  would  have 
had  a  fair  commutation  of  his  sentence 
if  he  were  released  at  the  end  of  two 
years    more    than  his  fellow-prisoner. 
That  was  the  conclusion  to  wnich  the 
Government  came,  and  when  the  time 
came    round  I  signed   the    order    for 
his    release,    and    in    consequence    of 
the  pledge  which  had  been  given  more 
than   a  year  and    a-half   ago.       This 
statement  must  dispose,  in  the  mind  of 
any  candid  person,  of    the  view  now 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member.  It  then 
became  a  question  for  the  consideration 
of  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether,  Davitt  hav- 
ing been  released,  the  other  prisoners 
under  his  Department,  should  not  also 
be  let  out,  and  they  were  let  out.    That 
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is  the  whole  history  of  the  proceedings 
which  have  been  referred  to.  I  vnJl 
now  say  further,  that  no  hon.  Member 
bom  Ireland  can  regret  more  than  I  do 
the  death  of  the  man  after  his  release, 
or  sympathize  more  with  his  firiends. 
I  am  told  that  an  inquest  has  been  held, 
and  that  the  jury  came  to  the  con- 
dnskm  that  he  had  suffered  from  ill- 
treatment.  I  think  that  before  the 
jmry  come  to  that  conclusion,  it  would 
nave  been  wiser  on  their  part  if  they 
had  examined  someone  from  the  prison 
as  to  the  treatment  he  had  received,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  too,  that  before  the 
House  discusses  the  subject  further, 
they  should  endeavour  to  ascertain  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  far  as  they  can.  As 
soon  as  I  heard  of  the  death  I  sent  for 
the  Director  of  Convict  Prisons,  who 
told  me  that  the  man  did  undoubtedly 
suffer  from  heart  disease,  and  had  been 
treated  for  it  by  the  surgeon  of  the  prison. 
He  farther  told  me  he  had  been  treated 
leniently  on  account  of  his  disease. 
There  are  two  sides  to  every  question, 
and  I  only  ask  the  House,  before  it  pro- 
ceeds to  dLscuss  the  subject,  to  wait  and 
see  whether  it  cannot  be  placed  before  it 
in  a  somewhat  different  light.  The  first 
thing  to  be  done  was  to  order  that  cer- 
tain inqiiiries  should  be  made  as  to  the 
whole  of  the  facts  of  the  cose,  and  when 
the  Beport  comes  before  me  I  shall  be 
Tery  happy  to  lay  it  before  the  House 
for  its  consideration.  But  I  do  not  want 
the  House  to  rest  on  any  ex  parte  state- 
ment of  mine  or  on  any  ex  parte  inquiry. 
The  House  knows  that  in  consequence 
of  a  promise  which  I  gave  last  Session  a 
Commission  has  been  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  convict  prisons  and  into 
the  working  of  the  Penal  Servitude  Acts 
generally,  and  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  that  the  terms  of  that 
Oonunission  are  wide  enough  to  admit 
of  the  fullest  inquiry.  Now  that  we 
have  a  number  of  Gentlemen  appointed 
lor  that  distinct  purpose,  with  ample 
power  to  make  every  investigation,  I 
thmk  the  wiser  course  to  pursue  will  be 
to  let  them  proceed  with  their  duties. 
That  is  the  fairest  possible  way  in  which 
we  can  get  at  the  truth  of  this  matter,  and 
I  trust  that  the  Irish  Members  will  see 
that  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  conceal  any  of  the  facts, 
bat,  on  the  contrary,  a  desire  to  bring 
them  into  daylight.  I  may  add  that, 
bowing  the  londheartedness  not  only  of 


the  Director  of  Convict  Prisons,  but  of 
the  Governor  of  that  particular  prison, 
I  have  no  doubt  when  the  facts  are  be- 
fore the  House,  it  will  come  to  a  calm 
and  deliberate  judgment  on  them ;  but 
I  would  rather  deprecate  the  further 
discussion  of  this  question  at  present, 
considering  that  it  is  to  be  the  subject 
of  an  Inquiry.  With  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  Adjournment  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallajit  Member  for  Waterford 
(Major  0*Gorman),  I  hope  the  House 
will  consent  to  go  on  with  the  debate  to- 
night. I  can  assure  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  that  there  is  no  wish  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  nor,  I  believe, 
on  the  part  of  anyone  else,  to  treat  them 
with  the  slightest  discourtesy.  But  they 
must  remember  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  the  power  of  speaking  only  once, 
and,  as  a  great  number  of  Irish  Members 
rose  to  address  the  House,  it  was  only 
in  accordance  with  the  usual  practice  for 
the  Minister  having  special  charge  of  a 
particular  Department  to  wait  to  hear 
what  others  may  have  to  say  on  a  sub- 
ject connected  with  that  Department; 
otherwise  he  would  not  have  the  op- 
portunity of  answering  their  remarks, 
and  might  also  be  accused  of  seeking 
to  close  the  discussion  prematurely.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Waterford  will 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  the 
feeling  of  the  Irish  Members  was  not 
that  personal  discourtesy  had  been 
shown  to  them,  but  that  the  House 
seemed  to  have  entered  into  a  cc»n- 
spiracy  of  silence  on  matters  of  legisla- 
tion affecting  Ireland.  Irish  Members 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  had  been 
allowed,  or  rather  compelled,  to  rise  one 
after  another  because  no  notice  was 
taken  of  their  speeches,  though  hon. 
Gentlemen  were  perfectly  ready  to  vote 
against  them.  There  were  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  one  of  whom  hod  held 
office,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to  have 
something  to  say  on  the  matter.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  and 
g^ant  I*riend  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford would  persevere  with  his  Motion. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  after  the 
appeal  that  had  been  made  to  him  he 
could  no  longer  remain  silent,  although 
he  felt  that  he  would  get  little  credit  for 
doing  so,  because  it  would  be  said  that 
imless  ho  had  been  bullied  into  it  he 
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would  not  have  spoken.  It  was  not  in  the 
nature  of  his  countrymen  or  his  personal 
nature  to  shrink  from  speaking  when 
thus  challenged,  nor  was  it  from  any  want 
of  courtesy  to  Irish  Members  that  he  had 
not  risen  earlier.  His  only  reluctance 
in  thrusting  himself  on  the  attention  of 
the  House  was  because  it  had  been  his 
unfortimate  duty  to  speak  on  all  these 
subjects  at  least  20  times  during  the 
last  four  years,  and  as  he  could  not  add 
anything  in  the  way  of  novelty  to  the 
debate,  he  did  not  think  it  would  add 
either  to  the  interest  or  the  hilarity  of 
their  proceedings  by  repeating  again  the 
same  arguments.  He  had  often  heard 
hon.  Gentlemen  denounced  for  contra- 
dicting the  statements  of  speakers  on 
the  oftier  side ;  but  that  was  the  first 
time  when,  even  in  an  Irish  debate, 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  been  found  fault 
with  because  they  had  not  contradicted 
the  speakers  on  the  other  side.  It  re- 
minded him  of  an  incident  he  heard  of 
the  other  day — which  occurred  in  the 
course  of  the  civil  war  which  had  been 
raging  in  the  vitals  of  what  was  called, 
absurdly  enough,  the  Irish  Party  — 
though  he  was  fflad  to  say  there  had  been 
an  armistice,  if  bases  of  peace  had  not 
actually  been  agreed  on.  One  of  the  more 
moderate  Members  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site, considering  that  he  had  been  of- 
fended by  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
won  for  himself  the  now  historical  and 
illustrious  name  of  an  Obstructionist, 
wished  to  obtain  that  satisfaction  which 
alone  could  set  at  rest  the  indignant  feel- 
ings of  a  patriot  in  Ireland.  He  addressed 
him  in  these  words — **  Sir,  if  you  are  not 
prepared  to  withdraw  what  you  have  said, 
jiist  step  over  the  Channel  with  me  to 
Belgium  and  try  if  you  can  obstruct  a 
bullet."  Well,  he  was  unable  to  obstruct 
a  bullet,  and  he  declined  altogether  to 
attempt  it.  The  war  which  had  for 
some  time  raged  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Home  Eule  Party  had,  he  understood, 
been  temporarily  assuaged,  and  one  of 
the  conditions  of  the  armistice  was,  that 
there  should  be  an  Amendment  moved 
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The  Amendment  had  been  moved,  and 
he  would  borrow  a  phrase  coined  by 
its  Mover,  by  characterizing  it  as  "  hide- 
ously inopportune,"  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  thus  perceive  that  he  had 
done  him  no  discourtesy  in  not  listening 
to  all  he  had  said.  He  (Mr.  MitcheU 
Henry)  had  begun  by  saying  that  in 
1874  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  also  had  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address.  That  was 
the  case ;  but  how  different  were  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  present  time  from 
those  days  when  the  freedom  of  the  Press 
was  restricted,  and  when  there  waa  a 
much  severer  Coercion  Code  than  now 
existed.  What  had  since  happened? 
The  Press  of  Ireland  was  as  unfettered 
as  any  in  the  world,  and  the  country 
was  at  present  freer  from  Coercion 
Laws  than  it  had  been  at  any  time 
for  the  last  100  years.  Therefore,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  occasion  for 
bringing  forward  this  Amendment  was 
**  hideously  inopportune,"  and  that  there 
was  no  necessity  that  evening  to  inter- 
pose with  this  Motion  at  a  moment  of 
the  greatest  national  interest  to  step 
between  the  House  of  Commons  and 
Her  Majesty  and  say  that  the  Address 
should  not  be  voted  imtil  certain  mea- 
sures had  been  passed.  But  the  House 
should  try  to  imagine  the  subjects  to 
which  its  attention  was  called.  The 
Borough  Franchise  Bill  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  Reform  Bill,  and,  like  all 
such  measures,  must  fight  its  way — if  it 
were  ever  to  be  passed  to  maturity — but 
however  that  might  be,  he  must  remind 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  had 
said  that  it  would  have  been  carried  but 
for  the  conduct  of  the  extreme  section  of 
his  own  Followers.  As  for  the  Registra- 
tion Bill,  it  had  been  read  a  second  time 
last  Session,  and  nothing  but  changes 
which  it  was  necessary  to  introduce  in 
Committee  prevented  its  becoming  law. 
Surely,  under  such  circumstances,  hon. 
Members  would  act  more  reasonably 
if  they  endeavoured    to  carry  it  this 
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maiy  education  was  now  oonducted  on  a 
principle  established  by  the  late  Earl  of 
Derby,  when  Mr.  Stanley,  whose  pro- 
posals had  been  resisted  by  both  ex- 
treme parties — ^by  the  strong  Protest- 
ants as  well  as  the  strong  Catholics; 
jet  it  had  now  been  found  possible  to 
w^  it  without  offence  to  either,  and 
its  merits  were  universally  acknow- 
kdffed.  He  would  next  consider  inter- 
mediate education,  which  he  would 
admit  was  in  a  backward  state;  but 
now,  when,  for  the  first  time,  this  Con- 
serratiye  GK>yemment  promised  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
Members  on  that  subject,  they  were  not 
only  not  satisfied,  but  made  it  a  ground 
d  complaint ;  for  they  complained  that 
the  subject  of  University  education  was 
not  taken  up  at  the  same  moment; 
bat  the  Government  could  hardly  be 
blamed  for  not  adventuring  on  a  field 
in  which  so  many  defeats  had  been 
sustained.  What  was  the  history  of 
this  question  of  higher  education  in 
Ireland?  In  1845  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges had  been  founded  to  meet  the 
▼uhee  of  all  parties,  and  the  Uni- 
vOTsity  was  afterwards  added,  with  the 
honest  intention  of  removing  the  griev- 
ance. These  institutions  were  quickly 
denounced  by  those  for  whose  benefit 
they  were  intended,  so  keen  was  the  com- 
petition in  ingratitude.  Next,  in  1 866, 
the  Government  of  Lord  Russell  had 
endeavoured  to  extend  them  further,  but 
the  attempt  had  broken  down.  In  1867 
a  new  Government  came  in,  and  Lord 
Mayo  proposed  a  separate  Roman  Ca- 
thu^e  University  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
the  Roman  CathoHcs ;  but  that  proposfil 
also  failed,  owing  to  the  excessive  de- 
mands of  the  Rcnman  Catholic  Bishops. 
Th^  came  the  Government  of  1869,  ^e 
strongest  which  had  been  seen  for  many 
a  day,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
iailed,  in  his  turn,  to  setue  the  question. 
Meanwhile,  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  thrown  open  its  doors  to  all  Irish- 
men— ^to  the  hiunblest  Roman  Catholic 
peasant  as  well  as  to  the  richest  Pro- 
testant, without  distinction,  and  things 
were  in  that  condition  when  the  hon. 
ud  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Bntt)  brought  in  his  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject That  measure,  which  was  imder- 
«tood  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Body,  was  of  the  most  elabo- 
nOe  kind,  consisting,  as  it  did,  of  some 


220  clauses.  It  contained  much  that 
was  good,  and  in  many  respects  was  far 
better  than  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
which  was,  in  his  opinion,  as  bad  a  mea- 
sure as  had  ever  been  proposed  within 
the  walls  of  that  House ;  but  it  had  a 
groat  and  fatal  defect,  it  aimed  at  imiting 
in  one  University  a  strictly  Roman  Ca- 
tholic College  with  a  perfectly  free  Col- 
lege, and,  for  that  purpose,  at  placing 
Dublin  University  so  completely  under 
denominational  control  that  there  could 
not  be  the  smallest  development  of  its 
curriculum  without  the  sanction  of  12 
Bishops  and  Archbishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  Ho  desired  to  speak 
with  all  respect  of  those  gentlemen  in  their 
religious  character;  but  it  was  absurd, 
anomalous,  incongruous,  to  elect  persons 
to  be  Governors  of  a  great  educational 
institution  simply  because  they  happened 
to  hold  high  ecdesiastical  rank.  So  the 
question  remained.  He  could  sincerely 
say'f  or  himself  that  he  should  be  glad  if  it 
could  be  settled  in  some  reasonable  way, 
for  nothing  could  be  worse  for  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  than  a  state  of  imcer- 
tainty  as  to  the  future.  Such  a  Bill  as  that 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick could  never  be  agreed  to ;  but  ho  in- 
vited hon.  Members  to  make  some  other 
proposal,  and  assured  them,  as  one  of 
the  Kepresentatives  of  the  Univoi^sity  of 
Dublin,  he  should  give  their  measure 
the  most  careful  consideration.  Theu 
there  remained  Home  Rule — he  did  not 
think  they  could  usefully  begin  a  dis- 
cussion on  Home  Rule  at  midnight,  more 
Earticularly  as  the  proposal  had  never 
een  satisfactorily  explained.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  in  the  last  Parliament 
would  remember  that  when  there  was 
only  one  Home  Ruler,  he  (Mr.  Plunkot) 
had  prophesied  that  the  movement  would 
grow  into  a  formidable  body  which 
mi^ht  be  capable  of  injury,  so  that  some 
action  of  Parliament  would  bo  neces- 
sary ;  and  that  at  the  next  election  they 
would  have  60  Home  Riders  returned, 
and  he  was  correct  to  within  one ;  and 
since  then  they  had  a  large  section  of 
Irish  Members  masquerading  as  Home 
Riders  to  the  injury  of  their  influence  in 
that  House.  But,  happily,  other  more 
serious  evils  which  he  nad  apprehended 
on  this  score  had  not  come  to  pass ;  for, 
as  if  it  were  by  an  effort  of  nature,  the 
coimtry  in  its  agony  at  the  Election  of 
1874,   produced  such  a  powerful  ma- 
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jority  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House  that  the  Government  had  been 
able  to  treat  the  Home  Balers  with 
a  patience  which  coidd  not  be  imputed 
to  panic,  and  a  conciliation  that  could 
not  be  imputed  to  necessity.  In  the 
meantime — and  this  was  better  still — 
the  groat  Liberal  Party  which  might 
again  return  to  power,  had  had  time  to 
tlunk  the  matter  over,  and  they  had 
pledged  themselves  up  to  the  eyes,  so 
that  whatever  the  temptation  might  be 
they  coidd  never  forego  those  pledges. 
[*'  No,  no  !  "]  WeU,  if  it  did:  forego 
them,  he  committed  the  Liberal  Party 
to  the  good  opinion  of  Great  Britain. 
But  the  Liberal  Party  had  pledged 
themselves  most  patriotically,  under  no 
temptation,  however  great,  to  unite  with 
this  imf  ortunate  spinster  of  Home  Rule 
that  could  never  mid  a  mate.  Still  the 
Home  Riders  had  a  lingering  gleam 
of  hope  that  if  they  could  not  conquer 
the  Whigs  in  the  House  of  Commons 
thoy  could  compel  them  at  the  hus- 
tings. He  would  not  confine  his  re- 
marks to  the  Opposition,  for  he  re- 
gretted to  say  tnat  some  Gentlemen 
professing  Conservative  principles  had 
coquetted  with  Home  Rule ;  but  what 
was  the  consequence?  The  election  for 
Salford,  he  thought,  would  rank  as  one 
of  the  15  decisive  electoral  contests  in 
the  world ;  because  it  showed  that  the 
English  electors  would  not  tolerate  any 
coquetting  with  the  Home  Rule  Party. 
Thus  had  Home  Rule  been  repudiated 
in  the  constituencies,  and  had  been 
borne  down  in  argument  in  that  House 
on  both  sides ;  wmle  it  had  been  finally 
utterly  destroyed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth),  who 
donounced  it  as  not  only  injurious  to  the 
Empire,  but  also  degrading  to  Lish  pa- 
triotism. Home  Rme  might  linger  on  a 
while  as  a  common  denomination  shelter- 
ing under  its  banner  whoever  would 
accept  its  discredited  shilling;  but  he 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  said  in  Ireland,  and 
he  would  repeat  it  in  that  House,  that 
as  a  practical  proposal  for  a  re-arrange- 
mont  of  the  Parliamentary  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  there  were 
not  ten  men — he  doubted  if  there  were 
five  men — inside  or  outside  the  walls  of 
Parliament,  who  did  not  believe  in 
their  hearts  that  Home  Ride  was  dead 
— ["  No,  no! "]— dead  as  Jidius  Caesar, 
and  the  performance  recently  in  the 
Rotunda  at  Dublin  last  week  was  no- 
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thing  else  than  its  wake.  With  regard 
to  the  topic  of  the  Irish  political  pri- 
soners, it  had  been  his  great  misfortune 
when  a  subordinate  Member  of  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  to  resist  a  proposal  for  the 
liberation  of  those  prisoners.  He  had 
done  so  with  pain  and  regret,  but  con- 
scientiously, and  if  placed  in  the  same 
position,  he  should  do  so  again.  What 
since  happened  ?  Those  men  had  been 
released  as  a  message  of  conciUation  to 
Ireland.  [**No,  no!"]  It  was  not 
right  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  say 
**No,  no!"  when  they  had  just  heard 
an  explanation  from  the  Government  of 
why  those  men  had  been  liberated.  But 
a  well-known  journal  in  Dublin,  in  an- 
nouncing the  release  of  the  prisoners, 
told  the  people  at  the  same  time  that  it 
was  not  a  message  of  conciliation,  but 
ah  act  wrung  from  the  Government  by 
their  fear  of  the  consequences  of  an  im- 
pending war — that  they  owed  their  grati- 
tude, not  to  the  clemency  of  the  Queen 
of  England,  but  to  dread  of  the  Czar  of 
Russia.  Such  conduct  made  him  (Mr. 
Plunket)  cry  shame  upon  those  of  his 
countr3rmen  who  were  always  coming  in 
formd  pauperis f  saying — **If  you  only 
give  us  this,  there  will  be  an  end  of  our 
complaints — ^we  will  bear  it  as  a  mes- 
sage of  peace  to  Ireland ; "  but  when 
their  supplication  was  granted,  it  was 
used  not  as  an  engine  of  good  will  to- 
wards this  countiy,  but  incitement  to 
hate  and  aversion.  [**No,  no!"]  Had 
they  no  dignity?  He  would  remind 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried  **  No ! "  that 
by  such  conduct  they  were  turning  tho 
key  on  the  unlucky  prisoners  who  wore 
still  immured ;  it  was  a  cruel  kindness 
which  was  being  practised  against  them. 
He  earnestly  begged  his  hon.  Friends, 
now  they  had  got  a  new  Leader  — 
[**  No,  no ! "] — well  a  temporary  substi- 
tute, to  inaugurate  his  rigime  with  mode- 
ration, good  sense,  and  dignity,  and  not 
to  detain  the  House  by  the  discussion  of 
these  questions  from  the  adoption  of  the 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Ghracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne. 

Me.  SULLIVAN  :  Sir,  the  House 
stands  indebted  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Waterford 
TMajor  0*Gorman).  His  Motion  has 
broken  **  the  cold  chain  of  silence " 
that  hung  over  the  Government  Benches, 
and  has  dicited  from  the  hon.  andleamed 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Plunket)  a  speech  which,  whatever  its 
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other  diaracteristics,  we  have  all  admired 
for  its  varied  ^ay  of  humour,  eloquence, 
and  ability.  Me  had  no  need  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  the  time  he  was  oo- 
cappng.  This  is  the  Business,  and  this 
of  all  others  is  the  subject,  with  which  the 
time  of  the  House  should  most  rightly 
be  occupied.  Parliament  has  been  as- 
sembled three  weeks  earlier  than  usual, 
md  within  these  three  weeks  there 
ihoold  be  good  time  for  discussing  and 
ooosidering  the  Irish  question — for  fully 
oouidered  and  discussed  we  are  fixedly 
determined  it  shall  be.  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  hon  and  learned  (Gentleman  said  of 
the  men  amidst  whom  I  stand  that  they 
vere  *'  masquerading  as  Home  Eiders.'' 
Maequerading  I  The  phrase  is  not  offen- 
ate,  I  suppose,  or  he  would  not  have 
applied  it ;  so  I  may  use  it  too,  and  say 
that  the  thing  which  is  really  intolerable 
is  to  see  the  grandson  of  the  great  Plun- 
ket  masquerading  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  as  an  Imperialist.  We  are  sup- 
posed to  be  concerned  just  now  with  the 
Turkish  question.  One  of  the  cruellest 
vrongs  which  the  subject  Christians 
under  the  Moslem  yoke  were  made  to 
£e«l  was  that  oftentimes  the  children  of 
Christian  parents  were  seized  and  carried 
into  the  Turkish  camp,  trained  up  in 
Turkish  ideas,  embraced  the  faith  and 
the  banner  of  the  conqueror,  and  ap- 
peared many  a  time,  scimitar  in  hand, 
to  wage  war  upon  their  kindred  and 
their  race.  Even  so  has  it  been  with  us 
in  Ireland  through  many  a  sad  chapter 
of  our  country's  story.  Sometimes  by 
force,  sometimes  by  guile,  sometimes  by 
one  influence,  sometimes  by  another, 
the  British  power  has  been  able  to  tear 
away  from  us  children  who  bore  great 
names  and  might  have  greatly  served 
their  country ;  and  we  have  seen  these 
couTerts,  as  to-night,  skilfully  set  in  the 
f(»e-front  of  the  assault  when  their 
coautrymen  were  to  be  cut  down.  Who 
is  our  accuser  ?  llie  voice  is  the  voice  of 
an  Irishman ;  the  wit,  the  ability, 
the  brilliant  play  of  fancy  and  of 
genius,  the  rhetoric,  the  skill — all, 
all  are  Irish,  but  all  are  used  against 
Ireland !  Who,  I  repeat,  is  our  accuser  ? 
If  we  stand  here  to-night,  as  we  do, 
upon  the  floor  of  this  House,  to  maintain 
in  the  face  of  the  Empire  and  of  Europe 
the  protest  of  Ireland  against  the  me- 
XQOcable  crime  that  robbed  her  of  her 
Goostitutional  liberties,  whose  behests  are 
we  fulfilUng — ^who  pledged  us  to  imdy- 


ing  hate  and  Qtemal  war  against  that 
wrong?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  the  temerity  to  use  a  phrase,  for  ever 
notable  in  the  history  of  his  family,  when 
he  spoke  of  men  *' swearing  upon  the 
altar."  Who  was  that  great  Irishman, 
that  distinguished  Constitutional  lawyer, 
who  declared  that  if  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment were  successfully  overthrown,  he 
would  bring  his  child — ah,  why  did  he 
not  say  his  grandchild ! — ^and  swear  him 
upon  the  altar  of  his  country  to  wage 
relentless  war  against  that  tremendous 
wronff?  How  httle  did  he  imagine  in 
that  hour  that  to-night  the  Eepresen- 
tatives  of  Ireland  should  discover  in  the 
ranks  of  their  Imperial  adversaries  the 
heritor  of  his  great  name,  and  in  no 
small  degree  of  his  genius,  false  to  his 
principles  and  his  teaching,  false  to  his 
lineage  and  his  fame !  But,  Sir,  I  turn 
from  the  man  to  his  arguments.  He 
drew  for  us  a  picture  of  Ireland.  Many 
years  ago  O'Connell  was  defending  a 
sheepstealer.  In  his  speech  to  the  jury, 
he  drew  a  glowing  picture  of  the  prisoner 
at  the  bar  as  a  model  husband  and  father 
— he  was  not  married  at  all — a  dutiful 
son,  an  exemplary  citizen,  virtuous, 
pious,  industrious,  inoffensive.  At  this 
point  the  prisoner  in  the  dock  could 
stand  it  no  longer,  and  he  exclaimed  to 
those  around  him — **  I  never  knew  bo- 
fore  that  I  bore  so  high  a  character." 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  heard  to-night  the 
defender  of  British  Eule  in  Ireland  ex- 
tolling the  virtues  and  excellencies  of 
his  chent ;  and  well  may  the  prisoner  at 
the  bar  in  this  case  exclaim — **  I  never 
knew  I  was  so  beautiful,  so  virtuous, 
so  meritorious,  as  all  that."  Only  be- 
lieve the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  need  of 
changing  anything — the  slightest  possi- 
bility of  improving  anything — in  Ireland. 
Everything  there  is  already  perfect  in 
the  matter  of  government,  law,  and  ad- 
ministration. There  is  not,  if  you  believo 
him,  a  more  fortunate  spot  on  the  face  of 
the  habitable  globe.  It  is  the  home  of 
happiness,  peace,  prosperity,  of  bene- 
flcent  rule  and  abounding  loyalty. 
[**  Hear,  hear!'*]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  cheer,  xou  evidently  think  so 
too.  You  know  all  about  it.  You  know 
Ireland  better  than  we  do.  You  are 
better  entitled  to  speak  for  it  than  we, 
the  Irish  majority,  are.  Are  you  ?  But 
ray*  ^y  what  right  does  your  Party 
dd  those  benches  and  rule  the  destinies 
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of  England,  but  by  the  right  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary majority  ?  In  virtue  of  a  Par- 
liamentary majority,  you  say  you  are 
entitled  to  speak  to  the  world  for  Eng- 
land ;  while  m  virtue  of  a  Parliamentary 
minority,  you  would  claim  to  speak  for 
Ireland.  But,  Sir,  the  question  before 
the  House  is  much  wider,  and  greater, 
and  more  serious,  than  the  merits  of  the 
Irish  "Bills"  which  the  Government 
has  promised.  If  it  were  a  matter  of  a 
bettor  or  a  worse  Grand  Jury  law,  or  a 
better  or  a  worse  Intermediate  Education 
Bill,  I,  for  one,  should  hesitate  to  concur 
in  an  interposition  like  the  present.  The 
question  we  raise  is  that  for  which  it 
may  be  said  Parliament  has  been  espe- 
cially convoked.  We  have  been  told  in 
the  Eoyal  Speech  of  a  possible  danger 
near  at  hand,  of  precautions  and  prepa- 
rations that  may  be  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  the  power  and  stability  of  the 
Empire.  Well,  we  have  come  forward 
to  suggest  the  wisest  precaution  and  the 
most  potential  preparation  which  the 
Government  could  make.  The  matter 
is  glozed  over  by  avoiding  phraaee,  but 
the  danger  that  you  all  mean  is  war — a 
war  in  which  England  will  have  to  fight 
for  her  very  existence  as  a  nation.  If 
that  war  break  out,  if  it  be  not  averted, 
as  I  hope  it  may  be,  England  will  find 
herself  in  such  desperate  strait  as  she 
has  not  known  for  400  years.  Your 
Army,  small,  but  brave  and  fearless  as 
ever,  will  behave  with  its  traditional 
valour;  wherever  it  may  be  sent,  on 
whatever  field  it  may  fight,  the  Army  of 
this  country  will  exhibit  those  splendid 
qualities  that  have  justly  given  it  a 
world-wide  fame.  I  would  say  as  much 
for  it,  even  were  it  not  composed  as 
largely  as  it  is  of  my  own  brave  country- 
men. But  there  is  not  a  military  man 
sitting  in  this  House  who  does  not  know 
and  feel  the  truth  of  what  I  say — ^that  a 
recent  memorable  war  in  Europe  has 
demonstrated  that  courage  and  prestige 
no  longer  compensate  as  largely  as  they 
used  to  do  60  years  ago  against  over- 
whelming odds;  and  that  your  Army 
of  100,000  or  150,000  men  would  be 
utterly  powerless  before  the  hosts  that 
now  stand  arrayed  and  disciplined  on 
the  Continent  of  Europe.  Should  this 
calamity  befall,  should  this  trouble  for 
your  existence  arise,  think  you  that  it  is 
upon  inanimate  sword  £uid  bayonet,  and 
ship,  and  g^n,  rather  than  upon  stalwart 
arms  and  patriotic  enthusiasm,  your  best 

Mr,  Sullivan 


reliance  will  be?  Should  that  crisit 
come,  right  sure  am  I  that  amongst  th< 
English  masses  patriotic  fervour  wil 
answer  to  your  caU.  Throughout  Eng 
land  and  tnroughout  Scotland  it  will  bi 
so ;  but  will  it  be  so  in  Ireland  ?  In  thi 
spirit  of  the  oath  which  I  swore  at  tha 
Table — and  higher  obligation  still,  bj 
the  duty  I  owe  to  oonscienoe  and  t< 
truth — I  dare  all  misconception  and  out^ 
cry,  to  deliver  at  this  momentous  crisij 
my  solemn  testimony  and  belief  that  i: 
this  Empire  enters  upon  a  struggle  o: 
such  magnitude  whUe  Ireland  is  ii 
the  attitude  which  Hungary  occupied 
towards  Austria  previous  to  Sadowa 
the  popular  enthusiasm  which  you  will 
receive  in  England  and  in  Scotlanci 
will  not  respond  to  you  in  Ireland 
[**  Oh,  oh  !  "J  I  was  prepared  for  youi 
exclamations,  and  I  do  not  complain, 
for  the  statement  I  have  made  is  seriouE 
£uid  naturally  unwelcome ;  but  time  will 
vindicate  the  truth  of  my  words  and  the 
integrity  of  my  motives.  Twenty  oi 
25  years  ago  there  stood  upon  the  flooi 
of  this  House  a  band  of  Irish  Members 
struggling,  as  we  struggle  now,  to  per- 
suade you  to  listen  to  Irish  demands. 
Study  for  yourselves  what  was  theii 
fate;  read  for  yourselves  the  lesson  of 
that  time.  They  were  voted  down,  they 
were  shouted  down,  they  were  laughed 
at,  they  were  denounced  or  derided. 
You  had  in  that  day — as  you  always 
have — some  gifted  and  eloquent  Irish- 
man in  your  service  to  get  up  and  do 
your  work  against  his  countrymen;  to 
contradict  their  testimony;  to  tell  you 
pleasant  tidings  which  you  hailed  as 
gospel  truths,  while  their  honest  warn- 
ings of  danger  were  shrieked  against 
as  seditious  incentives.  John  Francis 
Maguire  and  others  ventured  to  say  in 
this  House,  as  I  say  now,  that  there 
was  danger  and  disaffection  in  Ireland. 
They  were  set  upon  angrily  as  almost 
traitors.  They  were  contradicted  and 
contemned.  This  House,  by  overwhelm- 
ing voice,  declared  their  testimony  un- 
true, £uid  that  Ireland  was  peaceable, 
contented  and  loyal  to  the  core.  Alas ! 
a  year  or  two  barely  passed  when  events 
threw  a  terrible  light  on  all  this.  At  that 
very  moment  my  unfortunate  country- 
men were  being  sworn  in  by  the  thou- 
sand in  a  secret  conspiracy  for  armed 
insurrection.  Barely  a  few  years  passed 
away  when  the  crowded  dock,  the  con- 
vict ship,  the  penal  gang,  the  triangle, 
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tnd  tiie  bloody  lash — ^nay,  the  scaffold 
itBelf— famished  afrightfal  contradiction 
to  the  pleasant  testimonies  which  you 
{ffoierred  to  believe;  a  frightfal  corro- 
bovtion  to  the  warnings  you  denounced 
tnd  disregarded  !  What  happened  then  ? 
like  the  story-  of   the  recent  Fenian 
amnefltj  which  we  have  heard  to-night 
—measures  prayed  for  in  vain  in  the 
boar  of  your  tranquillity  when  concession 
▼odd  have   ^race   and  efficacy — ^were 
conceded  amidst  public  disquietude  and 
shnost  panic.     Writing,  some  six  weeks 
ago  to  a  friend  in  the  North  of  England 
~a  fair-minded,  a  kindly-hearted,  and  a 
high-principled  Englishman — ^yes,  I  be- 
lieve in  the  existence  of  such  men,  not 
in  scores  or  hundreds  but  in  htmdreds  of 
thoosands — ^I   complained  of  this,  and 
asked  how  and  why  it  was  that  English 
statesmen  and  politicians  should  thus 
pat  a  premium  on  turbulence  and  revolt. 
Just  look  what  has  been  the  history  of 
anjr  great  political  measure  passed  for 
Irdand  in  our  own  generation.     The  ar- 
gument of  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
exhausted  in  1819.    Its  justice  was  as 
patent  to  all  men  in  1822  as  at  any  time 
afterwards ;  yet  it  was  resisted  and  re- 
fiued  ontQ,  as  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
dedazed,  civil  war   seemed  inevitable. 
Was  not  that  a  mischievous  lesson  to 
Iriahmen  ?    The  Tithe  question  you  re- 
sisted UDtil  our  land  was  reddened  with 
bk)od.    The   Church  question  and  the 
Land  question — it  is  a  story  of  recent 
years.    A  Land  Bill  was  passed  in  1870, 
after  passions  had  been  aroused,  hearts 
broken,  homes  desolated  by  the  thou- 
sand ;  after  you  had  filled  Ainerica  with 
oombostible  elements  that  are  at  this 
moment  a  serious  menace  to  England. 
In  that  struggle  you  broke  the  heart 
of  Lucas  and  drove  Cktvan  DuSy  into 
exile;  robbed  Ireland  of  the  services 
of  a  man    whose    genius    and   whose 
voih  you  have  been  glad  to  recognize 
at  the   Antipodes.      The    Land    Bill, 
prayed  lor  in  1850,  was  granted  in  part 
in  1870,  after  the  terrible  tragedy  of 
Balljoohey  had  startled  the  Empire.   In 
1868  you  suddenly  overthrew  the  Irish 
Ohnrch,  because,  as  you  avowed,  of  the 
ipread  of  Fenianism.    In  the  face  of  the 
men  whose  warnings  you  had  angrily 
resented  a   few  years  previously,  you 
csffle  down  to  this  House  to  concede  in 
tt  hour  of  alarm  what  you  had  refused 
>i  the  time  of  tranquillitv.    Is  this  nar- 
ntkm  true  or  false?    Am  I,  or  am  I 
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not,  recitine  facts  known  to  you  all? 
What  do  those  facts  show  ?  That  by 
some  malign  fatality,  some  calamitous 
coincidence,  if  nothing  more,  you  scoff 
at  men  like  my  Collea^es  and  myself, 
who  beseech  you  to  be  just  in  time.  You 
resist  concession  in  time  of  calm,  and  yield 
it  only  in  the  face  of  real  or  fancied  peril. 
If  it  be  not  so,  let  someone  get  up  to-night, 
and  name  for  us  any  great  national  con- 
cession made  to  Ireland  under  any  other 
circumstances.  As  it  has  been,  perhaps, 
it  is  still  to  be.  You  will  complain  of  my 
words ;  you  wiH  say  I  do  not  warn,  but 
threaten  ;  and  you  will  prefer  to  believe 
those  who  tell  you  the  Irish  masses,  are 
contented  and  well  affected,  as  enthu- 
siastically ready  as  Englishmen  could  be 
to  pour  their  blood  in  your  defence. 
But  I  dare  all  risk  of  temporary  misre- 
presentation and  blame.  I  look  into  the 
future,  and  can  await  my  vindication. 
Do  not  affect  to  mistake  our  position  in 
this  crisis  of  the  Empire.  We  are  not 
so  many  Members  of  a  Party,  or  a  sec- 
tion of  this  House.  We  are  not  so  many 
advocates  of  this  or  that  Bill.  We  are 
the  national  Eepresentation  of  Ireland, 
here,  in  overwhelming  majority,  to  de- 
mand the  restoration  of  Parliamentary 
Eule  and  Constitutional  Qtjvemment.  We 
6U'e  projecting  no  new  proposal,  like  the 
friends  of  this  or  that  great  reform  or 
amelioration.  We  are  here  to  call  for 
the  restitution  of  what  we  enjoyed  and 
possessed  ;  but  which  you  wrung  from 
us  by  means  held  to  vitiate  and  render 
illegal  every  public  transaction  between 
man  and  man,  between  nation  and  na- 
tion. We  want  our  own.  Possession 
gives  you  no  title  to  it,  for  no  time  runs 
against  a  claim  asserted  and  renewed 
as  ours  has  been  from  generation  to 
generation.  Legally,  we  stand  to  day 
where  we  stood  70  years  ago.  Bestore 
to  Ireland  the  reign  of  law ;  it  is  all 
she  asks  as  the  price  of  her  friendship  ; 
a  price  cheap  indeed,  for  it  takes  nothing 
from  you  that  belongs  to  you.  The  price 
of  her  friendship  !  You  are  now  in  view 
of  a  terrible  emergency,  possibly  at  hand, 
searching  Europe  through  for  Allies. 
Here  we  are  to-night,  empowered  to  offer 
you  one  worth  the  best  you  could  else- 
where find  —  the  alliance,  the  hearty 
friendship,  the  enthusiastic  support  of 
Ireland.  I  own,  I  have  deep  reason  to 
wish  this  question  settled,  and  to  see  a 
cordial  feeling  established  between  the 
two  countries  before  dark  douds  grow 
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darker,  and  while  yet  the  reconciliation 
can  be  free  and  generous,  and  efficacious. 
The  peace,  the  happiness,  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland  are  most  dear  to  me ;  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  see  my  country  desolated 
and  destroyed  by  being  made,  perhaps, 
a  battle-field  of  the  coming  struggle.  I 
do  not  want  the  ghastly  episode  of  some 
Continental  despot,  making  what  he 
would  call  a  diversion  in  Ireland,  wast- 
ing the  blood  and  blasting  the  hopes  of 
my  country  in  a  mere  stroke  of  tactics 
to  serve  his  own  ends.  I  shudder  when 
I  think  of  such  a  possibility ;  and  I  ap- 
peal to  you — ^yes,  unchilled  by  the  fore- 
fne  conclusion  of  your  unwise  refusal, 
nevertheless  raise  and  record  my  ap- 
peal to  you  and  to  the  English  nation 
to-night,  to  let  us  clasp  hands  in  Mend- 
ship  on  the  only  terms  on  which  we  can 
be  either  allies  or  friends.  Be  simply 
just.  That  you  will  be  so  yet,  despite 
your  customary  refusals  now,  I  am  as 
convinced  as  I  am  of  my  own  existence. 
It  is  the  time  which,  with  your  customary 
unwisdom,  you  may  select  for  such  a 
step,  that  alone  disquiets  me.  Fear  not ; 
be  boldly  just.  Remember  that  one  of 
the  first  acts  of  the  liberated  Irish  Par- 
liament was  to  vote  5,000  Irish  seamen 
to  the  Imperial  Navy  in  a  dire  emer- 
gency. I  tell  you  that  vour  present 
position  is  weakness.  Austria  tried 
your  present  policy  towards  Hungary, 
and  changed  it  after  Sadowa.  I  hope 
and  pray  you  will  wait  for  no  such 
hour  to  accept  the  proffered  hand  and 
secure  the  ready  aid  of  the  brave  and 
gallant  Irish  nation. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  feel  that  there  are  some  ob- 
servations in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
which  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  one  word  of  comment.  Those 
who  have  listened  to  that  speech  cannot 
but  admire,  as  they  always  admire,  the 
eloquence  of  his  language  and  the  ear- 
nestness with  whidi  he  appears  to 
speak ;  but  I  trust  that  the  sentiments 


or  a  Scottish  constituency  in  this  Houso 
— there  is  no  disposition  in  any  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom — to  deny  Ireland 
fuU  and  fair  consideration  for  every 
grievance  which  she  may  wish  to  bring 
forward,  or  full  consideration  of  any 
measure  which  her  Representatives  de- 
sire. We  know  perf eJjtly  ^eU  that  in 
different  parts  of  the  country  there  will 
be  differences  of  opinion,  and  in  this 
House  there  will  at  all  times  be  perfect 
readiness  to  learn  what  the  Members 
for  Ireland  desire  to  bring  forward,  to 
listen  to  every  argument,  to  give  them 
a  full  consideration,  and  to  reply  to 
them  where  they  appear  to  demand  a 
reply,  and  to  give  them  due  weight 
where  a  reply  is  not  to  be  found.  But 
it  ought  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
there  is  an  equal  determination  on  the 
part  of  the  Members  of  this  House  not 
to  consent  to  the  sort  of  demands  which 
have  just  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  especially  under  pre- 
sent circumstances.  The  Irarliament  of 
this  country  is  charged  with  the  duty  of 
considering  and  legislating  for  the  inte- 
rests of  every  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  Ireland  certainly  has  had  a.8 
full  a  share  of  the  time,  sympathy,  and 
the  attention  of  this  Parliament  as  any 
other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
I  can  promise  on  behalf  of  me  Houso 
that  any  meeisure  brought  forward  will 
not  fail  to  receive  careful,  attentive,  and 
respectful  consideration.  I  am  quite 
sure  that,  looking  to  the  ability  and 
eloquence  of  those  who  represent  tho 
Irish  constituencies,  that  the  merits  of 
every  such  measure  will  not  fail  to  be 
duly  represented.  But  I  am  loth  to  be- 
lieve that  there  is  any  foundation  or 
substance  in  some  of  the  over-fervid  re- 
marks in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  just  indulged,  particularly 
in  his  observation  that  in  a  time  of  na- 
tional emergency  Ireland  might  be  found 
to  be  a  source  of  weakness  to  this  coun- 
try. I  am  ready  and  willing  to  believe 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
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Govomment  that  has  been  in  power  in 
this  conntry  for  a  long  time  past  to  do 
fall  and  complete  jostioe,  so  far  as  they 
can  clearly  see  their  way  to  it,  to  eveiy 
Iiisli  interest — it  is  because  we  feel  that, 
fliat  we  beheve  we  are  strong  in  that  re- 
spect It  is  because  we  know  <he  jus- 
tice of  our  position,  and  are  ready  and 
willing  to  hsten  with  the  most  perfect 
respect  and  willingness,  and  to  give  fall 
consideration  to  what  you  say,  that  we 
assure  you  that  is  language  which  should 
not  be  used,  not  the  way  to  carry  any 
point  you  may  desire  to  carry ;  and  that 
it  is  not  the  way  in  which  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom  should 
conduct  its  deliberations.  I  earnestly 
trust  we  have  heard  to-night  such  lan- 
guage as  we  may  not  be  called  upon  to 
near  again. 

Mb.  MELDON  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  now  consent  to  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  in  view  of  the  large 
number  of  points  which  remained  for 
discussion  by  the  Irish  Members,  and 
which  would  require  serious  considera- 
tion. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  should  not  object  to  an 
adjournment,  it  being  understood  that 
the  debate  would  be  continued  to-mor- 


row. 


^eetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjonined  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
ISriday,  \%th  January,  1878. 

MINirrES.]— Sbmct    CoiiMiTTB»--Intemper. 

anoe,  appointed. 
Public  Biu.  —  Firtt  Beading  —  Metropolitan 

Board  of  Works  (Election  of  MemTjere)  ♦  (1). 

DTTEMPERANCE. 

MOnOK  FOB  A  SELECT  OOMIOTTEB. 

JTo^aI  tliat  a  Meet  Conunittee"  be  appointed 
for  ihe  pnrpoee  of  inqairinff  into  the  nrevalence 


And,  on  Jannary  21,  The  Lorda  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : — 
L.  Abp.  Canterbury.    V.  Gordon. 
L.  Abp.  York.  V.  Hutchinson. 

D.  Westminster.  L.  Bp.  Peterborough. 
£.  Shaftesbury.  L.  Bp.  Exeter. 

E.  Belmore.  L.  Bp.  Carlisle. 
E.  Onslow.                   L.  tiartismere. 
B.  Morloy.                    L.  Penrhyn. 
E.  Dudley.                   L.  Aberdare. 
£.  Kimberley.              L.  Cottesloe. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

THE  EASTERN  PAPERS. 
0BSEBVATI0N8. 

Earl  GRANYHLE  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil to  the  fact  that  though  two  sets  of 
Papers  on  the  Eastern  Question  were 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  last 
night  and  were  distributed  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  this  morning,  and 
had  been  published  in  the  newspapers 
of  that  morning,  neither  of  those  l^apers 
had  been  delivered  to  their  Lordships, 
and  only  the  first  had  reached  tiio 
House  at  all.  On  inquiry  at  the  pro- 
per office  he  found  that  the  second  of 
these  Papers  would  not  be  delivered  till 
Monday.  He  did  not  in  the  least 
complain  of  the  early  distribution  of 
these  Papers  to  the  newspapers,  for  he 
thought  it  was  a  great  convenience  and 
advantage  to  the  public  to  have  this  in- 
telligence early  and  quickly  dissemi- 
nated. But  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  the  distribution  of  Public  Docu- 
ments of  this  nature  should  be  delivered 
simultaneously  to  the  two  Houses  of  the 
XiC  firislature 

The  Dttkb  op  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  said,  he  concurred  in  the  last 
observation  of  his  noble  Friend.  In  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AflPairs,  he  pre- 
sented Papers  on  the  Eastern  Question 
last  night,  and  he  had  been  imder  the  im- 
pression that  they  included  the  two  sets, 
and  that  both  were  ready  for  distribu- 
tion. He  would  make  inquiry  as  to  the 
second  set,  amd  also  on  the  subject  of 
an  earlier  distribution  of  Papers  pre- 
sented to  their  Lordships*  House. 

METBOPOLITAN    BOABD    OF    WORKS    (ELEC- 
TION OF   members)   BIIiL  [h.I*.] 
A  Bill  for  altering  the  mode  of  the  election  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


165        Public  Bui%ne$$^8unday    {COMMONS}  CMn^  in  Ireland. 


156 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday y  l^th  January^  1878. 


MINUTES.]  —  New  Writs  Issued  —  For 
Greenock,  v,  James  Johnstone  Grieve,  esquire, 
Chiltem  Hundreds;  for  Leith  District  of 
Burghs,  V.  Donald  Robert  Macgregor,  esquire, 
Manor  of  Northstead. 

Select  Committee — Hours  of  Polling  (Metro- 
polis), appointed. 

Public  Bills — ResoluUon$  in  Committee — Or- 
dei'ed — First  Beading — Permissive  Prohibitory- 
Liquor*  [24];  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ire- 
land)* [38];  Divine  Worship  Facilities* 
[46]  ;  Money  Laws  (Ireland)  *  [64] ;  Clerical 
i>iw^bilities*  [67];  Intoxicating  Liquors  (li- 


(Ire- 


cences)  (Ireland)  •  [70]^ 
Ordered— First  Beadtnff—Vviblic  Health 
land)  *  [1] ;  Linen  and  Yam  HaUs  (Dublin) 
[2]  ;  Factories  and  Workshops  ♦  [3] ;  Roads 
and  Bridges  (Scotland)  *  [4] ;  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  on  Sunday  *  [6] ;  Voters  Qre- 
land)  ♦  [6] ;  County  Infirmaries,  &c.  (Ire- 
land) *  [7] ;  Rating  of  Towns  (Ireland)  ♦  [8] ; 
Glebe  Loans  (IrelandJ  *  [9]  ;  County  Courts* 
[10] ;  Employers'  IdaDility  for  Injuries*  [11]; 
Women's  Disabilities  R^oval*  [12];  Te- 
nants' Improvements  (Ireland)  *  [13] ;  "Parlia- 
mentary Elections  (Metropolis)  *  [14] ;  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty*  [16];  Colomal  Marriiges* 
[16];  Poor  liw  Guardians  (Ireland)  Elec- 
tion* [17];  Waste  Lands  (Ireland)*  [18]; 
Capital  Punishment  Abolition*  [19l ;  Muni- 
cipal Franchise  f  Ireland)  *  [20] ;  Hospitals, 
&c.  (Scotland)*  [21];  Town  Councils,  Local 
Boards,  and  other  Local  Governing  Bodies  * 
j22] ;  Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment  * 
^23]  ;  Entails  and  Settiements  Limitation* 
'26'  ;  Queen's  Colleges  and  University  (Ire- 
and)*  [26];  Habitual  Drunkards*  [27]; 
Real  Estate  Intestacy  *  [28]  ;  Hypothec 
(Scotland)  *  [29] ;  Medical  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment* [301 ;  Tenant  Right  OrelandJ 
Married  Women's  Property  (ocotlana) 
Parliamentary  Electors  Registration* 
Public  Parks  (Scotland)*  [34];  Valuafion 
[361;  Cruelhr  to  Animals*  [36];  Public 
Baths  and  Washhouses  *  [37] ;  Agricultural 
Tenants  (Security  for  Improvements)  *  [39]; 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)*  [40] ;  Union  Officers 
(Ireland)  *  [41] ;  Union  Justices  (Ireland)  * 
[42];  Landlord  and  Tenant  fireland)  Law 
Aniendment  *  [43]  ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  *  [44] ;  House 
Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal*  [46]; 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  •  [47] ; 
Training  Schools  and  Ships  *  [48];  Hypothec 
"~    '      '  T( 


(Scotland)  (No.  2)*| 


Land  Tenure  (Ire- 


lEmd)*    [601;    Assislant    County    Surveyors 
rireland^  *  (511 ;  Marria«:e  with  a  Deceased 


Aiiciefit  Monu- 


Officen*  QiialificfttioiiB*[62] 
ments*  [63] ;  County  Boards  (Ireland)  *  [64]; 
Voters  (Ireland)  (No.  2)*  [66];  PuWic 
Health  Act  (1876)  Amendment  *  [66]  ; 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acte 


Amendment*  [67];  Borough  Voters*  [681; 
Criminal  Law  Practice  Amendment*  [69] ; 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote)* 
[71] ;  Blind  and  Deaf -Mute  Children  (Educa- 
tionj*  [72];  Parliamentary  and  Municipal 
Registration  ♦[73];  Vaccination  Law  (Penal- 
ties) ♦  [74] ;  Church  Rates  (Sootland)  *  [76]  ; 
Racecourses  (Licensing)  *  [76] ;  Parliamentary 
and  Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)*  [77]; 
Irish  Peerage  *  [78]. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE    EASTERN    QUESTION  —  THE 

BLACK  SEA,  BOSPHORUS,  AND 

DARDANELLES.— QUESTION. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
present  to  Parliament  any  Beport  or 
Memorandum  already  in  existence,  or 
to  be  prepared  for  the  purpose,  gpivin^ 
the  history  of  the  political  conations 
established  at  different  times  with  re- 
ference to  the  navigation  of  the  Black 
Sea,  the  Bosphorus,  and  the  Darda- 
nelles?   

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  had  inquired 
at  the  Foreign  Office,  and  found  that 
there  was  no  Report  or  Memorandum 
of  the  kind  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
Friend  which  could  be  presented  to 
Parliament;  but  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  extracts 
from  the  various  Treaties  bearing  on 
the  subject,  if  his  hon.  Friend  would 
move  for  them. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS-SUNDAY  CLOSING 
IN  IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  can  state 
what  course  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  to  pursue  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  Sunday  Closing  in  Ire- 
land? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
Sir,  I  observe  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Uembeat  for  Londondeny  Oouaty  (Mr. 
B.  foiyth),  Her  Majesty's  Goyeinment 
win  be  prepared  to  take  the  same  course 
with  regard  to  it  as  they  took  last  year. 
13iey  wUl  support  its  earlier  stages,  but 
wiBorvo  to  themselves  the  right  to  move 
SQch  Amendments  as  may  appear  ad- 
Tinble  in  Committee.  I  oannot  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hoscommon 
will  take  every  means  in  his  power  to 
•eenre  opportiinities  for  the  discussion 
d  his  Bm  by  the  House ;  but,  if  neces- 
saiy,  the  Gk>Temment  will  be  prepared 
to  aid  him  in  obtaining  greater  facilities 
ht  Uiis  purpose,  with  the  view  of  secur- 
ing, 80  far  as  we  are  able,  that  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  shall  be  arrived  at 
^Seesiony  and  shall  not  be  delayed, 
as  was  the  case  last  year,  from  want  of 
time. 

OOKVICT  PRISONS-THE  COMMISSION. 
QX7BSTI0NS. 

Mb.  O'SHATJGHNESSY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  lie  can  state  to  the  House 
Uie  soope  of  the  inquiry  about  to  be 
held  with  reference  to  Convict  Prisons, 
and  whether  its  proceedings  will  be 
pnbHo?         

Mb.  ASSHETON  OE088,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  the  terms  of  the 
Commission  which  was  about  to  issue 
as  wide  as  possible,  in  order  that  the 
Commissioners  might  inquire  into  any 
matter  whidi  they  thought  bore  upon 
the  question.  As  to  the  mode  of  the 
inquiry,  he  believed  that,  according  to 
the  practice  usual  in  such  cases,  that 
rested  with  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves. He  was  quite  sure  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Commission 
would  do  everything  that  was  fair  and 
right.  For  his  own  part,  he  should  offer 
po  opposition  to  the  inquiry  being  held 
in  publicy  if  it  appeared  that  by  such 
means  more  ample  justice  would  be 
done  than  was  likely  to  result  from  a 
prirate  inquiiy. 

Mb.  CHTTiPERS :  Will  it  be  a  Eoyal 
Commission? 

Mb. ASSHETON  CROSS:  Yes. 

PUBUC  BUSINESS— SIMONY  LEGIS- 
LATION.—QUESTION. 

Ms.  LEATHAM  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  -  Department, 
Whother  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Mqasty'a  Qoveitmi»nt  to  introduce  a 


Billy  during  the  present  Session^  which 
shall  give  effect  to  a  Eesolution  passed 
unanimously  by  this  House,  viz. — 

**  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for 
preyenting  simoniacal  evasion  of  the  Law,  and 
checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private 
patronage  P" 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  saw  no  possibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment being  able,  in  the  present 
Session,  to  introduce  a  Bill  of  the  kind 
indicated  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 


MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 

SISTER— COLONIAL  LEGISLATION. 

QTJESnON. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  cmy  Colonies 
which  have  passed  Bills  for  legalizing 
Marriage  witn  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
since  1874  have  forwarded  the  same  for 
Her  Majesty's  sanction;  and,  if  so,  if 
he  will  specify  the  names  of  such  Co- 
lonies, the  dates  at  which  such  Bills 
were  received,  and  the  dates  at  which 
such  sanction  (if  cmy)  was  given,  or  the 
reasons  for  delay  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  since  1874 
Bills  for  legalizing  marriage  with  a  de- 
ceased wife's  sister  have  been  for- 
warded for  Her  Majesty's  sanction 
from  the  Governments  of  New  South 
Wales,  Queensland,  and  Western  Aus- 
tralia. The  New  South  Wales  Bill  was 
received  on  September  27,  1876.  Her 
Majesty's  assent  was  communicated  by 
despatch,  dated  December  8, 1876.  The 
Queensland  Bill  was  received  on  the 
16th  of  November,  1876.  Objections 
being  entertained  against  it  as  being 
ultra  vires,  it  was  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  by  whom  certain  recom- 
mendations were  ,made,  and  in  due 
course  forwarded  to  the  Colony.  An 
amended  Bill  was  received  at  the  Co- 
lonial Office  on  the  21st  of  September, 
1877,  and  w£is  a^ain  referred  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  by  whom  it  has  been 
approved,  and  an  Order  in  Council  for  its 
confirmation  has  now  been  made.  The 
Western  Australian  Bill  was  received 
on  the  16th  of  December,  1876.  As  it 
appeared  to  be  open  to  somewhat  similar 
objections  as  the  original  Queensland 
Bill,  it  was  referred  to  the  Law  Officers, 
and  Amendments  were  suggested  by 
despatch,  dated  February  22,  1877.   An 
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amended  Bill  was  reoeived  on  the  22nd 
of  October,  1877,  and  is  at  this  moment 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown. 

OEDSE    OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS   IN   ANSWER   TO  HER  MA- 

JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOITENBD  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [1 7th  January.] — [See  p. 
126.] 

And  which  Amendment  was,  at  the 
end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  following 
paragraph : — 

"  We  hnmbly  represent  to  your  Blajeety 
that,  while  we  are  glad  to  observe  that  the 
questions  of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  and  Inter- 
mediate Education  in  Ireland  are  to  be  brought 
before  Parliament,  and  we  await  informa- 
tion on  the  nature  and  scope  of  the  proposals 
which  may  be  submitted,  we  himibly  assure 
Tour  Majesty  that  we  shall  regard  it  as  the 
duty  of  Parliament,  on  the  earUest  opportunity 
in  the  present  condition  of  public  affairs,  to 
consider,  in  a  wise  and  conciliatory  spirit,  the 
national  demands  which  the  Irish  people  have 
repeatedly  raised." — {Mr.  Henry,) 

Question  again  proposed, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  added/' 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  MELDON  rose  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  and  would  implore  the  House 
serioufily  to  consider  it.  He  wished  first 
to  point  out  that  it  was  not  an  Amend- 
ment that  went  to  the  question  of  Home 
Bule,  but  only  to  the  systematic  refusal 
of   the    House  to    redbress    the    many 

Sievances  brought  before  it  by  Irisn 
embers.  This  was  not  the  first 
Amendment  moved  by  Irish  Members 
on  the  Address.  In  1874  an*  Amend- 
ment was  moved  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  causes  of  the  discontent 
that  existed  in  Ireland,  and  on  that  oc- 
casion an  argument  was  used  which  cer- 
tainly had  much  force  in  it.  They  were 
told  that  if  they  could  only  substantiate 
any  grievances,  the  House  would  be 
ready  to  redress  them.  The  complaint 
they  now  made  was,  in  substance,  that 
the  promises  ^ven  in  1874  had  not  been 

rsLrriA^I  nut.      It  was  tliA.t  ■noliftv  of  hvh- 


sentathres  brought  in  for  the  redress  of 
grievances,  that  gave  them  so  much  and 
such  just  cause  of  complaint.  He  should 
wish  to  call  attention  to  the  position  of 
the  Irish  Party  in  that  House.  They 
were  placed  between  two  Parties — the 
Party  of  action  in  Ireland,  who  did  not 
believe  in  Parliamentary  action,  and  the 
Party  who  trusted  in  Parliament  to  re- 
dress all  Irish  grievances.  He  was  not 
about  to  bring  the  question  of  Home 
Hule  before  the  House,  but  to  point  to 
the  results  of  the  efforts  of  the  Irish 
Party  during  the  last  few  Sessions.  It 
had  been  remarked  last  evening  that  the 
Amendment  was  inopportune,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  insigmnoance  of  the  ques- 
tions that  it  raisea  as  compared  with  the 
vast  interests  now  at  stake.  But  he 
would  ask  whether  the  question  of  assi- 
milating the  borough  franchise  in  Ire- 
land to  that  of  England  was  an  insignifi- 
cant one  ?  What  reason  was  there  that 
the  people  of^  Ireland  should  be  placed 
upon  a  different  political  footing  from 
those  of  Englcmd  and  Scotland?  How 
had  that  question  been  received  by  that 
House?  A  Conservative  Gtovemment 
had  conceded  household  sufirage  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  but  when  a  similar 
measure  was  proposed  respecting  Ire- 
l£uid,  it  was  met  by  a  Par^  movement 
and  refused.  The  borough  franchise 
was  a  most  important  question,  and  he 
considered  that  its  rejection  struck  at 
the  root  of  all  Constitutional  agitation  in 
Ireland,  and  was  calculated  to  give  nse 
to  agitation  of  another  character.  When 
questions  of  importance  like  that  were 
brought  forward  in  an  argumentative 
manner,  it  was  not  right  to  treat  them 
with  silence.  Such  treatment  surely 
could  not  be  defended.  Ireland  was 
one  part  of  the  Kingdom  the  people  of 
which  did  not  enjoy  the  benefit  of  politi- 
cal power.  The  demcmds  which  they 
made  were  perfectly  reasonable,  and  he 
submitted  that  those  demEuids  ought  to 
be  treated  with  proper  respect.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  question  of  the  registra- 
tion of  Parliamentary  voters  in  Ireland 
was  a  small  one,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
could  not  see  why  the  legislation  for  Ire- 
l£uid  on  this  subject  should  be  more  un- 
favourable to  the  voters  than  that  for 
England  and  Scotland.     Then,  again, 

tliAFA  WAR  tliA  nnofitinTi  of  fhfh  Trinh  mn- 
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T0re  not  Home  Bole  measures,  but  had 
for  their  object  the  assimilation  of  the 
kw8  of  the  two  countries.  He  oom- 
plained  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
mtematically  declined  to  discuss  all 
these  questions,  and  had  thereby  weak- 
ened the  hands  of  those  who  sought  to 
lemoye  Irish  gneyances  by  Parliamen- 
tary action.  The  release  of  the  political 
nrisonershad  been  refUsed  witn  insult 
mi  Session,  yet  for  some  unknown  rea- 
son certain  of  them  had  been  released 
daring  the  Kecess,  but  it  could  not  be 
laid  that  their  release  had  been  granted 
m  answer  to  the  prayer  of  the  Irish 
people.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
ieamed  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  endorsed  the 
policy  which  had  been  adopted  here— 
namely,  that  of  disregarding  the  wishes 
cfthe  people  of  Ireland.  That  sort  of 
speech  was  calculated  to  do  more  mis- 
^ef  than  any  adverse  vote  in  that 
House.  It  was  a  speedi  that  might 
have  been  ddivered  before  a  constitu- 
tional dub,  but  he  certainly  regretted 
from  the  bottom  of  his  heart  that  it  had 
be^i  delivered  in  that  House.  When- 
ever the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
sooght  to  be  arfl^umentative  his  speech 
almost  answered  itself.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  proved  most 
conclusively  that  the  House  would  not 
remedy  the  grievance  of  Ireland  with 
reference  to  the  University  question,  for 
he  had  told  l^em  that  as  far  back  as  1 845 
the  University  question  was  a  grievance 
vhich  the  Government  were  bound  to 
take  up.  It  was  because  that  duty  was 
Mi  that  the  Act  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Qneen's  University  and  the  Queen's 
Colleges  was  passed.  Up  to  the  present 
moment  that  Act  was  almost  a  dead 
letter.  The  Irish  Members  were  asked 
vhy  they  did  not  themselves  introduce  a 
reasonable  scheme  which  might  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  settlement.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Bott)  did  introduce  such  a  measure,  and 
what  was  its  fate  ?  Why,  it  was  igno- 
minioosly  kicked  out  of  the  House,  the 
English  Members  of  which  did  not  even 
think  it  worth  discussion.  That  ques- 
tion had  Mutated  the  people  of  Ire- 
land probabfy  more  than  ainr  other  ques- 
tion. Where  England  or  Scotland  was 
eoneemed,  the  House  was  in  favour  of 
nHgious  education,  but  on  this  Univer- 
■tj  question,  on  which  the  people  of 
Irelandmight  have  expected  thatthe  Con- 

YOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thied  sbmbs.] 


servatives  would  act  in  accordance  with 
their  own  principles.  Conservative  joined 
with  Liberal  Members  in  kicking  out 
the  Bill.  What  the  House  ought  rather 
to  have  done  would  have  been  to  have 
admitted  the  grievance— to  have  ad- 
mitted the  principle  of  the  measure,  and 
then  said — <<The  Bill  goes  too  far,  in 
our  opinion,  but  we  shi£  strive  to  amend 
it."  But  they  did  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Was  it  their  policy  to  kack  out  every 
measure  introduced  by  Home  Bule 
Members?  The  HomeEule  Members 
had  the  fi;reatest  difficulty  in  setting  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  believe  that  £mv  of 
their  grievances  would  be  remedied  by 
Constitutional  means.  He  was  the  last 
m£kn  who  would  like  to  hold  out  a  threat, 
but  as  a  matter  of  conscience  he  could 
not  allow  the  debate  to  close  without  en- 
dorsing to  a  very  great  extent  the  senti- 
ments expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan).  As 
far  as  he  could  judge,  if  this  country 
should  become  a  party  to  the  war  on  tho 
Eastern  Question,  no  help  need  be  looked 
for  from  Ireland.  ["  Oh ! "]  This  was 
a  most  opportune  moment  for  acting  to- 
wards Ireland  in  a  conciliatory  spirit, 
and  it  would  be  far  better  if  reforms  were 
granted  instead  of  being  wrung  from 
unwilling  hands.  If  they  asked  too 
much,  that  was  no  reason  for  acceding 
to  notiiing  at  all.  Their  complaint  was 
that  this  f^arliament  had  systematically 
rejected  everything  that  they  had  askod 
for.  The  Land  Bill,  the  Church  Bill, 
and  the  Emancipation  Bill,  were  only  got 
from  fear ;  and  the  Amendments  to  the 
Prisons  Bill  were  only  granted  after  an 
attitude  of  defiance  had  been  set  up  by 
Irish  Members.  He  hoped  that  they 
would  have  some  expression  from  tho 
Government  in  favour  of  their  demands. 
If  the  Government  pursued  the  course 
hitherto  adopted,  they  would  endanger 
tho  peace  of  this  countnr.  On  the  Sun- 
day question  they  had  nine-tenths  of 
the  Irish  Members  in  favour  of  it,  but 
they  were  denied  that  boon  by  tho  Con- 
servative Government.  He  hoped  that 
they  would  not  refuse  the  just  demands 
of  Ireland.  This  was  a  question  of  tho 
most  serious  moment,  and  he  asked  that 
they  should  not  be  compelled  to  resort  to 
unconstitutional  action. 

Mr.  HERMON  reminded  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
that  the  strongest  opposition  offered  in 
that  House  to  the  measure  for  closing 
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Eublio-houses  on  Sunday  in  Ireland  came 
*om  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  own  side. 
He  repudiated  the  imputation  made  on 
the  previous  evening,  that  English  Mem- 
bers took  no  interest  or  concern  in  Irish 
measures.  For  himself  he  had  always 
been  a  patient  listener  to  Irish  debates. 
He  never  interrupted  them ;  and,  al- 
though English  Members  as  a  rule  did 
not  speak  on  Lish  questiofis,  they  did 
their  best  to  obtain  information  on  them 
and  to  understand  them  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  and  it  was  unfair  to  assert, 
as  the  hon.  and  learped  Member  for 
Kildare  had  done,  that  the  demands  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  treated  with 
scorn.  He  was  very  much  struck,  he 
might  say  distressed,  by  some  of  the  in- 
flammatory Icmguage  used  by  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  last  night.  The  hon. 
Members  for  Wexford  and  Louth  made 
use  of  language  which  he  believed  both 
hon.  Members  in  their  calmer  moments 
must  think  a  little  too  strong.  The 
Irish  Members  were,  no  doubt,  better 
acquainted  than  himself  with  Irelcmd ; 
but  it  must  strike  commercial  men  like 
himself  that  the  procedure  of  last  night 
was  not  exactly  the  panacea  for  Irish 
wrongs.  He  was  not  aware  whether 
hon.  Members  ad^essed  the  same  style 
of  language  to  their  constituents,  but  if 
they  <ud  he  thought  it  most  unwise. 
The  best  thing  for  Ireland  would  be  to 
establish  commercial  enterprise  there; 
but  after  the  speeches  of  last  night  what 
capitalists  womd  venture  their  money  to 
biuld  mills  and  establishments  upon 
what,  according  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, was  a  volcano  ?  He  did  not  ex- 
actly imderstand  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
meant  by  **the  national  demand"  of 
Ireland ;  but  if  the  grievances  of  which 
they  complained  were  real,  and  if  they 
wished  greater  attention  to  be  given  to 
the  Bills  they  introduced,  let  them  choose 
a  more  suitable  mode  of  making  such 
a  proposal  than  by  way  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  talk  about  Home  Rule,  but  he 
never  met  with  anyone  who  could  tell  him 
exactly  what  it  meant.  If  they  merely 
wanted  to  have  in  Ireland  an  institu- 
tion analogous  to  the  London  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works,  or  to  manage  their 
own  railways,  canals,  gas,  water,  and 
matters  of  that  sort,  he  would  heartily 
go  with  them,  for  Irishmen  themselves 
knew  more  about  those  things  than  that 
House  generally  could  do.    Irish  Mem- 
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bers  were  surprised  that  they  oould  not 

Eass  every  Bill  they  introduced,  or  per- 
aps  none  of  them.  Now,  private  M!em- 
bers  from  Lancashire  and  other  parts  of 
England  experienced  just  the  same  diffi- 
culty in  getting  their  Bills  beyond  the 
second  reading ;  but  they  did  not  there- 
fore turn  round  and  say  that  their  Bills 
were  **  ignominiously  kicked  out  by  the 
House,"  as  had  been  said  by  the  last 
speaker.  He  protested  against  such  ex- 
aggerated language  and  maintained  that, 
whether  they  were  English,  Scotch,  or 
IrishMembers,  they  were  all  one  brother- 
hood, and  equally  bound  to  do  their  best 
for  every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  listened  very  carefully  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon),  because  he 
knew  there  was  no  man  more  capable  of 
putting  forward  all  the  arguments  that 
could  be  advanced  in  favour  of  the  pro- 
position he  was  advocating.  In  sup- 
porting this  Amendment  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  said  he  did  not 
refer  particularly  to  the  question  of 
Home  Eule,  'because  it  was  not  raised 
by  this  Amendment.     ["  No,  no  !  "] 

Mb.  meldon  :  I  said  it  was  not  a 
question  of  Home  Bule  alone,  but  of 
disregarding  all  demands  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  enumerated  several  of  them. 
Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  was  exactly  what  he  had  understood, 
that  this  was  not  specifically  a  Home 
Hule  Amendment,  but  intended  to  oover 
the  general  legislation  for  Ireland.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  expression  "igno- 
miniously kicked  out"  had  been  used 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  There 
were  introduced  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  a  great  many  measures  that 
were  not  palatable  to  the  majority  of  the 
House — ^the  Permissive  Bill,  for  instance 
— which  he  did  not  support.  Those  mea- 
sures were  very  carefully  considered  by 
the  House,  and  many  of  them  were  re- 
jected on  the  second  reading,  or,  in  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  words,  '*  ig- 
nominiously kicked  out."  The  Bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  was  repeatedly 
rejected  or  ^ignominiously  kicked  out ;  " 
but  those  who  supported  it  did  not  go  to 
their  constituents  and  tell  them  that  in 
consequence  of  its  rejection  they  must 
no  longer  place  confidence  in  Parliament. 
If  that  were  done,  the  Constitutional 
system  would  not  go  on  at  all.  He 
would  briefly  refer  to  those  measures 
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▼hidi  had  been  mentioned,  and  first  of 
an  to  the  Borough  Franchise  Bill.  That 
measure  had  been  supported  by  ahnost 
ihe  whole  vote  of  the  Opposition  the 
Session  before  last,  and  was  oidy  de- 
feated by  a  m^ority  of  about  80.  Surely 
the  Bill  had  been  treated  in  no  ezcep- 
ticmal  maimer,  though  he  regretted  it 
iras  not  possible  to  carry  it ;  they  had 
Toted  for  it,  and  that  was  all  that  was 
in  &eir  power.  What  was  done  was 
done  within  the  Constitutional  action  of 
&at  House.  There  was  nothing  to  com- 
plain of ;  they  would  only  have  to  wait, 
and  no  doubt  many  of  their  most 
cherished  plans  would  ultimately  pass 
into  law.  Let  them  remember  how 
many  years  the  English  Members  had 
vaited  for  household  su&age.  The  pro- 
posal had  been  brought  forward  for  20 
years  by  Mr.  Baines,  who  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds,  and  it  had  not  yet 
been  carried.  It  was  true  that  there 
▼ere  other  measures  which  were  pro- 
posed by  Lish  Members,  and  which  did 
not  pass  the  House.  There  was  the 
Mnmcipal  Corporations  Bill,  which  was 
nipported  by  almost  all  the  Members 
on  Uiat  side  of  the  House,  and  yet  they 
▼ere  not  successful,  because  the  occu- 
pants of  those  benches  were  in  a  ma- 
jority. The  Scotch  Members  were  fre- 
qnently  brinjring  forward  a  Bill  on 
Hypothec.  That  was  supported  by  Con- 
serrative  Members  —  wiUinrfy  or  un- 
▼illin^v — as  well  as  Liberds,  but  that 
Bin  had  been  lost  over  and  over  again, 
yet  the  Scotch  Members  did  not  consider 
^t  as  ignominious  treatment  of  the 
Scotch  people.  Those  were  two  prin- 
cipal measures  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ejidare  (Mr. 
Veldon).  The  third  was  the  education 
question,  which  everyone  knew  was  a 
very  difficult  Question ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  the  history  of  the  Irish  Uni- 
versity Education  Bill  which  was  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  (Jreenwich  was  one  of  great 
encouragement  to  future  Ministers  to 
take  up  the  subject,  and  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  successive  Prime  Ministers 
had  tried  to  evade  dealing  with  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
had  alluded  to  the  treatment  of  the 
rdifi;ious  question  in  connection  with 
Iriah  Education;  but  he  (Sir  William 
Haioourt)  must  confess  that  he  had 
alwavB  been  under  the  impression  that 
DO  adrantage  was  given  by  the  State  to 


England  which  was  not  equally  extended 
to  religious  education  in  Ireland.  He 
believed,  in  fact,  that  the  condition  of 
the  two  countries  in  that  respect  was 
identical;  and  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned he  had  always  given,  and  should 
always  give,  his  vote  in  favour  of  making 
the  law  in  Ireland  on'that  subject  similar 
to  that  of  England.  If  the  different 
sections  in  that  House  were  to  say  that 
because  they  had  flEuled  in  carrying  the 
measures  they  had  introduced  they 
thought  it  necessary  to  bring  forward 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  Business  of  the  Legis- 
lature was  to  be  carried  on ;  and,  as  far 
as  he  could  judge,  he  did  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
had  made  out  his  case.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  not  been  ienominiously  treated 
by  the  House ;  they  had  received  the  sup- 
port of  many  who  were  not  Irish  Mem- 
oers,  and  they  had  not  been  successful ; 
but  he  could  not  see  how  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Elildare  could  con- 
stitute out  of  this  a  national  grievance. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  had  been  greatly 
pained  by  an  expression  used  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plimket)  on  the  previous 
evening,  namely,  that  the  Home  Bule 
Members  were  masquerading.  If  that 
had  any  meaning  at  all  it  me£mt  that  they 
were  dishonest  m  bringing  the  question 
before  the  House,  and  that  they  only 
meant  it  for  their  constituencies.  Now, 
they  could  have  no  possible  motive  for 
masquerading  as  Home  Eulers.  Speaking 
generally,  there  was  hardly  a  Member  of 
the  Party  who  would  not  be  returned  with- 
out professing  it.  It  was,  therefore,  un- 
Paruamentary  in  the  highest  degree  to  use 
such  language  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Members.  If  he  did  not  believe  in  Home 
Rule  he  should  feel  himself  unworthy  of 
standing  up  in  the  House  and  looking 
honest  men  in  the  face.  As  to  the 
Amendment  being  inopportune,  he  con- 
tended that  Irish  Members  had  a  Con- 
stitutional/ight  to  bring  their  grievances 
forward  on  the  Address  in  Answer  to  the 
Queen's  Speech.  They  were  told  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  that  they  must 
bring  forward  their  measures  again  and 
again,  and  wait  paitently  for  the  attain- 
ment of  their  objects.  The  Home 
Bulers,  however,  were  in  this  position, 
that  they  could  never  become  a  majority 
in  the  House.    There  was  just  a  possi- 
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bility  that  15  yeare  hence  the  Qentlemen 
on  tne  other  side  might  be  required  to 
change  places,  and  there  was  some  hope 
that  at  me  end  of  that  time  the  questions 
referred  to  might  receive  more  attentive 
consideration.  The  Home  Eule  Party, 
however,  could  never  become  a  majority, 
and  they  were  thrown  about  in  a  shuttle- 
cock fashion  between  the  two  great 
Parties,  while  nothing  practical  was  done 
to  remove  the  mevances  of  which  they 
complained.  He  had  never  brought  in 
a  Bill,  because  he  knew  it  was  hopeless 
to-  pass  it.  It  was  only  when  either  of 
the  great  Parties  in  the  State,  for  their 
own  Party  purposes,  hoped  to  arouse  the 
country  on  some  popular  question  or  to 
meet  some  exigency  of  the  moment,  that 
they  wished  to  legislate  on  Irish  subjects. 
They  were  taken  up  by  them  not  because 
Ireland  wanted  legislation,  or  that  it  was 
reasonable  or  in  accordance  with  the 
desire  of  the  people,  but  because  it  suited 
their  own  purposes,  and  then  they  threw 
it  to  Ireland  just  as  a  bone  was  thrown 
to  a  hungry  dog.  He  had  known  in- 
stances where  Liberal  Memb  ers  had  voted 
upon  the  principle  of  "follow  my  leader" 
— they  disliked  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  they  voted  for  it  because  they  were 
bound  as  Party  men  to  follow  their  Leader, 
and  they  did  so  with  expressions  of  hate 
and  contempt  for  the  Irish  for  whose  be- 
nefit they  were  professedly  legislating. 
It  was  not  right  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  or  for  a 
Member  of  the  Government  to  scoff  at 
Irish  Members  as  if  they  were  not  in 
earnest,  by  telling  them  that  if  they 
brought  forward  measures  they  would 
be  attentively  considered  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hermon)  had  warned  them  against  the 
danger  of  diverting  by  agitation  English 
capital  from  Ireland.  Well,  he  would 
be  glad  if  England  woidd  leave  Ireland 
her  own  capital,  but  the  capital  of  Ire- 
land tended  to  flow  over  to  England; 
and  as  to  England's  investments  m  Ire- 
land he  must  say  that  he  had  hardly 
ever  known  any  of  them  succeed;  while 
undertakings  carried  on  by  Irishmen  in 
Ireland  almost  always  succeeded,  those 
carried  on  by  Englishmen  almost  always 
failed.  This  arose  from  the  fact  that  Eng- 
lishmen when  they  embarked  their  capi- 
tal in  Ireland  refused  to  take  the  honest 
advice  of  Irishmen  who  knew  their  coun- 
try, and  believed  that  such  advice  was 
given  for  the  purpose  of  cheating  them. 

Mr.  Shaw 


He  was  therefore  by  no  means  desirous 
of  seeing  an  extensive  investment  of 
English  capital  in  Ireland.  He  admitted 
that  many  of  the  questions  which  had 
received  attention  would  not  have  justi- 
fied the  present  action;  but  the  three 
great  questions  which  formed  the  basis 
of  their  movement  were  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, the  Education  Question,  and  Home 
Bule ;  £uid  these  were  of  such  momentous 
importance  as  to  justify  them,  however 
unpleas£uit  it  might  be  to  many  hon. 
Members,  in  proposing  an  Amendment 
on  the  Address.  With  respect  to  the 
Land  Laws,  notwithstanding  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich, 
evictions  wore  still  frequenti  Recently 
in  the  county  of  Cork  the  agent  of  an 
absentee  landlord  raised  the  rent  of  a 
small  holding  on  which  the  buildings, 
the  roads,  and  the  drainage  had  all  been 
constructed  by  the  tenant  from  £16  to 
£30  a-year,  and  when  the  ten£uit  remon- 
strated the  agent  wrote — "  If  you  do  not 
pay  the  rent  at  once  it  will  be  raised  to 
£40,  or  you  will  be  evicted."  Well,  it 
might  be  said  that  in  such  a  case  the 
tenant  might  claim  compensation  and 
leave,  butwhat  would  be  the  result?  That 
he  would  be  driven  to  become  a  labourer, 
and  he,  for  one,  did  not  think  that  any 
landowner  had  such  a  right  of  property 
in  his  land  as  to  entitle  him  to  have  tho 
power  of  injuring  the  community.  P^- 
perty  in  land  differed  fundamentally  from 
other  property.  It  was  derived  from  so- 
ciety and  subject  to  the  control  of  tho 
community  as  represented  by  the  Legis- 
lature. Tliey  took  possession  of  it  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord  when 
they  required  it  for  any  public  purpose, 
and  if  the  owner  used  it  for  any  purpose 
injurious  to  the  community  they  pre- 
vented him.  Now,  he  believed  that  the 
absolute  power  of  causeless  eviction  was  in 
Ireland  an  enormous  injury  to  the  State. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  very  easy, 
without  dealing  unfairly  with  the  land- 
lord, to  introduce  such  improvements 
into  the  law  as  would  prevent  the  possi- 
bility of  the  occurrence  of  cases  like  that 
to  which  he  had  just  referred,  and  it 
was,  he  thought,  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  make  those  amendments.  No  one,  in 
his  opinion,  should  be  turned  out  of  an 
agricultural  holding  without  notice  to 
quit,  upon  which  should  be  set  forth  in 
plain  English  the  reasons  for  turning 
him  out,  as  to  the  validitjr  of  which  rea- 
sons a  Judge  of  the  land  should  be  em- 
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powered  to  adjudicate.  In  tliis  way  the 
tenant  would  have  security  of  tenure, 
wliile,  instead  of  losing,  the  landlords 
would  find  the  value  of  their  property 
increased.  Here,  then,  was  the  Educa- 
tion question.  T^na  was  one  of  an  ur- 
^t  kind,  because  at  present  it  was  dif- 
ncnlt  to  find  an  adequate  number  of 
jonng  men  educated  sufficiently  for  the 
aitaations  open  to  them.  He  believed 
that  this  question  might  be  settled  easily 
enough  but  for  the  bigotry  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  It  might  be  settled  either 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  benches,  or  by  a  meeting  of  Irish 
Members,  from  wluch  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  were  excluded.  He  had  quite 
Bofficient  confidence  in  the  good  sense 
and  feeling  of  the  Members  from  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  feel  confident  that 
this  could  be  done.  But  the  truth  was 
tiiat  against  any  scheme  which  could  be 
satisfiElctory  to  Ireland  there  would  be 
such  an  outcry  on  the  part  of  Exeter 
HaD  that  no  Government  dared  to  pro- 
pose it.  Then  as  to  Home  Rule.  He 
believed  it  would  be  the  wisest  measure 
for  England  and  Ireland,  and  that  it 
was  the  only  way  in  which  this  question 
could  be  settled  and  by  which  the  diffi- 
culties between  the  two  countries  could 
be  removed.  He  knew  that  the  states- 
men on  both  sides  were  pledged  against 
it«but  he  did  not  attach  much  importance 
to  that.  The  country,  however,  was 
now  in  a  state  of  political  collapse,  and 
there  were  forces  moving  under  the  sur- 
£eu»  of  society  which  would  soon  manifest 
themselves ;  and  the  people  would  say — 
*'  We  wiU  get  rid  of  the  great  Liberal 
Leaders  if  they  don't  know  how  to  lead 
us."  It  might  not,  and  probably  would 
not,  be  long  before  there  would  be 
another  upheaval  of  the  forces  of  society 
in  Europe  to  which  the  recent  extension 
of  ^  franchise  and  the  increase  of  de- 
mocratic influence  would  give  great 
power  in  England.  Was  it,  then,  wise 
for  the  Conservative  Party  to  fiing  away 
70  or  80  Irish  votes  which  were  entirely 
Consenrative,  as  for  as  all  social  matters 
were  concerned  ?  He  trusted  Home  Rule 
Members  had  not  hitherto  fiung  them- 
selves into  any  Badical  movements.  He 
would  himself  like  to  see  this  grand  old 
country  work  out  her  destinies  in  her 
old  way.  He  would  regret  to  touch  any 
of  her  institutions,  and,  although  a  Dis- 
senter, would  not  willingly  vote  for  the 
Diaestabliahment  of  the  Church;  but  the 
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refusal  of  Home  Bule  would  drive  the 
Irish  Members  to  ally  themselves  with 
extreme  Parties,  in  order  to  carry  the 
question  they  had  at  heart.  As  sure  as 
they  kicked  their  Bills  out  and  refused 
to  remedy  the  grievances  of  which  they 
complained,  they  would  meddle  with  the 
English  Land  Laws  and  the  English 
Church,  and  would  ally  themselves  with 
the  Parties  from  whom  alone  they 
could  expect  to  obtain  assistance  in 
their  main  objects.  They  must  respect 
themselves,  and  they  must  make  them- 
selves respected ;  and  they  must,  there- 
fore, take  the  course  he  had  indicated 
if  they  were  driven  to  it,  in  order  to 
show  not  the  people  of  England,  but  the 
ruling  classes,  that  they  were  not  on  the 
right  path  in  treating  Ireland  as  they 
had  done  and  were  doing. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  observed  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  had 
a  perfect  right  to  express  the  sentiments 
which  prevailed  in  the  part  of  the  country 
with  which  he  was  connected.  As  a  Re- 
presentative of  another  section  of  tho 
Irish  people,  he  claimed  an  equal  right 
to  express  their  views.  It  was  too  much 
the  custom  to  talk  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics as  if  they  were  the  Irish  people, 
ignoring  altogether  the  Protestant  com- 
munity. He  ventured  to  express  the 
feeling  that  animated  a  large  and  loyal 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  who 
were  determined  to  maintain  tho  integ- 
rity of  this  great  Empire,  and  desirous 
of  upholding  the  interests  cmd  the 
honour  of  England.  He  should  have 
been  silent  on  that  occasion  if  he  had 
consulted  his  own  feelings,  but  after  tho 
views  which  had  been  enunciated  and 
given  as  representing  tho  Irish  people, 
it  would  be  nothing  less  than  a  crime  in 
one  holding  the  opinions  he  held  if  he 
remained  passive  under  such  a  calumny. 
They  had  been  accused  of  joining  on 
that  side  of  the  House  in  a  conspiracy  of 
silence.  Well,  that  was  the  only  kind 
of  conspiracy  in  which  hon.  Members 
coming  from  Ireland  who  sat  on  his 
side  of  the  House  joined.  He  might 
speak  plainly  because  he  was  at  one  with 
many  Irish  Members  opposite  on  many 
topics ;  but  on  this  occasion,  when  tho 
integrity  of  the  Empire  was  threatened 
covertly  by  this  Amendment  of  the  Ad- 
dress, he  could  have  neither  act  nor 
part  in  their  proceeding.  If  this  Motion 
meant  anythmg,  it  meant  Home  Rule ; 
and  if  Home  Rule  meant  cmything,  it 
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meant  the  disintegration  of  this  great 
country.  Lord  Macaulay,  in  one  of  the 
most  memorable  speeches  delivered  in 
that  House  upon  the  question  of  Bepeal, 
brought  before  it  in  1833,  said — 

"  I  defy  the  hon.  and  loomed  Member,  there- 
fore, to  find  a  reason  for  having  a  Parliament 
at  Dublin,  which  will  not  be  just  as  good  a 
reason  for  haying  another  Parliament  at  Lon- 
donderry." 

There  was  as  much  difference  between 
Ulster  and  the  other  three  Provinces  as 
between  the  population  of  those  three 
Provinces  and  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland.  He  had  heard  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
O'Olery)  that  they  should  establish  a 
Volunteer  Force  in  Ireland — that  was, 
in  Mimster,  Leinster,  and  Connaught; 
but  unhappy  Ulster,  where  the  Pro- 
testant population  was  larffe  and  loyal, 
was  to  be  exempted  from  me  benefit. 

Mr.  0*CLERY  explained  that  what 
he  said  was  that  Ulster  was  the  only 
Province  that  had  disgraced  itself  by 
rioting  through  reli^ous  prejudices,  cmd 
he  suggested  that  districts  where  rioting 
might  have  prevailed  might  be  deprived 
of  the  right  to  have  a  Volunteer  Force. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  he  did 
not  think  he  had  misrepresented  the 
hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member  would 
give  Volunteers  to  Tipperary,  but  he 
would  not  give  them  to  Antrim  and 
Down — ^the  two  great  counties  in  the 
only  Province  in  Ireland  which  was 
loyal  to  England.  The  other  three 
Provinces,  which  were  very  largely 
disloyal,  were  to  be  armed  to  attack 
England  in  the  hour  of  emergency. 
They  had  been  informed  by  the  corre- 
spondent of  the  leading  journal  of  this 
country,  The  Times,  of  a  very  curious 
sentiment  entertained  by  the  Italians  as 
to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  They 
were  told  that  the  Italians  believed  that 
if  England  should  become  Boman  Ca- 
tholic to-morrow,  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  belonged  to  the  Home  Eule  Party 
would  turn  Protestant  out  of  spite.  He 
was  pained  to  hear  the  able  and  learned 
Members  for  Louth  and  Kildare  make 
the  declarations  they  had  made  in  the 
House.  Those  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen had  told  the  House  that  if  this 
country  was  engaged  in  a  foreign  war  it 
could  not  look  for  support  and  sympathy 
from  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had  stated 
that  the  amount  of  popidar  support  which 
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would  be  ^ven  in  England  and  Scotland 
would  not  DC  given  by  the  masses  of  the 
population  of  Ireland  in  the  same  pro- 
portion. 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  said,  that  cotdd 
not  be  wondered  at  when  they  heard  of 
votes  of  thanks  to  the  Ozar  stating  that 
he,  cmd  not  the  Queen  of  England,  de- 
served the  thanks  of  the  Irish  people  for 
the  release  of  the  Fenian  prisoners ;  and 
he  believed  if  to-morrow  England  were 
engaged  in  a  war  with  Russia,  they 
would  find  enthusiastic  meetings  ^  in 
Ireland  passing  votes  and  expressing 
hopes  that  the  arms  of  Eussia  would 
prevail  against  England.  He  spoke  as 
an  Orangeman  ;  a  word  which  had  a 
peculiar  efiPect  on  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, but  the  body  to  which  he  belonged 
had  been  misrepresented  in  that  House 
cmd  out  of  it.  They  were  bound  to- 
gether to  maintain  the  Protestant  re- 
Hgion,  tiie  Constitution,  and  the  integ- 
rity of  the  Empire ;  they  were  hostile 
to  no  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
and  they  desired  to  uphold  no  ascen- 
dency ;  but  they  were  determined  to  cast 
in  their  lot  for  weal  or  woe  with  this 
great  Empire,  and  they  would  be  loyal 
and  true  to  her  to  the  last. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEN 
said,  it  was  nearly  20  years  since  he  had 
taken  part  in  a  debate  on  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  to  the  Crown,  and 
he  should  not  have  done  so  now  had  not 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  appeared 
to  him  to  be  in  the  highest  degree  excep- 
tional. Let  the  House  consider  for  a 
moment  the  position  in  which  they  were 
placed.  Only  two  days  ago  the  country 
was  in  a  state  of  great  uneasiness,  a 
large  portion  of  the  community  being 
impressed  with  the  feeling  that  we  were 
likely  to  drift  into  war  at  a  time  when 
the  opinion  of  the  country  was  decidedly 
in  favour  of  peace.  He  did  not  blame 
the  Government  for  that,  and  he  had 
never  entertained  the  fear  himself;  be- 
cause he  knew  that  there  were  certain 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  whose  past 
career  gave  the  surest  guarantee  lliat, 
having  once  pledged  themselves  to  a 
policy  of  neutiality,  they  would  not  have 
remained  for  one  hour  longer  in  that 
Cabinet  if  a  contrary  policy  had  found 
favour  therein.  But  what  had  happened 
on  the  previous  day  ?  Assurances  were 
given  by  the  GK)vemment  of  an  eminently 
satisfactory  character,  and  there  was 
onl^  one  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  great 
majority  of  that  House — ^that  an  Address 
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should  go  forih  to  Her  Majesty  express- 
ing the  voice  of  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land as  the  voice  of  one  man.    There 
was  now  an  interposition  from  that  side 
of  the  House  which  he  viewed  with  the 
greatest  r^ret,  both  from  £ui  Imperial 
point  of  view  and  from  the  view  of  one 
▼ho  was  desirous  of  meeting  the  just 
wishes  of  the  Irish  people.     From  an 
Imperial  point  of  view,  he  believed  the 
action  taken  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  was  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  British  people, 
and  contrary,  too,  to  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  constituents  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  supported  the  Amendment 
to  the  Address,  and  who  he  was  sure  at 
such  a  time  would  wish  that  only  one 
Toice  should  go  up  to  Her  Majesty  from 
Her  Parliament.     The  Irish  Members, 
by  the  course  they  had  taken,  had  not 
improred  their  own  position,  by  placing 
^mselves  in  opposition  to  the  people 
of  this  country  and  wishing  to  become 
isobted.    What  they  (the  Members  of 
the   House)  wished  was  that  Ireland 
^honld  share  in  the  prosperity  of  the 
ooontry  instead  of  isolating  itself.     We 
wished  them  to  have  a  share  and  a  por- 
tion in  every  national  success  we  achieved, 
and  in  every  national  movement  we  un- 
dertook.   Why  did  not  the  hon.  Mem- 
'bers  from  Ireland  join  them  in  a  peace- 
fol   demonstration?     Did    they    differ 
from  the  foreign  policy  of  England? 
No,  they  did  not.     Why,  then,  did  they 
not  go  with  them  to  the  Throne  with  a 
mianimous  Address  ?    Whatever  differ- 
ences might  exist  upon  particular  legis- 
latiTe  measures,   Ireland,  as  England, 
was  for  peace ;  and  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, he  believed,  if  fully  ascertained, 
the  views  of  the  Irish  people  would  be 
£nind  to  be  in  favour  of  a  unanimous 
voice  in  g^ing  to  Her  Majesty  in  this 
grare  crisis  in  European  affairs.     He 
regretted  the  Amendment  from  an  Irish 
point  of  view,  and  he  had  a  right  to  con- 
eider  himself  a  friend  of  Ireland,  for 
during  a  long  career  in  Parliament  he 
had  constantly  supported  measures  con- 
ceived  in  a  spirit  friendly  to  Ireland. 
Englishmen  did  not  want  to  isolate  Ire- 
land, and  they  did  not  want  to  see  Irish- 
men isolate  her.     He  wanted  to  see  Ire- 
hmd  share  in  the  prosperity  cmd  the 
triumphs  of  England,  and  he  asked  the 
Irish  Members  whether  there  was  a 
single  Irish  measure  which  they  had 
pmosed  which  would  be  advanced  by 
diflering  from  the  Knglifih  Parliament 


on  this  great  question?  It  was  only 
right  that  there  should  be  an  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  bench  on  which  ho 
sat,  indicating  the  desire  of  its  occupants 
that  the  Address  should  be  adopted  with 
unanimity,  and  that  the  controversy  as 
to  whether  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  disloyalty  in  parts  of  Ireland  should 
cease.  In  spite  of  the  bitterness  engen- 
dered by  Parliamentary  defeat  and  the 
rejection  of  the  Bills  oi  Irish  Members, 
some  of  which  he  had  himself  supported, 
he  believed  that  no  such  disloyalty  existed 
in  Ireland  as  had  been  hinted.  He  re- 
ferred with  regret  to  the  statements 
made  as  to  differences  of  opinion  in  va- 
rious parts  of  Ireland,  and  he  firmly  be- 
lieved, and  would  continue  to  believe 
till  it  was  proved  to  the  contrary,  that 
if  a  national  crisis  were  to  arise  the  sons 
of  Tipperary  would  go  out  to  fight  the 
enemies  of  the  count^  as  loyally  and  as 
readily  as  those  of  Ulster,  cmd  those  who 
said  otherwise  wronged  themselves  and 
their  countrymen.  He  believed  Irish 
Members  would  best  advance  the  mea- 
sures they  had  at  heart  by  not  forcing  a 
division  on  the  Amendment  when  the 
House  desired  to  be  unanimous.  Ho 
remembered  the  moderate  and  wise 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  County  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  in  a  previous  Session, 
and  he  always  listened  to  him  with  re- 
spect. When,  however,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber told  the  House  that  hon.  Gentlomoii 
on  the  Government  side  were  as  Liborul 
as  those  on  that  (the  Opposition)  sido, 
he  could  only  reply  that  this  was  a  point 
open  to  argument,  but  hardly  relevant 
to  the  present  issue.  But  when  tlio 
hon.  Member  taunted  those  upon  the 
front  Opposition  bench  with  the  proba- 
bility of  their  exclusion  from  office  for 
15  years,  and  hinted  that  they  wore 
ready  to  support  certain  Irish  measures 
with  a  view  to  regain  office,  he  (Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen)  would  inform  him 
in  the  name  of  every  occupant  of  that 
bench  that  no  such  taunts  as  he  had 
now  indulged  in  would  prevent  them 
from  voting  with  Irish  Members  when 
they  believed  them  to  be  right  and 
against  them  when  they  believed  them 
to  be  wrong.  There  were  many  ques- 
tions advocated  by  Irish  Members  for 
Ireland  which  English  Liberals  could 
cordially  support  as  legitimate  parts  of 
a  Liberal  programme,  and  which  would 
naturally  be  opposed  by  those  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.    On  ^e 
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other  hand)  there  were  questions  whieh 
cotdd  not  be  admitted  to  be  part  of  the 
Liberal  policy,  and  to  which  the  Liberal 
Members  must  reserve  the  right  of  ob- 
jecting when  they  were  brought  forward. 
One  of  these  was  Home  Bule,  and  he 
had  particularly  guarded  against  an- 
nouncing himself  as  an  enemy  of  it  be- 
cause he  had  not  been  able  to  understand 
precisely  what  it  meant.  But  if  Home 
Rule  was  intended  to  signify  a  severance 
of  Lrish  from  English  interests,  let  there 
be  no  mistake  as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
great  body  of  English  Liberals.  If  it 
did  not  mean  that,  at  least  in  the  view 
of  some  of  its  adherents,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand the  language  used  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel,  imputing  to  English 
Members  enmity  to  Lreland,  and  stating 
that  this  House  was  full  of  the  enemies 
of  Ireland.  He  protested  strongly  against 
such  language,  and  he  declared  that 
there  was  a  general  wish  on  one  side  of 
the  House  as  well  as  on  the  other  to 
deal  justly  and  fairly  with  eveiy  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  people.  With  respect  to  the 
Home  Bute  question,  t]|Ose  who  sat  on 
the  front  Opposition  bench  would  listen 
attentively  to  the  arguments  that  were 
adduced,  and  of  course  they  would  be 
very  glad  to  consolidate  the  Libend 
Party,  so  that  there  should  be  unity 
upon  that  side  of  the  House.  It  was  a 
natural  and  an  honourable  wish  to  unite 
the  different  sections  of  a  Party  so  that 
the  principles  might  be  advanced  upon 
which  that  Parfy  had  been  formed. 
But  he  would  say  emphatically  for  him- 
self, for  those  who  sat  around  him,  and 
for  the  whole  body  of  English  and  Scotch 
Members  in  that  House  that,  however 
much  they  might  desire  an  united 
Party,  they  would  never  give  their  con- 
sent to  any  course  which,  in  order  to 
consolidate  a  Party,  might  imperil  an 
Empire. 

SiE  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  complained 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
last  spoken  taunted  them  with  being 
guilty  of  isolation,  but  he  denied  the 
correctness  of  that  statement.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  acting  uncon- 
stitutionally in  brining  forward  an 
Amendment  to  the  Audits  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  ;  but  this 
Parliament  was  not  specially  summoned 
to  consider  a  question  of  peace  or  war. 
Her  Majesty  had  not  confined  herself  in 
Her  Speech  to  the  state  of  matters  in 
the  East  of  Europe ;  but  had  referred  to 
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questions  of  domestic  legislation.    Tlie 
ordinary  Constitutional  course  had  there- 
fore been  followed.     He   denied  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  W. 
Johnston)  had  any  right  to  assume  a 
position  of  peculiar  loyalty.     He  was 
sure  that  of  many  sent  to  that  Houso 
deeply  attached  to  this  present  Empire 
under  which  they  lived,  he  had  never 
taken  a  position  contrary  to  the  integrity 
of  this  great  Empire,  for  which  his  re- 
verence was  not  exceeded  by  that  of  any 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  while  he  expressed 
that  sentiment,  he  was  equally  devoted. 
to  the  country  the  cradle  of  his  race,  and 
in  that  he  saw  nothing  inconsistent  with. 
a  devotion  to  Imperial  interests,  and  he 
could  therefore  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way.  Were  he 
a  Eevolutionist  he  should  tell  the  people 
of  Ireland  there  was  no  use  in  appealing 
to  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  beoaase 
he  was  loyal  to  the  Constitution  he  ad- 
vocated faith  in  Parliamentary  Govern- 
ment as  the  means  of  obtaining  the  re- 
dress of  Irish  grievances.     He  would 
not  refer  to  the  past,  to  the  days  of 
Desmond  and  O'Neil,  though  if  he  had. 
lived  in  the  times  of  oppression  of  1798 
he  would  have  been  a  United  Irishman. 
But  the  circumstances  of  our  own  time 
were  not  the  circumstances  of  1798,  and 
during  the  past  century  the  course  of 
the  British  Parliament  had  been  that  of 
slow,  but  he  might  almost  say  of  mathe- 
matical, progress  in  reference  to  Ireland. 
He  asked  the  House  to  let  him  refer  to 
what  they  presented  to  the  House,  and 
they  presented  their  j^rogramme  without 
considering  the  propriety  of  dealing  with 
Ireland  as  an  autonomous  nation.     Per- 
haps he  ought  not  to  use  the  word, 
because  there  were  some  people  who  said 
that  a  dictionary  did  not  give  its  correct 
meaning.     He  did  not  consider  that  in- 
consistent with  their  alliance  with  Eng- 
land, and  he,  for  one,  would  not  be  there 
as  a  Home  Buler  if  he  thought  Home 
Eule  meant  a  separation  of  Ireland  from 
the  Empire.    In  matters  purely  Irish 
they  wisned  to  be  allowed  to  legislate 
for  themselves.     Imperialists  in  every 
other  respect  they  were  and  intended  to 
be.     They  were  anxious  to  participate 
in  all  the  beneficent  influences  connected 
with  this  great  Empire,  and  they  believed 
that  if  they  got  the  fair  play  they  wished 
they  would  prove  themselves  loyal  and 
devoted  servants  of  the  Crown.     The 
House  of  Commons  had  neither  the  time, 
the  inclination;  nor  the  knowledge  ne- 
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ooBBtaj  to  enable  it  to  deal  properly  and 
efiectoally  with.  Iriah  questions.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Education  question 
was  amongst  the  most  important  of  these, 
and  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  or 
two  upon  that  question ;  for,  although  a 
BcRDan  Catholic,  he  derived  in  early  life 
his  education  in  a  Ohurch  of  England 
school,  and  took  degrees  at  Trinity  Col- 
lege. What  they  proposed  was,  that  the 
Boman  Catholic  people  of  Ireland  should 
not  be  allowed  to  remain  altogether 
onedocated  unless  they  consented  to  be 
educated  in  a  particular  manner,  and 
that  OQO  opposed  to  their  religious  oon- 
▼icdons.  He  was  perfectly  sure  that  if 
it  was  proposed  to  educate  either  Mus- 
fiolinans  or  the  Hindoo  population  of  our 
Indian  Empire  in  a  manner  which  was 
offensive  to  their  consciences,  the  pro- 
posal would  not  be  listened  to  for  a 
moment.  They  might  call  the  objec- 
tions of  the  Irish  Boman  Catholics  to 
the  education  which  it  was  now  intended 
to  force  upon  them  prejudices,  but  they 
were  prejudices  which  deserved  to  be 
req>ected.  It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  give  them  the  opportunity  of  receiving 
education  in  their  own  way,  and  for  the 
life  of  him  he  could  not  see  what  objec- 
tion there  could  be  to  a  Boman  Catholic 
University  being  empowered  to  confer 
degrees  on  the  assurance  that  they 
should  not  be  conferred  upon  any  but 
those  who  exhibited  adequate  scholastic 
attamments.  With  regard  to  the  Fenian 
priscmers,  beyond  expressing  his  deep 
regret  at  the  sad  story  of  the  unfor- 
timate  man  who  had  died  a  few  days 
aftcv  his  release,  he  would  not  say 
more  pending  the  inquiry  which  the 
Home  Secretary  had  promised  to  insti- 
tnte  in  respect  to  the  treatment  of  those 
inearcerated  in  the  convict  prisons. 
Generally,  he  thought,  the  gaolers  should 
not  be  entrusted  with  a  discretionary 
power  of  adding  to  the  punishment  spe- 
cified by  the  Judge  byniehom  the  convicts 
might  be  sentenced.  A  prisoner  in  the 
19th  century  should  not  be  treated  as  pri- 
KfDias  were  in  the  middle  ages,  as  in  the 
times  of  Louis  XI.,  when  they  were  hung 
np  in  cages  in  the  Castle  of  Loches.  He 
eoold  not,  however,  see  how  the  Govem- 
meat,  having  consented  to  release  the 
mihtary  prisoners,  could  now  keep  in 
custody  the  other  prisoners  who  had  not 
CQtnmitted  any  such  offence.  He  trusted 
Her  MajesW's  Ministers  would  listen  to 
appeals  of  Ixiah  Members  on  behalf  of 
those  unfortunate  men — appeals  which 


were  entirely  free  from  anyiliing  that 
partook  of  menace.  Allusion  had  been 
made  to  tiie  probability  of  Ireland  being 
invaded  and  the  people  joining  the  in- 
vaders ;  but  the  fear  on  that  score  was 
simply  ridiculous.  Was  the  Czar  the 
person  who  was  to  invade  it  ?  Why,  the 
animosities  which  formerly  existed  be- 
tween the  Orangemen  and  the  Boman 
Catholics  were  as  nothing  compared  to 
those  which  existed  between  the  latter 
and  the  members  of  the  Greek  Church. 
Was  it  Germany  which  was  to  invade 
Ireland  ?  He  should  like  to  see  the  man 
in  Ireland  who  would  be  bold  enough  to 
enrol  a  brigade  to  support  Prince  Bis- 
mark.  As  to  a  Frencn  invasion,  the 
fact  was  that  only  a  very  limited  number 
of  Frenchmen  knew  anything  about 
Ireland  except  that  it  was  a  Catholic 
country;  and  it  was  idle  to  talk  of 
the  Americans  coming  across  the  At- 
lantic to  invade  the  country.  The  idea 
of  such  a  thing  seemed  too  prepos- 
terous to  be  mentioned.  In  the  event 
of  this  country  being  involved  in  a  war 
there  would  be,  as  hitherto,  a  feeling 
of  sympathy  between  the  English,  Scotch, 
and  Irish  people.  As  a  devoted  adherent 
to  Her  Majesty's  Crown,  he  denied  the 
imputation  of  disloyalty  which  had  been 
cast  upon  his  countrymen,  and  he  hoped 
Irish  Members,  in  the  duty  they  had 
to  perform  to  their  country,  had  not 
offended  British  prejudices  by  bringing 
before  the  House  the  wants  and  wishes 
of  the  Irish  people.  In  conclusion,  he 
asked  the  House  to  treat  this  country 
properly,  to  behave  in  a  manner  which 
had  been  indicated  by  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  had  addressed  them,  and  at 
least  express  some  sympathy  for  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
House  had  been  told  for  the  hundredth 
time  that  its  Members  generally  were  in 
a  state  of  dense  ignorance  as  to  Irish 
affairs.  No  imputation  could  be  more 
unjust.  The  history  of  Ireland  was  no 
longer  a  closed  book,  either  against 
Members  of  that  House  or  the  English 
public  during  the  eventful  period  of  100 
years  before  the  Union.  Mr.  Froude,  in 
his  work.  The  English  in  Irelmd,  had 
elucidated  the  history  of  that  country, 
and  in  doing  so  had  fairly  exposed  the 
true  history  and  origin  of  the  Home  Bule 
movement.  The  movement  was  simply 
intended  to  facilitate  the  action  of  the 
Clerical  Party,  and  their  desire  for  free 
and  Constitutional  institutions  had  been 
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sufficiently  illuBtrated  by  their  recent 
conduct  in  Ireland.  Their  demand  was 
that  University  education,  intermediate 
education,  and  even  primary  education 
should  be  in  the  keeping  and  direction  i 
of  the  priests.  That  was  the  motive  of  j 
their  action.  The  advocates  of  Home 
Eule  had  never  drawn  a  clear  distinction  I 
between  the  policy  of  Home  £ule  and 
Bepeal.  Anyone  who  read  the  reports  of 
what  had  been  said  last  night  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  and  | 
others,  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
their  object  was  the  restoration  of  that 
unhappy  state  of  things  which  existed  in 
Ireland  in  the  time  of  the  ''  United  Irish- 
man," at  the  close  of  the  last  century. 
He  regretted  that  this  Amendment  had 
been  proposed.  He  did  not  think  it  in  the 
least  justifiable,  because  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  this  House  had  received 
a  distinct  engagement  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  introduce  measures 
for  Ireland  whenever  there  was  the 
slightest  prospect  of  the  Home  Bulers 
allowing  them  to  pass.  He  considered 
the  Amendment  as  a  manifestation  of  the 
dictatorial  spirit  which  influenced  the 
action  of  hon.  Members.  It  had  been 
said  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  if 
this  country  should  be  engaged  in  war 
they  would  raise  an  insurrectionary 
movement  which  would  compel  Parlia- 
ment to  assent  to  the  policy  which  they 
advocated.  He  would  tell  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  that  they  mi^ht  rouse  in 
this  country  a  resolve  that  if  autonomy 
were  granted,  it  should  be  granted 
to  Ireland  only  as  a  colony  and  not 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order,  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  just  made  a  most  extraordinary  and 
unjustifiable  statement.  He  had  said 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  had  stated  that  in  case  of  a 
foreign  war  they  would  rise  to  insurrec- 
tion. No  such  statement  had  been  made, 
in  fact  it  would  be  treason.  On  the 
contrary,  ev^  hon.  Member  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  endeavour  to 
repress  any  insurrection,  and  prevent  the 


would  no  doubt  be  out  of  Order ;  but  I 
did  not  understand  the  hon.  Member  to 
do  so. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said  the 
hon.  Member  had  certainly  stated  that 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  would  excite 
insurrection. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE    said,    he    had 
adverted  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth,  which  were  to 
the  effect  that  England's  difficulty  was 
Ireland's  opportunity,  and  to  those  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  who  said  that 
evening  that  unless  the  House  aooepted 
the  dictation  of  the  Home  Eule  Mem  oers 
with  respect  to  the  government  of  Ireland, 
he  would  feel  compelled  to  join  with 
others  in  advocating  the  extreme  opinions 
which  so  many  in  me  House  condemned. 
Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
the    historical  references  of   the   hon. 
Member  for   North  Warwickshire,    bo 
quickly  followed  by  the  disavowal  of  his 
(Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna's)hon.  Friends,  the 
Home  Bule  Bepresentatives,  reminded 
him  forcibly  of  some  lines  which  he  had 
recently  read  which  applied  to  this  sort 
of  discussion — 
"  With  Taxied  lore  his  mind  replete  is 
From  ancient  tome  and  modern  treatise ; 
From  the  Enchiridion  of  Epictetos 
To  grass  manures  and  black  potatoes. 
Whene'er  he  speaks  his  speech  is  freighted 
With  history  so  well  narrated, 
Tou'd  think  some  question  was  debated. 
Whilst  he  refuted  what  no  one  stated !  '* 

And  now  he  would  observe  in  reference 
to  the  political  prisoners,  whatever  might 
be  the  sentiments  of  any  section  of  the 
Irish  people  on  the  subject,  he  would 
from  his  place  in  that  House  express  his 
own  deep  sense  of  gratitude  to  Her 
Gracious  Majesty,  who  really  originated 
the  work  of  compassion  and  mercy.  He 
was,  also,  not  tmmindful  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  yielding,  even  at  so  late  an 
hour,  to  the  influences  that  were  brought 
to  bear  upon  them.  As  to  the  rest  of 
the  prisoners,  and  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  unfortunate  man  who  had  died,  he 
was  quite  satisfied  that  in  his  heart  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Office  deplored  what  had  taken 
place  quite  as  much  as  any  of  them. 
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the  eyes  against  it.  Now,  he  would  ask 
in  respect  to  political  pledges  against  the 
measure,  of  which  they  had  heard,  what 
great  measures  couldihey  point  to  which 
had  been  carried  by  any  Government, 
whether  now  occupying  the  Gbvemment 
benches  or  not,  which  had  not  been  car- 
ried in  the  face  of  extravagant  pledges 
that  such  measures  should  never  be 
entertained.  In  the  case  of  this  very 
Union  there  was  an  instance,  not  only  of 
the  violation  of  pledges,  but  of  Treaties. 
The  Parliament  of  Ireland — whether 
rightly  or  wrongly  he  would  not  then  stop 
and  argue — agreed  to  the  Union  with 
England  on  the  express  condition  of  a 
solemn  Treaty  ratined  by  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment on  both  sides  of  the  Channel,  and 
assented  to  by  the  Monarch,  and  that 
condition  was  that  the  Protestant  Estab- 
Hdmient  should  be  respected  in  its  in- 

a^ity.  He  asked  was  that  not  a  more 
earn  pledge  even  than  the  pledges  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
—to  maintain  what  they  designated  the 
integrity  of  an  Empire  ?  But  he  denied 
that  this  was  a  question  affecting  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire  at  all.  Hon. 
Members  had  talked  about  Home  Bule 
as  something  which  had  not  been  ex- 
plained because  there  was  no  Bill  before 
them  with  the  details  arranged ;  but  he 
voold  like  to  know  on  what  great  oc- 
casion such  a  coiurse  had  been  of  late 
adopted?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
far  whose  integrity,  ability,  and  pa- 
triotism he  had  the  highest  respect,  came 
to  a  conclusion  in  1868  which  he  could 
scarcely  have  expected  to  arrive  at  a  few 
years  before  in  favour  of  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  how  did 
he  proceed  ?  He  did  not  bring  down  a 
Bill  with  all  the  details,  so  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  or  any  other  Mem- 
ber might  make  a  speech  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  tithe  -  proctors  or  of 
chapeis-at-ease,  or  any  other  matter 
upon  which  a  Member  might  make  a 
speedi.  He  proceeded  with  statesman- 
like sagacity  to  conquer  the  opponents 
of  the  measure  before  he  introduced  his 
Bill ;  and  so,  having  first  established  the 
principle,  he  was  enabled  to  carry  one 
of  the  greatest  reforms  ever  peaceably 
effected  in  this  country.  The  hon.  Mem- 
httwho  had  just  spoken  had  referred 
to  this  question  as  one  of  colonial  auto- 
nomy, but  it  was  not  such  an  autonomy, 
Bor  was  it  such  as  would  be  granted 
to  Bulgaria  or  any  Fxovinoes  in  the  East. 
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What  was  meant  was  such  an  autonomy 
as  the  several  States  of  America  now  en- 
joyed— not  quite  so  much  as  the  autonomy 
enjoyed  by  Hungary.  Was  it  not  easy 
to  understand  a  confederation  of  States 
united  in  one  Empire  ?  In  the  event  we 
contemplated  the  executive  power  would 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown  as 
now ;  all  control  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
and  the  financial  system  would  rest  witn 
the  Imperial  Parliament  as  they  do  now, 
saving  only  that  in  regard  to  financial 
exaction,  !u*eland  should  be  required  to 
contribute  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
only  a  sum  equally  proportipnate  to  her 
resources,  as  the  sum  contributed  from 
the  resources  of  Great  Britain  was  to  the 
total  of  her  means.  Some  hon.  Members 
spoke  as  if  they  did  not  understand  what 
Home  Bule  meant;  but  he  would  ask 
them,  was  there  not  an  instance  in  the 
Union  of  the  Swiss  Oantons  and  in  the 
Federal  Union  of  Norway  and  Sweden  ? 
What  he  asked  for  was  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Federal  State  in  Ireland  under 
such  restrictions  and  conditions  as  were 
consistent  with  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire ;  and  if  asked  to  join  in  carrying 
out  any  other  species  of  Home  Eule,  he 
would  say  to  his  constituents — **  Ooimtme 
out,  for  I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it.*'  Under  such  a  system  he  believed 
the  Empire  would  be  stronger  than  it 
was  now  in  proportion  to  her  recognized 
means.  These  were  his  ideas  of  what 
was  meant  by  Home  Bule.  He  believed 
when  Home  Bule  was  dispassionately 
considered  it  must  commend  itself  to  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  claimed  for 
the  Home  Bule  Party  that  they  were 
essentially,  not  in  a  Party  sense,  but  in 
the  true  philological  sense  of  the  term,  a 
Conservative  Party.  Beference  had  been 
made  to  a  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  against  Home 
Bule ;  but  hon.  Members  who  took  that 
ground  should  remember  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westmeath  inveighed 
against  Home  Bule  as  not  going  far 
enough,  but  the  arguments  the  hon. 
Member  used  could  be  easily  met.  Heat- 
tempted  to  show  the  difficulty  of  defining 
the  separation  between  external  affairs 
and  home  affairs;  but,  of  course,  in  pass- 
ing an  Act  of  Parliament  all  these  matters 
would  be  discussed  and  arranc^ed.  He 
must  say,  speaking  for  himself  that  he 
had  never  made  any  speeches  in  Ireland 
which  had  trenched  on  the  privilege  of 
^ech  more  than  he  had  in  the  House. 
He  wished  it  to  go  toxQi  to  Ireland  that 
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there  was  a  fi*eedom  of  speech,  and  he 
was  very  glad  to  say  there  had  been 
very  little,  if  any,  desire  shown  on  the 
Government  benches,  daring  the  present 
debate,  to  restrain  the  Irish  speakers. 

Mb.  DIQ-BY  observed  tJiat,  whatever 
might  be  thought  by  those  who  were  not 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party,  of  the  course 
token  by  that  Party  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  he  assurred 
the  House  that  those  wit^  whom  he 
acted,  representing  as  they  did  pub- 
lic opinion  in  Ireland,  felt  that  they 
had  no  alternative  but  to  adopt  that 
course.  He  freely  admitted  that  of  late 
years  the  attention  of  England  had  been 
called  to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
that  English  statesmen  had  made  earnest 
and  generous  efforts  to  remedy  the  evils 
which  prevailed  in  that  country.  Much 
had  been  accomplished,  and  the  Irish 
people  would,  indeed,  be  most  ungrate- 
ful if  they  did  not  willingly  recognize 
and  acknowledge  that  which  had  oeen 
done  for  Ireland  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  in 
establishing  religious  equality  in  that 
country.  But  the  measures  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  important  as  they  were, 
did  not  touch  the  root  of  the  evil.  The 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land was  universal  that  somehow  its  na- 
tionality must  be  reoomized.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  had  prepared  a  scheme  whereby 
that  feeling  of  nationality  might  be  re- 
cognized consistently  with  the  integrity 
of,  and  unity  with,  Ghreat  Britain.  He 
wished  they  could  get  English  statesmen 
and  philosophers  to  grapple  with  the 
question,  for  he  could  not  doubt  that  if 
they  did  they  could  deal  with  it  effec- 
tually. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  had  several  times  asked  that  the 
subject  might  be  inquired  into,  but  as 
yet  the  question  of  Irish  nationality  had 
never  left  the  domain  of  politics,  nor  had 
it  entered  into  the  serious  and  earnest 
attention  of  English  statesmen.  Until 
it  did — imtil  the  question  was,  as  it 
might  be,  settled  in  a  manner  com- 
patible with  the  honour  and  interests  of 
the  British  Empire — so  long  would  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives  not  be  exceeding 
their  duty  in  stating  their  views  for  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. They  did  not  complain  of  any 
want  of  courtesy  on  the  part  of  English 
Members.     What  they  did  feel  was  that 
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the  measures  which  from  time  to  timo 
they  brought  before  the  House  did  not 
receive  the  consideration  which  their  im- 
portance demanded.  He  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  national  feeling  to  which  he 
had  referred  did  not  exist,  and  whether, 
so  far  from  diminishing,  it  was  not  in- 
creasing ?  It  happily  md  not  now  take 
the  dangerous  form  which  it  assumed  a 
few  years  since ;  and  this  he  confidently 
stated,  that  the  English  statesman  who 
would  take  up  the  question  and  recon- 
cile the  existing  national  feeling  with  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire  would  earn  the 
lasting  fifratitude  of  we  people  of  Ireland. 
In  condusion,  he  appealed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  complete  the  mea- 
sure of  amnesty,  and  assured  them  that 
if  they  had  the  courage  to  release  the 
political  offenders  still  remaining  in  pri- 
son, they  would  assure  the  fact  that  the 
thanks  of  the  Irish  people  would  be  laid 
at  the  feet  of  Her  Majesty  with  the  most 
humble  and  grateful  respect. 

Mb.  fay  denied  the  truth  of  the 
charge  sometimes  brought  against  them, 
that  Home  Bule  might  more  properly 
be  described  as  Eome  Bule.  The  fact 
was  that  it  originated  among  the  Con- 
servatives, who  were  disappointed  and 
annoyed  by  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  Boman  Catholic  hierarchy  had  to  a 
very  great  extent  held  aloof  from  the 
movement.  He  repudiated  the  assertion 
that  the  Home  EiUe  Members  did  not 
represent  their  constituents.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  the  material  resources  of  Ire- 
land were  at  as  low  a  point  as  they  had 
ever  been  since  1848 ;  and  the  increased 
taxation  which  would  inevitably  follow 
from  any  war  would  fall  heavily  upon 
the  country.  He  was  opposed  to  any- 
thing like  a  war  policy,  and  he  believed 
his  countrymen  largely  shared  that  feel- 
ing. There  were  many  Irishmen  in  the 
ranks — indeed,  eliminate  the  Irish  ele- 
ment from  the  Army,  and  one-third  of 
the  fighting  men  would  be  taken  away. 
He  would  Be  glad  to  see  in  Ireland  a 
Volunteer  Force  such  as  existed  in  the 
rest  of  the  Kingdom.  He  hoped  that 
the  result  of  thii3  discussion  might  be 
that  the  Government  would  agree  to  an 
inquiry  into  the  present  unsatisfactory  re- 
lations between  Ireland  and  England, 
and  he  did  not  see  that,  in  order,  if  pos- 
sible; to  carry  oat  that  object,  there  waa 
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anjihing  disloyal  in  Irish  Members  sup- 
pwdnff  an  Amendment  .to  the  Address 
m  lep^  to  the  Queen's  Speech. 

Kb.  STOBEB  said,  the  hon.  and 
lesmed  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  had  complained  that  the  House  did 
not  give  time  for  the  discussion  of  mea- 
Bozw  to  redress  Irish  grievances.  It 
miut  be  in  the  recollection  of  every 
Member  of  the  House  and  of  the  public 
geaioally  that  all  the  sensational  mea- 
sires  which  had  occupied  the  attention 
of  Parliament  in  recent  years  were  con- 
nected with  Ireland.  Those  measures 
made  concessions  to  the  very  Party 
vhich  now  came  forward  and  said  that 
nothing  had  been  done  for  them.  There 
▼as  the  measure  for  abolishing  the  Irish 
Church  Establishment  —  in  whose  in- 
terest was  that  passed  ?  The  measure 
viiich  revolutionized  the  Land  Laws  of 
Irdand — was  not  that  brought  in  to  suit 
liie  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ? 
They  tiiought  that  measure  did  not  go 
fill  enouffhy  and  they  wanted  to  go  flu- 
tter. If  you  gave  them  an  inch  they 
ahr^B  wanted  an  ell.  They  would 
never  be  satisfied  with  any  concessions. 
In  fact,  they  had  no  desire  to  be  satisfied. 
Iheir  desire  was  to  keep  open  a  wound 
in  Ireland  which  wjoula  give  them  an 
vusoa^  for  keeping  up  agitation  in 
that  countiy,  wmch  he  was  sorry  to  say 
was  only  too  ready  to  listen  to  their 
proposals.  He  couMy  however,  assure 
mm.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  House 
Mt  the  deepest  interest  in  every  measure 
vhich  came  fix>m  Ireland,  and  was  as 
detxrous  of  doing  justice  to  her  as  she 
was  of  doing  justice  to  this  country. 
The  same  attention  was  paid  to  Irish 
measures  in  that  House  as  to  En&;lish 
measures;  and  if  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  ^[ember  for  Kildare 
Tas  carried  to  its  logical  sequence  it 
came  to  this — that  every  measure  which 
anylzish  Member  proposed  should  be 
paned  by  the  House ;  and  if  it  was  not 
passed,  uiat  was  ip^o  facto  a  grievance. 
Soehan  argument  was  untenable  and 
absurd.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  KQdare  made  it  a  grievance 
that  exactly  similar  laws  were  not 
passed  for  one  country  as  the  other; 
rat  those  hon«  Memb^  who  attended 

e  meetings  in  Ireland,  and  who 
better,  had  no  right  to  lead  the 
ignorant  population  of  Ireland  to  be- 
here  that  was  not  now  the  case.  They 
Ittd  jnstioe  administered  by  men  of  their 


own  race  and  creed ;  they  had  trial  by 
jury — ^although  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
that  safeguard  of  Kberty  was  often  in 
Ireland  oi  no  avail — and  it  was  their 
own  fault  if  Ireland  was  not  well  go- 
verned. If  they  brought  forward  proof 
that  their  municipal  institutions  or  their 
Parliamentary  constitution  could  be  im- 
proved, the  House,  he  was  sure,  would 
listen  to  them  attentively.  •  When  Irish 
Members  went  about  tiie  coimtiy  pro- 
pagating their  peculiar  doctrines,  they 
should  remember  that  in  many  particu- 
lars the  taxation  of  Ireland  was  far  less 
them  that  of  England,  although  there 
was  no  reason  why  both  countries  should 
not  in  that  respect  be  placed  on  an 
equal  footing.  In  Ireland  there  was  no 
railway  du^,  the  stamp  duties  were 
very  insignificant,  there  were  no  assessed 
taxes,  no  land  tax,  no  inhabited  house 
duty,  and  where  the  English  farmer  paid 
a  penny  in  the  ^imd  of  income  tax,  the 
Irish  farmer  paid  only  three  farthings ; 
although  it  was  well  known  they  were 
just  as  good  farmei*s,  and  made  as  good 
profits  as  those  of  England.  There  was, 
however,  another  very  cogent  reason 
why  Home  Eule  would  be  no  advantage 
to  &em.  They  had  now  assistance  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  which  they 
would  not  then  have,  as  he  supposed 
that  if  they  had  Home  Bule  they  would 
have  an  Exchequer  of  their  own,  imless 
they  wished  to  govern  England  and  Ire- 
land too.  TheEetumsfor  1877  of  the 
grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation  in  the 
three  countries  showed  that,  whereas 
those  grants  for  England  and  Wales 
amounted  to  not  quite  £2,500,000,  and 
forScotland  to  only  £339,000,  for  Ireland 
they  reached  £1,868,000,  the  latteritem 
including  £18,000  to  hospitals  and  in- 
firmaries, for  which  England  and  Scot- 
land received  no  corresponding  sum. 
The  result  of  the  comparison  was  that 
one-third  of  the  whole  of  the  extra 
grants  made  in  aid  of  local  taxation  went 
to  Ireland,  although  her  population  in 
1874  was  only  one-sixth  of  that  of 
the  United  Eongdom ;  while,  as  far 
as  Imperial  revenue  could  be  calcu- 
lated, she  contributed  only  l-27th  of 
the  total  amount  of  direct  taxation. 
Who,  then,  could  say  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  Irish  people  were  not 
considered  by  Parliament,  or  that  they 
had  not  their  fair  share,  and  more  than 
their  fair  share,  of  what,  by  every  prin- 
ciple of  right  and  reason,  they  could 
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claim?  And  yet  an  Xrish  Member, 
not  then  in  his  place,  was  reported — 
he  trofited  fiEdsely — ^to  have  said  at  a 
meeting  in  Ireland  that  ''the  people  of 
England  were  accursed/'  and  that  he 
was  going  to  the  "  accursed  House  of 
Commons."  Was  that  language  that 
should  be  used  by  a  Member  of  that 
House?  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member,  in  the  words  of  the  Arab  pro- 
verb, that  **  Curses  are  like  chickens, 
they  come  home  to  roost ; "  but  he  hoped 
no  retHbution  would  overtake  the  hon. 
Member  for  his  language.  The  un- 
substantial myth  of  Home  Rule  was 
like  the  mirage  of  the  desert,  which  as 
they  approached  it  vanished  from  their 
view;  it  was  as  shadowy  as  the  imaginary 
civilization  of  the  ancient  Kings  of  Ire- 
land, of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  had  spoken.  The  half-clad  in- 
habitants of  tnat  country  at  the  remote 
times  referred  to  had  scarcely  any  civi- 
lization to  boast  of,  being  a  set  of  tribes 
nearly  always  at  war  with  one  another — 
a  characteristic  which,  he  feared,  had 
largely  descended  to  their  posterity ;  for 
they  never  seemed  happy  except  when  at 
war  with  someone,  and  even  at  home  they 
could  hardly  forbear  from  the  luxury  of 
a  free  fight.  If  Home  Bule  ever  be- 
came a  reality,  which  Heaven  forbid ! 
he  believed  it  would  be  perfectly  im- 
possible to  maintain  a  Parliament  in 
College  Green ;  for,  besides  the  certainty 
that  they  would  be  in  conflict  with  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  three  months, 
not  a  month  would  elapse  before  the 
Nationalists  would  be  flying  at  the 
throats  of  the  Home  Eiders.  When 
they  had  a  meeting  in  Dublin  to  decide 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  statue  of 
the  great  Liberator,  whether  he  was  to 
wear  a  cloak  or  notr— for  his  own  part  he 
thought  there  should  have  been  a  cloak 
— they  could  not  even  settle  that  simple 
question  without  an  angry  disputation 
— ^the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  invest- 
ing one  Member  of  that  House  who 
was  not  now  in  his  place  with  the 
title  of  a  jack-in-the-box  because  he 
jumped  up  so  often.  Their  recent  Home 
Itule  meetings  at  Limerick  and  else- 
where had  shown  that  pugnacity  was 
inherent  in  the  national  character.  He 
thought  that  hon.  Members  for  Ireland 
should  be  well  satisfied  to  let  things 
remain  as  they  were.  They  should 
abandon  their  baseless  dream  of  Home 
Bule,  and  give  up  the  tactics  of  obstruo- 
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tion;  and  when  they  went  home-— as 
perhaps  they  would  do  some  day — they 
might  prove  themselves  to  be  true  pa- 
triots by  showing  the  Irish  people  how 
Well  off  they  were  by  their  connection 
with  the  British  Empire.  Instead  of 
hinting,  as  some  hon.  Members  had 
done  in  a  way  which  must  have  created 
disgust  in  the  House,  that  there  would 
be  disloyalty  and  possibly  conspiracy  in 
Ireland  if  certain  measures  were  not 
passed,  he  hoped  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  tell  their  countrymen  what 
good  reasons  thoy  had  to  be  satisfied  with 
their  position ;  and,  so  far  from  Irish- 
men being  a  danger  to  England,  if  difli- 
culties  in  the  Eastern  Question  should 
unfortunately  crop  up,  they  would  be 
found  serviceable,  £w  they  ever  had  been, 
to  the  defence  of  the  Empire  and  loyal 
to  the  Crown. 

Db.  WAED  remarked  that  the  ad- 
mission of  the  last  speaker  that  that 
House  had  never  been  able  to  satisfy  the 
people  of  Ireland  was  the  very  ground 
upon  which  they  demanded  that  Home 
Bule  should  be  substituted  for  the  exist- 
ing system.  Hardly  any  cause  was  dearer 
to  them  than  that  of  education ;  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  had  admitted  the  failure 
of  several  efforts  in  the  matter.  Could 
there  be  any  more  forcible  impeachment 
of  the  Imperial  system — any  more  fatal 
admission  of  incompetence  ?  Their  peti- 
tion, then,  was  that  they  might  settle 
those  questions  for  themselves.  The  con- 
demnation of  the  Government  was  that 
they  had  far  less  of  the  affection  of  the 
Irish  people  than  of  the  English,  and  he 
wotdd  be  false  to  his  oath  taken  in  the 
House  if  he  did  not  state  the  fact.  The 
circumstance  was,  indeed,  lamentable, 
and  no  one  lamented  it  more  than  him- 
self; but  the  only  remedy  was  for  the 
Government  to  give  over  their  bungling 
attempts  at  legislation,  and  allow  the 
Irish  people  to  manage — or  mismanage 
— their  own  affiairs.  Not  a  jot  of  Eng- 
lish power  or  influence  would  be  lost ; 
for  if  only  they  were  permitted  to  regu- 
late their  own  internal  affairs,  the  Irish 
people  would  be  loyal  enough,  although 
at  the  present  time  any  rebel  would  be 
better  received  in  an  Irish  town  than 
any  Prime  Minister.  Surely  the  moment 
chosen  for  these  statements  was  not  in- 
opportune, nor  was  he  ill-advised  in 
urging  that  a  combination  of  local  and 
Imperial   institutions   might   win   the 
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loyalfy  of  IriBhmen.  It  liad  been  eaid 
tiAtthe  people  of  Ireland  did  not  on- 
dentand  the  meaning  of  Home  Bule. 
Home  Bule  had  been  established  in 
Canada,  and  had  proved  snoceraful 
there.  It  was  just  such  a  system  as  ex- 
isted in  Canada  that  they  ae&ed  for.  No 
one  oonid  pretend  that  mey  did  not  un- 
dentand  l£at  mtem.  He  was  inclined 
to  tidnk  that  those  who  asked  for  a  de- 
finition of  Home  Kule  did  not  want  to 
know  what  the  Iri^  people  asked  for. 
So  far  from  Home  Kule  being  dead, 
as  Uiey  were  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket),  the  feeling 
in  its  favour  was  growing  stronger 
and  stronger  every  day,  and  Insh 
Hemb^«  sitting  on  the  Conservative 
benches  knew  it ;  and  at  the  next 
General  Election  two-thirds  of  the 
Members  returned  for  Ireland  would  be 
pledged  to  the  cause. 

Mfi.  M*LABEN    said,    that    as   he 
intended  to  vote  for  the  Amendment, 
he  wished  the  House  to  allow  him  a 
few  sentences    in    explanation    of  his 
reasons  for  doing  so.    It  was  not  on  any 
technical  point  that  he  did  so,  but  because 
of  the  practical  grievances  set  forth  in 
the  speeches  to-night — the  failure  of  the 
Bills  which  during  various  Sessions  had 
been  introduced  finitlessly  to  the  House. 
It  was  on  this  g;round  that  he  meant  to 
Totefor  the  Annendment — to  mark  his 
sense  of  the  injustice  which  had  been 
done  to  Ireland.    It  was  from  no  idea 
of  the  Home  Bule,  such  as  was  demanded 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Ireland.    He 
bod  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced by  the  Qovemment  to  establish 
Oounty  Boards  would  have  the  effect  of 
establishing  Home  Bule  to  a  certain 
extent,  and  he  should  like  to  see  that 
kind  of  Home  Bule  extended,  not  only 
to  Ir^nd,  but  to  Scotland  also.    He 
thought  that  no  greater  benefit  could  be 
conferred  on  the  people  of   the  three 
Kingdoms,  than  giving  them    a   large 
share  in  the  management  of  their  own 
local  affairs,     without    being    obliged 
always  to  come  to   Parliament.     There 


House  for  establishing  household 
sufiE^age  in  ^gland,  mat  was  no 
sooner  done  than  a  Bill  was  given 
Notice  of  to  establish  the  same  principle 
for  Scotland,  and  it  was  earned  with 
very  little  clamour  or  trouble  as  an  act 
of  justice  !to  Scotland.  But  what 
happened  with  regard  to  Ireland  ?  The 
Irish  Members  aficed  for  a  household 
Bill  for  Ireland.  It  was  opposed,  and 
not  all  the  efforts  of  the  Irisn  Members 
availed  to  establish  such  a  system  for 
Ireland.  There  were  always  overwhelm- 
ing majorities  in  opposition  to  their 
views.  Then  about  Parliamentary  regis- 
tration. It  was  now  exceedingly  simple 
in  Ihigland  and  Scotland,  more  particu- 
larly in  Scotland.  There  was  no  trouble 
whatever  about  it.  In  the  constituency 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent 
(Edinburgh),  containing  about  27,000 
electors,  Uie  Bevising  Barrister  was  not 
occupied  more  than  two  hours  in  each 
year  in  revising  the  list  of  votes.  But 
m  Ireland  the  trouble,  expense,  and 
chicanery  that  took  place  were  beyond 
all  calculation.  Then  look  at  the  results 
of  this.  One  result  was  not,  as  in 
England  and  Scotland,  to  try  and  put 
every  eligible  person  on  the  roll,  but 
apparency  to  see  how  many  people  they 
could  keep  off  the  roll ;  and  looking  stiU 
further  at  the  results  in  all  the  boroughs 
of  Ireland,  including  Dublin,  Belfast, 
Cork,  and  in  all  the  great  and  small 
towns  put  together,  there  were  fewer 
voters  fiian  in  tiie  city  of  Glasgow.  That 
was  the  outcome  of  this  d&erence  in 
the  system  of  the  Parliamentary  fran- 
chise and  the  system  of  Parliamentary 
registration  combined.  Then,  in  regard 
to  the  municipal  franchise,  matters  were 
very  much  in  the  same  way.  England 
and  Scotland  had  household  suffrage, 
and  the  only  difference  between  the  two 
Kingdoms  was  that  in  England  women 
householders  had  votes,  while  in  Scot- 
land they  had  none.  He  hoped  to  see 
this  difference  remedied  in  the  course 
of  time.  But  Ireland  had  nothing  of  the 
kind.  They  had  the  merest  handful  of 
electors  in  many  of  the  towns  in  Ireland. 
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franchised  on  aooount  of  flie  paudty 
of  eleotors.  But  he  would  not  ^iter 
into  that.  He  preferred  that  they 
should  have  a  greater  number  of  eleotors, 
and  that  the  system  should  be  assimi- 
lated to  that  of  the  other  two  Kingdoms. 
He  thought  on  these,  and  many  other 
groimds,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
great  cause  for  complaint.  The  Govern- 
ment, from  time  to  time,  in  place  of 
giying  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
privileges  of  equality  which  they  were 
anxious  to  obtain,  had  always  tried  to 
stop  their  mouths,  as  far  as  he  could  see, 
by  creating  places  with  salaries  and 
emoluments,  and  in  that  way  putting  an 
end  to  the  a^tation  which  took  place 
from  time  to  tmie.  It  was  quite  true,  as 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Storer)  a  few  minutes  ago, 
that  Ireland  contributed  less  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  proportion  to 
its  population  than  did  either  Eng- 
land or  Scotland.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  Ireland  had  contributed 
only  l-27th  part  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, but  he  thought  it  was  a  mis- 
take. She  contributed  1-1  Itb,  as  would 
be  seen  from  a  Betum  which  he  had 
recently  obtained.  Eoference  had  been 
made  to  the  system  of  education  in 
Ireland.  He  would  be  delighted  to 
see  the  Scotch  system  established  in 
Ireland.  He  would  vote  for  it  with  all 
his  heart,  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
found  very  beneficial.  The  education 
rates  in  Scotland  were  laid  upon  bH  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  lands  and  houses, 
one  half  on  the  owners  the  other  half 
on  the  occupiers.  There  was  not  a 
cottager  in  Scotland  who  paid  a  £4  rent 
that  had  not  to  pay  school-rates  for 
the  education  of  ms  children.  What 
was  the  system  in  Ireland  ?  The  Trea- 
sury did  everything.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers complained  mat  higher  salaries 
were  not  given  to  their  teachers — that 
this,  that,  and  the  other  thin^  was  not 
done.  Why  did  they  not  do  as  the 
Scotch  did,  give  salaries  to  their  teachers 
out  of  thoir  own  pockets  ?  They  ought 
to  lay  on  a  rate.  Was  not  a  man  who 
who  had  £1,000,  or  £100,  or  even  £10 
worth  of  land  in  Ireland  as  able  to  pay 
a  school  rate  as  a  man  in  a  similar  posi- 
tion in  Scotland  ?  The  rates  for  schools 
in  Scotland  ranged  from  Zd,  to  U,  6d, 
in  the  pound  of  rental,  and  it  was  a  sad 
fact  that  the  poorer  the  parish  the 
greater  the  rate   of  assesBment.     Let 
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their  Irish  friends  who  asked  for  equal 

Erivileges  be  content  to  bear  equal 
urdens  also.  Then  he,  with  all  his 
heart,  would  vote  for  every  privileg^e 
Ireland  desired,  which  it  could  be  shown 
that  England  or  Scotland  enjoyed. 

Mr.  MABTEN  said,  that  sinoe  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  Irish 
questions  had  occupied  a  large  share  of 
its  attention,  and  when  Irish  Members 
complained  of   their   inattention    ibey 
must  remember  that  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  had  from  time  to  time 
complained  that,  owing  to  the  pressure 
of  Public  Business,  their  grievances  did 
not  receive  due  attention.    So  far    as 
purely  local  Irish  affairs  were  concerned, 
he  felt  sure  every  English  Member  would 
be  disposed  to  facilitate  discussion  with 
respect  to  those  of  a  local  character, 
provided  the  principle  of  any  change 
proposed  was  previously  sanctioned  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Artizans  Dwellings  Act  in  this 
country.      But    the   Amendment    only 
went  to  establish  Home  Bule  for  Ire- 
land.   It  was  said  that  Parliament  re- 
fused to  entertain  many  questions  of 
importance  to  Ireland;    and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren) 
had  referred  to  the  three  questions  of 
Parliamentary  and  mtmicipal  suffirage 
and  of  registration  as  matters  on  which 
Ireland  suffered  by  its  connection  with 
England.    But  the  House  must  remem- 
ber that  the  subject  of  registration  had 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
several  Sessions.    Only  last  Session  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  would  have  been 
appointed  on  the  subject  without  diffi- 
culty had  it    not  been   prevented  by 
the  disputes  of  Irish  Members  amongst 
themselves  as  to  was   the  proper  man 
to    be    placed  upon   it  as  the    repre- 
sentative of  Irish  interests.    The  delay 
which  had  arisen  was,  therefore,  duo 
not  to  the  action   of  English,  but  of 
Irish  Members.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  complained  that  places   in 
Ireland  were  given,  not  to  the  oest  man, 
but  those  who  agitated  most.    But  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  tiie  Go- 
vernment had  introduced  measures  last 
Session  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
largely  reducing  the  numbers  of  judicial 
offices  in  Ireland,  so  that  so  far  as  they 
went  there  was  no  disposition  on  their 
part  to  retain  their  patronage.  The  pre- 
sent was  a  most  momentous  crisis.    At 
this  moment  momentous  questions  were 
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peiding  which  might  affect  for  a  long 
time  to  come  the  foirtonee  of  the  Empire. 
Tbis  if  at  any  time  was  the  one  at  which 
tiie  Goremment  might  be  excused  for 
Bot  prc^ioeing  a  large  number  of  domes- 
tkmeasoree  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
A  naraffraph  of  that  Speech  was  devoted 
toWiHation  in  England,  a  second  to 
legiauition  in  Scotland,  and  a  third  to 
legislation  in  Ireland.  ["No,  no!"]  A 
measure  had  been  promised  with  regard 
to  itttCEmediate  eaucation.  Therefore, 
^  Irish  Members  could  not  complain 
that  their  country  was  passed  over  as 
le^ec^ed  in  the  Boyal  Speech.  As  far 
as  tiie  lang^oage  of  that  Document  was 
eonoemed  Lreland  was  treated  in  a  most 
fiimrarable  manner.  He  appealed  to 
Insh  Members  whether  they  were  en- 
tiiely  agreed  amount  themselves  as  to 
tiie  prinoipleB  on  which  education  should 
be  oooduiied  on  any  ^rade  in  Ireland. 
The  priests  and  the  kuty  opposed  each 
other  on  the  subject  with  a  vigour  and 
eloquence  unequalled  in  other  parts  of 
file  Kmgdom.  He  was  certain  that  the 
mijcrity  of  the  Members  of  that  House 
▼ere  disposed  to  treat  Irish  subjects  in 
the  most  conciliatory  manner;  but  it 
must  be  reoolleoted  that  the  questions 
xaued  as  Irish  q  uestions  were  problems 
affecting  in  the  highest  degree  the  con- 
dition of  the  people,  and  raising  in  the 
sharpest  manner  the  most  important 
matters  of  principle.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, possible  to  deal  with  them  in  that 
vay  of  quiet  compromise  which  it  was 
posBiUe  to  bring  to  bear  upon  English 
and  Scotdi  questions.  While  the  House 
wore  willing  to  give  their  attention  to 
IriflhafiairSy  it  must  be  admitted  that 
thdr  Amendment  was  full  of  difficulty. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  ikere  was  no  occasion  for  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  brought  forward 
on  the  Address,  and  that  it  would  be 
deoaively  rejected. 

Mb.  (ySULLIVAN,  in  supporting 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  would  not  re- 
&r  to  tiie  coituries  of  oppression  to 
whidi  Ireland  had  been  subject,  but  to 
the  question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and 
peace,  which  would  address  itself  to  the 
coBsaence  of  every  Englishman.  He 
hdiered  that  if  Lr^and  had  enjoyed  a 
Pariiament  of  its  own  at  the  time  of  the 
Inah  Famine,  that  Famine  would  soon 
hate  been  stayed.  At  that  time  more 
iood  was  exported  from  Ireland  to  make 
nots  fixr  absent  landlords  than  would 
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have  fed  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
in  the  country;  but  England  thought 
more  of  the  interests  of  absentee  land- 
lords than  of  saving  the  lives  of  hun- 
dreds and  thoiisands  of  the  people.  They 
had  been  told  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Plunket),  in  his  romancing  speech,  that 
Ireland  was  one  of  the  fi^st  countries 
in  Europe.  He  would  show  the  value 
of  that  romance.  He  was  returned  for 
his  native  county  by  nearly  three-fourths 
of  the  constituency;  but  if  he  were 
caught  in  that  ooimty  with  a  gun  in  his 
hands,  though  he  had  never  committed 
a  crime  in  his  life,  he  would  be  liable  to 
two  years'  imprisonment.  That  was  the 
freedom  they  enjoyed.  What  had  Irish- 
men to  be  mttef  m  for  ?  He  would  take 
one  case.  The  amount  of  duty  derived 
from  spirits  in  Ireland  in  1841  was 
£964,000,  while  that  raised  from  the 
same  source  in  1871  was  £3,469,000,  or 
nearly  four  times  the  amoimt  raised  in 
1841.  Nor  was  that  higher  sum  due  to 
increased  consumption,  because  the  con- 
sumption in  1841  had  been  more  than  it 
was  in  1871.  It  was  because  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  had  increased 
the  duty  nearly  fourfold — from  2«.  8rf. 
to  10*.  per  gallon,  whilst  in  wealthy 
Enghmd  they  only  increased  the  duty 
from  7b.  Sd,  to  10*.  the  gallon.  What 
had  Ireland  got  for  that  increased  duty  ? 
Poor  Ireland,  deprived  of  her  manufac- 
tures, deserted  by  her  local  landlords, 
had  to  pay  that  amoimt  every  year  to 
^lis  country  in  undue  taxation.  If 
every  Bill  brought  into  this  House  by 
the  Irish  Members  were  passed,  they 
would  never  be  satisfied  imtil  Ireland 
had  the  right  of  making  her  own  laws 
and  disposing  of  her  own  taxes.  They 
did  not  object  to  Imperial  questions 
being  decided  in  the  Imj>erial  Parlia- 
ment. He  asked  for  nothing  more  but 
what  every  country  was  entitled  to.  Ire- 
land was  clearly  marked  out  as  a  dis- 
tinct nation,  and  would  never  consent  to 
have  Irish  laws  made  by  Englishmen  or 
anybody  else  but  Irishmen  in  an  Irish 
Parliament. 

Ma.  PAIINELL  said,  he  had  hoped  to 
have  the  presence  of  the  Home  Secretary 
while  he  made  one  or  two  observations 
on  the  case  of  Sergeant  McCarthy.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  better 
if  the  evidence  of  the  prison  officials 
from  Chi^am  had  been  given  at  the 
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inqueei  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  present 
at  the  inquest,  and  took  the  liberty  to 
suggest  to  the  Coroner  that  the  inquiry 
might  be  adjourned  to  obtain  eviaence 
from  the  prison  medical  officer,  but  it 
appeared  tnat  the  Ooroner  had  no  juris- 
diction to  take  the  eyidence  of  witnesses 
out  of  the  country.  The  Grown  was  re- 
presented on  the  occasion  by  Mr.  Ander- 
son, the  Crown  solicitor,  but  he  did  not 
seem  to  think  it  necessary  that  evidence 
should  be  obtained  from  the  prison. 
Perhaps  he  had  ^ood  reasons  for  that ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  friends  of  the  deceased  present  at 
the  inquest  that  the  prison  officials  were 
not  examined,  for  they  did  all  they  could 
do  to  rive  a  wider  scope  to  the  inquiry. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  fairly  inti- 
mated that  the  inquiry  was  of  such  a 
partial  character  mat  it  could  not  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
had  further  intimated  that  the  Commis- 
sion upon  the  working  of  the  Penal 
Servitude  Acts  would  have  full  power  to 
inquire  into  this  particular  case ;  but  it 
was  desirable  that  such  a  horrible  event 
should  bo  made  the  subject  of  investiga- 
tion speedily  andimmediately.  This  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  would  have  very  wide 
and  general  functions,  and  it  would  be  un- 
able to  give  this  case  that  attention  which 
it  demanded,  and  it  might  not  be  able  to 
report  for  a  year.  He  submitted  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary would  be  very  well  justified  in 
appointing  a  Commission  of  Liquiry  into 
this  case.  The  sooner  all  the  facts  of 
McCarthy's  prison  life  were  known, 
whether  thev  were  in  accordance  with 
their  view  of  the  case  or  not,  the  better 
for  everyone  coxmected  with  the  matter. 
It  was  stated  in  evidence  that  McCarthy 
had  complained  of  symptoms  of  heart 
disease  in  1872,  and  that  up  to  1876  a 
portion  of  his  work  was  to  carry  heavy 
bundles,  containing  300  pairs  of  hose, 
and  weighing  2  cwt.,  from  the  stores 
to  the  tailor's  shop ;  that  he  complained 
to  the  officers  in  charge  that  the  work 
affected  his  heart ;  that  in  1875  he  was 
admitted  to  the  infirmary,  and  discharged 
by  the  chief  medical  officer  before  being 
cured;  that  he  was  disturbed  in  his  sleep 
by  the  half -hourly  visits  of  the  warders; 
tnat  when  he  had  lost  his  teeth  he  was 
denied  tea  or  cocoa  in  which  to  soak  the 
dry  bread  he  was  unable  to  eat  other- 
wise; that  he  had  but  15  oimoes  of  meat 
a- week  besides  bread  and  gruel;  that  he 
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was  kept  in  a  cell  seven  feet  by  four, 
and  that  the  only  air  he  could  set  was 
from  a  closed  haOl,  where  260  omer  pri- 
soners were  confined*  Dr.  0'Leary,M.P.y 
mve  evidence  that  the  symptoms  of  heart 
disease  must  have  been  manifest  lon^ 
ago  to  a  medical  man ;  and  the  jury,  to 
their  credit  be  it  said,  although  oonsisfing 
of  Conservative  gentlemen  in  Dublin, 
returned  a  unanimous  verdict  to  the 
effect  that  ''  Charles  McCarthy  died  on 
the  10th  Jcmuary,  and  that  the  cause  of 
his  death  was  heart  disease.  We  forther 
find  that  the  treatment  whichr  Charles 
McCarthy  received  in  prison  hastened 
his  death."  With  re^ara  to  the  general 
question  of  these  resmutions,  it  was  true 
that  it  might  seem  a  very  inconvenient 
process  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
adopted  of  oominff  between  the  House 
of  Commons  and  me  consideration  of  the 
Eastern  Question  ;  but  if  every  English- 
man in  tiiat  Hou^e  thoroughly  under- 
stood their  position  in  Ireland,  and  the 
importance  of  the  questions  they  had 
from  time  to  time  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House — if  they 
thoroughly  understood  the  vital  im- 
portance of  having  the  Land  Question 
settled  in  such  a  way  as  to  enable  the 
soil  of  Ireland  to  produce  the  proper 
amount  of  food  that  it  was  capable  of 
producing — if  they  could  realize  the  po- 
sition of  a  people  without  any  University 
education  that  they  could  accept  con- 
scientiously— they  would  see  that  after 
all  they  were  not  so  unreasonable  in 
preferrmg  the  interests  of  their  own 
countrymen  to  the  interests  of  thepeople 
of  England  in  regard  to  the  Eastern 
Question.  He  did  not  wish  to  implicate 
the  rest  of  the  Irish  M^nbers  in  what 
might  be  the  peculiar  opinions  he  held 
on  the  subject;  but  it  might  be  said 
that  in  the  Home  Bule  programme  th^ 
had  undertaken  to  go  hand-in-hand  with 
England  as  regarded  her  Imperial  and 
foreign  relations ;  that  they  had  under- 
taken to  assist  England  in  her  foreign 
difficulties,  and  to  stand  by  her  on  such 
a  question  as  this  Eastern  Question — 
they  had  undertaken  to  stand  by  Eng- 
land to  the  best  of  their  power,  but  on 
one  condition  —  that  England  should 
allow  them  the  right  of  self-government. 
Certainly  the  man  who  would  pledge  ti^e 
Irish  people  to  assist  England  in  a  diffi- 
culty if  these  grievances  remained  unre- 
dre8i9ed  would  undertake  a  very  serious 
responsibility,  and  would  certainly  de- 
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mfB  tiie  Kigliflh  people.  There  was 
■a  old  maxim  tliat  England's  difficulty 
▼as  Ireland'a  opportunity,  and  it  had 
beea  verified  in  times  paist.  They  had 
never  been  able  to  set  the  attention  of 
fiigiand  to  their  daims  unless  public 
miiion  was  acted  upon  b^  some  pressing 
ttoffer.  It  had  been  said  that  the  dis- 
(wtaWifllnnent  of  the  Irish  Ohurch  and 
the  Land  Act  were  passed  in  oonse- 
oasDce  of  the  Fenian  outbreak.  If  the 
tttA  Bepublio  had  been  established 
tiiese  two  measorefi  would  have  been 

r9d ;  but  the  immediate  object  was 
independence  of  Ireland  m>m  the 
■orereiffn  control  of  England,  but  un- 
doobtedlj  the  indirect   effect  of  their 
action  was  to  direct  the    attention  of 
the  people  of  England  to  these  griey- 
aoioee.      A   very    noble    attempt    was 
made  by  the  right   hon.  Member  for 
Greenwidi  (Mr.  Gladstone)   to  redress 
thoee  grierrances,  and  the  disestablish- 
ment <H  the  Irish  Church  and  the  Land 
Aet  would  remain  as  lasting  memorials 
of  a  noble  and  generous  mind  which  had 
nera  been  equalled  by  any  statesman. 
While  they  acknowledged  ihe  desire  of 
the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  what 
lay  in  his  power  to  redress  their  griey- 
SDoeSy  it  was  not  reasonable  to  expect 
ftem  to  refrain  from  pointing  out  where 
the  Land  Act  had  feoled  and  where  it 
might  be  made  more  satisfactory.    Al- 
though tiie  Party  to  which  the  hon.  and 
lean^  Member  for  the  City  of  Oxford 
(Sir  WilHam  Haroourt)  belonged  had 
Men  in  power  for  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
these  grievances  were  stiU  in  existence. 
Fortonatdy  the  Home  Bulers  had  got  a 
programme,  and  probablj  the  hon.  and 
JHunied  Member  was  a  httle  jealous  of 
tiiem  in  that  respect.    They  had  a  wide 
and  Taried  platform.    Their  Leader  did 
Bot  require  to  go  to  Scotland  in  search 
of  a  programme.    He .  did  not  require 
tobepeivaaded  that  the  time  had  now 
airired  for  the  disestabhshment  of  a 
Cfanreh.     They  were  in  possession  of 
fteae  pressing  questions,  and  they  felt 
thams^Tee  entitfed  to  bring  them  before 
the  notice  of  ihe  House  at  any  and  eyeiy 
co&Tsiiient  opportunity.     Of  course,  it 
might  be  saidh--"  You  might  have  waited 
hr  your  Wednesdays,  and  taken  your 
dkanee  of  the  ballot,  and  so  secured  an 
mortcmity  for  disoussine  your  Bills." 
^  the  diances  of  Utte  bfulot  were  yery 
limifeed  indeed,  and  as  they  were  aum- 
msned  to  go  there  in  the  middle  of 


January  and  leaye  their  occupations, 
they  felt  they  were  entitled  to  take  a 
small  slice  of  the  extra  few  weeks.  They 
felt  that  if  they  asked  that  two  days 
should  be  spared  out  of  these  extra 
three  weeks  for  Irish  grieyanoes,  they 
would  not  be  making  a  yeiy  exorbitant 
claim.  He '  had  been  blamed  by  his 
friends  for  taking  part  in  English  legis- 
lation. He  only  did  that  in  despair  for 
want  of  something  better  to  ao.  He 
should  infinitely  prefer  to  deyote  the 
whole  of  his  Parliamentary  time  to  the 
consideration  and  discussion  of  Irish 
questions,  but  coming  over  to  London  he 
£)und  there  were  none  to  discuss,  owing 
to  the  great  block  of  Business.  The 
number  of  Home  Bule  measures  that 
could  be  brought  forward  during  the 
Session  did  not  exceed  fiye  or  six.  There- 
fore, he  coiild  not  employ  himself  better 
in  the  intervals  between  these  Wednes- 
days than  in  helping  the  English  Mem- 
bers to  ma^e  their  Bills  a  little  better. 
He  defied  anyone  to  prove  that  his  action 
last  Session  had  been  un-Parliamentary. 
He  might  not  have  English  notions  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  uiings  should  be 
done ;  but  the  House  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  occasional^  Irish  Members  in- 
terfered in  their  Business,  and  in  a  way 
they  might  not  precisely  like ;  but  when 
at  the  end  of  tne  Session  they  found 
that  their  interference  had  done  good, 
they  ought  to  balance  their  disapproval 
of  the  method  in  which  the  good  was 
accomplished  with  the  results  which  had 
been  obtained.  He  hoped  the  Irish 
people  would  be  encouraged  by  the  re- 
sult of  the  discussion  to-mght.  He  also 
hoped  that  when  they  had  asked  the 
House  of  Commons  to  say  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament  at  the  earliest 
opportunity  in  the  present  condition  of 
public  af^irs  to  consider  in  a  wise  and 
conciliatory  spirit  the  national  demands 
which  the  Irish  people  had  repeatedly 
raised,  thati;he  House  would  not  spurn 
this  proffered  conciliation — that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  say  to  the  Irish 
people — **  We  will  not  consider  in  a  wise 
and  conciliatory  spirit  your  demands, 
but  we  shall  pass  on  to  the  consideration 
of  what  we  consider  of  more  pressing 
importance  —  whether  England  has  a 
right  to  prevent  the  Bussian  Navy  from 
sailing  in  and  out  of  the  Black  Sea  into 
the  Mediterranean." 

I     Mb.  MACAETNET  said,  that  hon. 
t  Members  on  his  (the  Ministerial)  side  of 
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tlie  House  were  last  ni^lit  accused  of  re- 
ceiying  the  speeclies  oi  Members  on  the 
other  side  with  contemptuous  silencCi 
and  it  was  said  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  not  sympathise  wim  England 
in  her  difiioulties ;  but  that  was  not  the 
feeling  in  all  parts  of  Ireland,  for  if 
this  coimtry  should  be  engaged  in  de- 
fending her  just  rights  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  soldiers  from 
the  part  of  Ireland  with  which  he  was 
connected  to  fight  for  their  Sovereign 
and  for  the  cause  of  Oreat  Britain  and 
Ireland.  Complaint  had  been  made 
that  education  had  not  been  dealt 
with ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
this  subject  was  a  bone  of  contention 
in  France,  Germany,  Italy,  Spain — he 
did  not  know  whether  he  could  say 
Eussia  —  in  short,  in  all  European 
coimtries,  and  in  America,  and  in  many 
of  these  coimtries  there  were  greater 
differences  of  opinion  on  the  education 
question  than  in  this  country;  and  it  was 
rather  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  expect  those  on  his 
side  of  the  House  to  give  up  their  own 
opinions  for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the 
demands  of  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  com- 
plained last  evening  of  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  (Mr.  Plunket) 
in  his  brilliant  speech,  and  said  that 
they  were  not  those  of  his  grandfather ; 
but  if  all  Members  who  had  sat  in  that 
House  since  the  Union  had  continued  to 
entertain  the  same  opinions  as  their 
grandfathers,  hon.  M!embers  opposite 
would  not  at  that  time  be  sitting  where 
they  were — and  it  was  hardly  fedr  to 
attack  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  because  his  opi- 
nions were  not  those  of  his  ancestor — 
the  great  Lord  Plunket.  He  altogether 
denied  that  the  discussion  had  been 
unduly  discoimtenanced.  The  speeches 
of  the  Home  Eulers  who  had  taken  part 
in  it  had  been  listened  to  with  attention. 
Indeed,  he  might  say  during  the  four 
years  he  had  been  in  that  House  quite 
as  much  time  and  attention  had  been 
pven  to  Irish  as  to  English  or  Scotch 
legislation;  and  the  complaint  now  made 
came  rather  ungracefully  from  those 
Irish  Members  who,  if  not  always  lis- 
tened to  with  pleasure,  were  at  least  heard 
with  exemplary  patience.  Whenever 
they  brought  forward  measures  having 
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a  fair  daim  for  consideration  they 
were  duly  considered  by  Parliament 
and  they  not  unfrequenuy  passed  into 
law.  It  was  because  they  so  frequently 
brought  forward  measures  whidi  they 
knew  would  be  reiected  that  they  were  so 
often  unsuccessful.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  aohere  to  their 
disdaimertnatthey  didnot wish  to  embar- 
rass the  Government  in  the  event  of  war. 
Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  tho 
bearers  of  names  illustrious  in  Irish 
history  might  lead  a  nobler  and  worthier 
part  in  an  Assembly  like  that  than  in 
condescending  to  ridicule  the  noblest 
aspirations  which  their  countrymen,  in 
common  with  all  freedom-loving  peoples 
entertained.  One  of  them,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Plunket)  — and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
deeply  regretted  the  fact — had  become 
distinguidied  to  the  people  of  his  coun- 
try by  his  having  ma^e  last  evening  one 
of  the  most  damaging  statements  which 
could  have  been  brought  against  the 
Irish  Party — namely,  mat  that  Party 
had  determined  to  move  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address  no  matter  what  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  might  be.  That 
was  not  the  fact,  as  the  Eesolution 
come  to  was,  that  the  Home  Eule  Party 
should  move  an  Amendment  only  in  the 
event  of  no  reference  being  made  to  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  which  should  be  satis- 
factory to  the  people  of  that  country  and 
reco^ize  their  demands.  Well,  after 
hearmg  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech,  the  Home  Kule  Members  ad- 
journed for  consultation,  and  most  pro- 
perly, legitimately,  and  necessarily  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  character  of 
that  Speech  did  not  meet  the  just  claims 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  charge  of 
ingratitude  against  the  Irish  people  had 
repeatedly  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  For  what  had  they 
to  be  grateful  ?  What  crying  grievance 
had  been  remedied?  The  disestab- 
lishment of  a  Church — ^it  was  not  the 
people's  Church — had  to  be  effected 
in  a  way  that  should  meet  the  pecu- 
liar sentiment  of  the  English  people 
on  the  question.  It  had  been  purely 
nominal,  and  so  far  as  disendowment 
was  concerned  the  vast  bulk  of  Irish 
people  had  not  derived  the  slightest  be- 
nefit. The  evictions  on  the  Michelstown 
estate,  and  the  recent  disclosures  in 
Dublin,  showed  that  the  land  question 
had  not  been  settled.    Scenes  had  been 
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witnessed  on  seyeral  Irish  estates  which 
would  equal,  if  not  surpass,  some  of 
the  most  distressing  features  th^t  had 
been  described  in  Bulgaria.  The  j  had 
been  told  that  they  were  especially  un- 
grateful on  the  question  of  education, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  enumerated  the  various  attempts 
which  had  been  made  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion, and  had  always  ended  by sayingthat 
those  attempts  also  did  not  give  satis- 
faction. But  if  those  attempts  did  not 
satisfy  the  parties  interested,  it  was  be- 
cause they  were  not  of  a  nature  that 
ought  to  satisfy  them.  To  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people  the  education  question 
was  probably  the  most  important  of  all 
questions,  saye  the  general  question  of 
the  national  demand  for  self-legislation. 
He  did  not  choose  to  go  in  detail  into 
the  Tarious  measures  which  had  been 
bron^t  into  the  House  on  the  question ; 
but  he  would  say  in  reference  to  the 
question  of  the  establishment  of  what 
was  called  a  ''  mixed  education  "  in  Ire- 
Lmd — ^the  question  of  the  establishment 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges  and  Queen's  Uni- 
Teraity  in  Ireland,  that  whatever  engage- 
ments were  held  out  to  the  Irish  people 
as  to  the  establishment  of  that  system  of 
education,  whatever  promises  were  made, 
whatever  hopes  were  excited,  these  pro- 
misee had  long  since  been  broken,  and 
these  hopes  deliberately  deceived.  At 
present  there  was  hardly  a  single  pro- 
fessor of  the  Catholic  faith  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Arts  in  the  three  Queen's  Col- 
leges ;  while  in  the  case  of  the  BeKast 
College,  special  measures  had  been  taken 
to  mi^e  it  agreeable  to  the  Presbyterian 
Body  in  Ulster.  He  did  not  complain 
of  the  Ulster  Presbyterians,  for  he 
thought  the  Presbjrterian  Body  had 
as  full  a  right  to  education  in  con- 
formity with  their  religious  views  as  he 
and  his  Colleagues.  As  to  the  filling  of 
the  Chairs  of  that  College,  an  arrange- 
ment had  been  come  to  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Presbyterian  Synod. 
They  were  to  be  filled  under  such  condi- 
tions and  by  such  persons  that  no  con- 
scientious objections  could*  be  raised 
by  the  Presbyterian  Body.  But  such 
concessions,  though  honourable  to  the 
steadfastness  of  those  sturdy  Ulster- 
moi,  were  most  dishonourable  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  when  they  re- 
fused equal  concessions  to  the  vast  ma- 
iori^  of  the  people.  He  had  given 
MotijDe  of  a  Bui  on  the  subject  of  the 


Queen's  Colleges,  and  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  (Government  would  give  him  feci- 
lities  for  proving  the  charees  which  he 
brought  against  those  Colleges.  They 
had  often  been  told  during  uio  last  two 
days  that  the  Government  and  the  House 
were  already  prepared  to  give  every  con- 
sideration to  Irish  questions.  Honestly 
speaking,  they  were  sick  of  their  mere 
consideration  for  Irish  questions — ^they 
were  sick  of  being  listened  to.  The  very 
exclamations  of  impatience  on  the  other 
side  were  a  relief  to  that  continual  stag- 
nation— ^that  continual  listening  to  Irish 
Members,  to  that  continual  respectful 
consideration  for  Irish  grievances  which 
never  ended  in  the  removal  of  those 
grievances.  Irish  Members  would  be 
very  happy  to  cut  short  their  demands 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House,  if  there 
was  anything  to  be  gained  by  it.  Of 
the  particuleur  Amendment  before  the 
House  perhaps  enough  had  been  said ; 
but  some  of  the  general  considerations 
raised  by  Her  Majesty's  Speech  gave 
much  justification  for  the  action  of  Lrish 
Members  last  year,  which  excited  so 
much  animadversion.  If  he  were  dis- 
posed, he  could  at  that  moment,  when 
we  were  preaching  humanity  to  the 
Turks  and  ^the  Bussians,  enter  upon  a 
discussion  of  the  cruelty  with  which  we 
were  making  war  upon  defenceless 
tribes,  not  only  in  South  Africa,  but 
also  on  the  Northern  Frontiers  of  India. 
He  claimed  his  right  to  speak  with  as 
much  loyalty  as  any  hon.  Member  on 
the  other  side,  and  with  as  much  pride 
in  the  past  history,  and  hope  for  the  de- 
velopment in  the  future,  of  this  great 
Anglo-Irish  Empire.  He  expressed  his 
honest  opinion,  and  denied  emphatically 
that  there  was  anything  improper  or  in- 
opportune in  putting  forward  this  ques- 
tion at  the  present  time.  Let  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  take  the  lead  in 
scouting  the  just  claims  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  when  the  Representatives 
of  the  Government  had  to  take  their 
seats  at  the  council  board  of  Europe, 
with  what  consistency  could  they  advise 
autonomy  for  Bulgaria,  and  denounce 
the  mal-administration  of  Turk  or  Rus- 
sian, while  the  wrong  of  the  so-called 
Act  of  Union  remained  unredressed? 
How  could  they  plead  for  mercy  to  the 
Gessoffs  or  any  political  prisoners  in 
face  of  the  amnestied  corpse  of  murdered 
McCarthy.  ["  Oh,  oh !  '^]  He  did  not 
wish  to  speak  those  words  in  anger. 
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or  as  a  taunt,  but  in  an  eajmest  desire 
that  they  might  be  taken  in  a  kindly 
spirit.  Let  Her  Majesty's  Government 
grant  the  most  simple  fundamental  de- 
mands embodied  in  their  own  reoom- 
mondations  made  in  the  Constantinople 
Conference,  and  there  would  be  no 
more  loyal  or  devoted  members  of  the 
Anglo-Irish  Empire  than  the  Irish 
people. 

Mb.  GEAY  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  above  a 
few  minutes,  nor,  indeed,  would  he  have 
spoken  at  idl  but  for  a  personal  attack 
which  had  been  made  upon  him  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket). 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  been 
good  enough  last  night  to  make  an  attack 
upon  him  (Mr.  Ghray)  and  the  journal 
with  which  he  had  the  honour  to  be 
connected.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  had  been  con- 
stantly impressing  on  them  during  last 
Session  the  necessiirjr  of  adhering  to  the 
unwritten  law  which  governed  Members 
of  that  House.  He  was  unaware  that  it 
was  in  accordance  with  the  unwritten  law 
of  Parliament  to  attack  individual  Mem- 
bers because  of  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  journals  with  which  they  were 
connected.  He  was  not  aware  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter), 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Cowen),  or  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  who  had 
been  longer  in  that  House  than  he  had 
been,  had  been  so  honoured.  So  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  it  appeared  that  it 
was  an  exceptional  and  a  very  especial 
compliment  paid  to  himself  and  The  Free- 
man s  Jowmal^  and  he  thanked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  But  what  was  the 
nature  of  this  exceptional  attack?  It 
was  this — that  The  Freeman^s  Journal 
declared  its  conviction  that  the  political 
prisoners  were  liberated  because  of  the 
apprehensions  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  war  in  the  East.  Now, 
in  the  first  place,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
was  and  that  is  still  the  belief  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  people.  That 
belief  may  or  may  not  be  well  founded. 
It  mav  be  thoroughly  without  foimda- 
tion ;  but  they  were  now  at  the  close 
of  a  two  days'  debate,  and  they  had 
not  heard  a  word  from  any  Member 
of  the  Government  to  dissipate  that 
belief.  What  did  the  Home  Secre- 
tary say,  and  what  did  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  War  say  ?— for  thehr  observa- 
tions would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
tiie  House.  The  Home  Secretary  aaid 
he  had  last  year  given  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  prisoner,  Davitt, 
would  be  liberated,  and  he  went  on 
to  say — *' therefore,  as  far  as  Davitt 
is  concerned,  it  was  a  foregone  arrange- 
ment, unconnected  with  the  Eastern 
Question."  Then  the  Home  Secretary 
went  on  to  say  further — "As  regards 
the  other  prisoners,  they  were  military 
prisoners,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  is  wholly  responsible  for  them." 
Now  he  (Mr.  Gray)  remembered  the 
debate  in  relation  to  this  matter  last  year, 
and  he  remembered  the  very  excited 
speech  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  made  on  that  occasion.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  accused  the  Inah 
Members  who  had  ventured  to  lift  up 
their  voices  for  amnesty  of  taking  an  un- 
constitutional course  in  daring  to  suggest 
that  the  prisoners  should  be  liberated. 
Why  were  these  other  three  men  liber- 
ated now?  The  Home  Secretary  said 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was 
responsible.  Now,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wanted  to  dissipate  the 
belief  which  he  (Mr.  Gray)  told  him — 
and  he  was  sure  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  knew  that  he  had  some  facilities 
for  ascertaining  what  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  was — ^prevailed  in  Ireland,  let 
the  Government  explain  and  show  that 
that  belief  was  not  well-founded.  He 
declared  that  this  was  the  belief  in 
Ireland — that  the  prisoners  wereliberated 
because  of  the  complications  in  the  East, 
and  that  that  was  the  influence  which 
caused  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
change  his  mind  with  regard  to  the 
prisoners.  If  the  Home  Secretary  or  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  wished  to 
dissipate  that  erroneous  impression — if 
such  it  be — ^let  them  say  something  more 
than  they  had  already  said.  But  he  would 
submit  to  the  better  judgment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity that  his  accusation  in  his  (Mr.  Gray's) 
regard  was  utterly  imjustifiable.  They 
were  aware  of  complications  arising  in 
the  East  of  such  a  nature  that  Parlia- 
ment was  csdled  together  three  weeks 
before  the  usual  time,  and  these  men 
were  liberated  a  few  days  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament  without  the 
slightest  notice — ^liberated  after  appeal 
VL^n  appeal  had  been  made  and 
rejected,  and  after  the  Irish  people  had 
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gim  np  in  despair  all  hope  that  they 
vodd  o<B  shown  any  mercy.    He  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  be  responsible  for 
ereiything  thatappeared  in  !^Iireeman*s 
/mrnal ;  bat  it  was  open  to  opinion  whe- 
ther discoflsions  of  that  kind  could  be  use- 
lolly  pursued  with  regard  to  every  hon. 
Geutleman  connected  with  the  Press  in 
that  House.  Now,  he  knew  that  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman   (Sir  Michael    Hicks- 
Beach)  was  very  practical,  and  he  should 
Suttohim  a  few  questions  which  he  hoped 
e  would  answer.     He  should  like  to 
know  if  there  was  any  meaning  in  the 
diffarence  in  wording  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  regarding  the  measures  for 
England  and   Scotland   and  those  for 
Ireland?     With  regard  to  the  Public 
Health  Bill,  in  wmch  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  took  a  deep  interest,  it  was 
aaid  that  a  Bill  would  be  brought  in. 
With  regard  to  the  Scotch  measures, 
they  were  informed  that  Bills  would  be 
introduced ;  but  with  regard  to  the-  Irish 
measures  they  were  told  that ''  attention 
would  be  called  to  them."    Was  it  the 
intention  of  the  Qt>yemment  to  introduce 
Irish  Bills,  to  give  them  a  good  place  on 
the  Orders,  so  that  there  might  be  a 
diance  of  their  being  carried?    They 
wanted  something  more  than  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
good  enough  to  promise  them — *'  every 
consideration."    The    Irish     Members 
wanted     more    than    ''consideration." 
Perh^s  hon.  Members  wotdd  be  aston- 
iihed  to  hear  that  they  were  not  over 
delighted  with  the  promise  of  interme- 
diate education — a  scheme  which  would 
result  merely  in  creating  feeders  for  the 
Qaeen's  Colleges.   He  (fid  not  know  that 
this  would  be  satisfactory  as  long  as 
they    left    the    University   Education 
Qnestion  undealt  with.    The  next  point 
to  which  he  would  refer  was  one  which 
would  commend  itself  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  called  themselves  the  Gon- 
ititotional  Party.     He  should   like  to 
ascertain  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether   the   Government  intended  to 
perpetuate  the  utterly  unconstitutional 
position  of  having    Members    of   the 
House  elected  by  constituencies  differing 
in  their  qualifications.    This  Parliament 
could  not  last  at  the  utmost    beyond 
antuam  twelvemonths.    Did  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  perpetuate  the  inequality 
of  the  Borough  Franchise  in  Ireland  for 
snother  Parliament  ?    Did  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  shunt  the  question  so  that 


another  election  might  take  place  imder 
restrictive  conditions  favourable  to  the 
Party  opposite  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
differ  on  the  questions  of  Education, 
Land,  and  Home  Rule ;  but  they  coiild 
scarcely  advance  the  untenable  proposi- 
tion of  not  having  a  uniform  Borough 
Franchise  for  the  three  Kingdoms.  These 
were  practical  questions,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  be  dealt  with  in  a  practical 
way  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  MICELIEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  after  listening  very  attentively  to 
the  debate  which  has  been  raised  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
G^way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  I  must 
confess  I  have  not  arrived  at  any  conclu- 
sion satisfactory  to  myself  upon  two 
points.  These  points  are — first,  why 
the  debate  was  originated  at  all ;  and, 
secondly,  why,  having  been  originated, 
it  was  thought  necessary  to  extend  it 
over  two  ni^ts.  During  the  discussion 
this  evening,  I  think  we  have  been  sur- 
rounded with  considerable  difficulties. 
We  have  not  only  been  puzzled  with 
the  vague  and  misty  character  of  the 
Amendment  itseK,  but  the  debate  has 
been  carried  on  in  this  House  imder  at- 
mospheric influences  which  almost  induce 
me  to  wish  for  once  that  it  had  boon 
transferred  to  the  purer  air  of  Collego 
Green.  There  have  been,  moreover,  dif- 
ficulties of  another  kind.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  have  main- 
tained a  dignified  silence,  and  listened 
patiently  to  the  arguments  adduced,  thoy 
have  been  accused  of  a  conspiracy  of 
silence,  and  have  been  told  that  hon. 
Members  who  spoke  were  sick  of  being 
listened  to. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  explained  that  he 
did  not  refer  in  his  remarks  to  anything 
which  had  occurred  in  that  debate,  but 
to  the  "general  system  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
If  hon.  Members  representing  English 
or  Scotch  constituencies  have  in  former 
debates,  or  in  this,  attempted  to  dis- 
cuss Irish  affairs,  they  have  been  mot 
with  the  reproach  that,  living  on  this 
side  of  the  Channel,  they  can  know 
nothing  whatever  about  them,  and  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  this  side 
of  the  House  for  Irish  constituencies 
have  intervened  in  the  debate,  they 
have  been  told — **  Gh,  you  are  the  rem- 
nant of  an  expiring  faction ;  your 
grandfathers    would   have  entertained 


Digitized  by 


Google 


207 


Addrasi  in 


{COMMONS) 


Amwer  to  Hw 


207 


entirely  difiterent  views  "—just  as  if  the 
great  Lord  Plunket  would  ever  have 
joined  the  Home  Eule League!  And  be- 
cause we  heard  with  pleasure  the  play 
of  wit  and  fancy  in  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket) 
last  evening,  we  are  rebuked  by  the 
solemn  warning  that  it  is  a  terrible  thing 
for  an  Irishman  to  make  a  jest  of  his 
countrymen.  It  has  been,  in  short,  im- 
possible for  us  to  conduct  this  debate  so 
as  to  meet  the  wants  and  wishes  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  if  now  I  ven- 
ture to  trespass  for  a  few  minutes  upon 
their  attention,  I  can  assure  them  that 
in  the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make  I 
shall  endeavour  to  avoid  everything  of  a 
personal  or  unconciliatory  character,  as 
I  think  I  have  always  done  in  times 
past.  I  make  this  observation,  because 
I  notice  that  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  we  are 
asked — and  the  request  has  been  re- 
peated in  the  course  of  the  debate — to 
&eat  Irish  Members  who  sit  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  with  concilia- 
tion. The  conciliation,  let  me  say, 
ought  not  to  be  on  one  side  alone.  We 
ought  not  to  hear  or  read  in  or  out  of 
this  House,  as  we  do— thoughl  am  thank- 
ful to  say  only  from  a  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  opposite — speeches 
which  exceed  anyuiing  which  is  right  or 
reasonable  in  the  violence  of  their  lan- 
guage and  in  the  grossness  of  their  re- 
ferences to  those  who  differ  from  them 
in  politics.  We  know  the  difficulties 
of  these  questions.  Let  us  all  ap- 
proach them  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation. 
If  we  are  unable  to  agree,  at  any  rate, 
it  will  make  our  differences  easy,  and 
enable  us  to  conduct  our  Business  in 
a  manner  befitting  this  great  Assembly. 
Now,  I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
first  sentence  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway.  It  is,  to 
my  mind,  an  expression  of  satisfac- 
tion with,  if  not  of  confidence  in,  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  is  certainly 
an  expression  of  satisfaction  that  two 
questions  which  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  I  think  Irishmen  generally,  have 
long  admitted  to  be  of  great  and  press- 
ing importance,  should  be  about  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Government.  And, 
very  naturally  and  very  properly,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  defers  express- 
ing any  opinion  as  to  the  character  of 
the  proposed  measures  till  he  has  seen 
them.    I  have  no  complaint  whatever  to 
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make  of  this;  but,  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  have  to  express  my  astonish- 
ment that  he  should  have  thought  it 
worth  while  to  move  his  Amendment 
at  all.  I  may  also  say  that  I  have  been 
astonished  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Cork  (Mr.  McCarthy  Downing) 
and  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  a  doubt  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
upon  these  two  questions.  Those  hon. 
Members  appear  to  have  thought  that 
the  (jh)vemment,  in  advising  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  state  that  these  subjects  will  be 
considered  by  Parliament,  have  no  inten- 
tion of  making  any  proposals  of  their 
own  upon  them.  The  Statement  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  means,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  we  intend  to  in- 
troduce Bills  on  those  questions,  and  I 
cannot  understand  how  it  can  seriously 
be  supposed  to  mean  anything  else. 
Well,  flie  hon.  Member  for  GMway,  in 
his  Amendment,  goes  on  to  say — 

"  We  shall  regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment on  the  earliest  opportunity  in  the  present 
condition  of  public  affairs,  to  consider  in  a  wise 
and  conciliatory  spirit,  the  national  demands 
which  the  Irish  people  have  repeatedly  raised.!* 

Now,  I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain, 
as  far  as  I  could  from  this  debate,  what 
these  national  demands  are,  and  I  find 
that  there  is  scarcely  a  question  con- 
nected with  Ireland,  small  or  lai^, 
which  has  not  been  mentioned  by  one 
or  other  of  the  speakers;  but  surely 
even  they  can  hardly  suppose  that  aU 
those  demands,  great  and  small,  can 
at  once  be  considered  by  Parliament. 
I  must,  therefore,  endeavour  to  pick  out, 
so  far  as  I  can,  from  the  speeches  of  those 
who  have  supported  the  Amendment, 
what  seem  to  oe  in  the  minds  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen,  the  special  national  de- 
mands which  should  ^st  be  attended  to. 
And,  first;  as  to  the  establishment  of 
Volunteers.  Is  that  one  of  them  ?  That 
is  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Wexford  (Mr.  O'Olery).  Well, 
I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  national  de- 
mand of  the  Irish  people.  It  was,  to  a 
very  considerable  extent,  contradicted, 
or  at  least  refixted,  by  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
coimty  of  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan).  He 
drew  last  night  a  terrible  picture  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland — a  picture  utterly 
unwarranted  by  any  facts  within  my 
own  knowledge— A  picture  which,  as 
being  drawn  by  him,  I  would,  in  any 
circumstances,  accept  with  very  consider- 
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able  woorvaticm.  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site will,  I  think,  at  least  agree  with  me 
m  this ;  for  they  are  always  telling  us 
that  no  one  who  lives  at  this  side  of  the 
Oiannel  knows  anything  of  Ireland,  and 
I  beHeve  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
has  redded  for  some  time  in  this  metro- 
polis. Then,  again,  is  it  the  release  of 
the  politioal  prisoners  ?  As  far  as  I  un- 
dentond  the  grieyance  alleged  is  not  so 
mneh  that  any  persons  are  still  detained 
in  prison,  as  that  certain  politioal  pri- 
soners haye  been  released  at  an  inop- 
pcntone  moment;  and  the  occasion  of 
^ea  release  has  been  seized,  I  regret 
to  say,  by  some  as  an  occasion  for  making 
the  most  absurd  and  ridiculous  asser- 
tions as  to  the  motives  which  have 
dictated  it,  and  thus  doing  their  very 
best  to  turn  the  key  upon  the  imfortu- 
iiate  men  who  are  still  in  prison.  Now, 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  G[?ipperaiy  has  told 
us  he  knows  something  of  the  opinion  of 
Ireland  upon  this  question,  and  that  it 
is  the  general  opinion  of  Ireland  that 
those  prisoners  were  released  on  account 
of  the  present  progress  of  the  Russian 
anns  in  the  East,  and  from  English  fear 
of  the  Czar.  All  I  can  say  in  reply  is 
this,  that  I  have  the  best  reason  for 
knowing — as  good  as  the  hon.  Member 
can  have — that  that  opinion  is  not  up- 
permost in  the  minds  of  the  population 
d  Dublin,  for  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  who  welcomed  the  released  pri- 
atmers  on  their  arrival  in  that  city  did  so 
by  no  means  as  sympathizing  with  the 
crimes  they  had  committed,  or  as  enter- 
taining any  treasonable  views  of  dis- 
loyalty to  the  Crown,  or  the  connection 
with  ^gland,  but  as  simply  rejoicing  in 
the  release  of  their  countrymen  from 
prison.  On  that  occasion  emblems  and 
words  of  disloyalty  alike  were  absent — 
a  new  experience,  but  a  happy  one,  on 
BQch  an  occasion  in  Ireland.  And  when 
it  was  said,  as  I  believe  it  was 
said  by  someof  the  foolish  men  to  whom 
I  have  alluded,  that  the  release  of  those 
prisoners  was  due  to  motives  such  as  I 
nave  stated,  those  views  were  promptly 
repudiated  the  next  day  in  the  public 
journals  by  the  secretary  and  some  of 
the  members  of  the  Beception  Com- 
mittee. Well,  Sir,  no  one  can  regret 
more  than  those  who  sit  on  this  bench 
or  on  this  side  of  the  House  the  un- 
toward and  lamentable  fate  of  one  of 
those  prisoners;  and  I  think  it  was 
Hansely  generous  or  fair  on  the  part  of 


the  hon.  Member  for  the  cotmty  of 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  after  the  statement 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary,  made  in  this  House  the  previous 
evening,  of  his  own  deep  regret  for  the 
circumstances  and  of  his  intention  that 
the  manner  of  the  treatment  of  those 
convicts  should  receive  full  and  search- 
ing inquiry,  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  with  quoting  extracts  culled  for 
his  own  purpose  from  the  evidence  given 
at  the  coroner's  inquest  alluding  to  what 
he  called  the  fate  of  a  **  murdered  man," 
and  to  throw  doubt  upon  the  feelings  of 
regret  and  sorrow  for  McCarthy's  death 
which  are  entertained  by  Conservatives 
as  well  as  by  Home  Eulers.  I  can  only 
say  that  the  depositions  taken  at  the 
inquest  will  to-morrow  or  next  day  be 
laid  before  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
anyone  who  knows  the  character  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  also  know 
that  the  case  will  be  fully  and  search- 
ingly  inquired  into  by  him,  and  that 
justice  mil  be  done.  I  have  alluded 
to  the  absurd  statements  as  to  the 
motives  for  the  release  of  these  pri- 
soners ;  I  would  but  supplement  the 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  by 
saying,  speaking  with  knowledge  and 
authority,  that  the  release  of  Davitt 
and  of  the  military  prisoners  was  de- 
termined upon  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  one  and  the  same  time. 
Now,  this  question  of  the  political 
prisoners  has  been  carried  further  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power).  He  has  told  us  that 
our  action  in  this  respect  did  so  much 
good,  in  spite  of  the  motives  which  he 
was  good  enough  to  attribute  to  us,  that 
we  ought  to  complete  our  good  work 
by  the  release  of  all  the  others.  [Mr. 
O'Connor  Power  :  I  did  not  attribute 
any  motives  to  the  Government.]  That 
was  not  the  interpretation  I  gathered 
from  the  hon.  Member's  speech  ;  but 
I  readily  accept  his  denial.  Well,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  Member,  there 
are  eight  so-called  political  prisoners 
stiU  in  prison.  ''Eelease  tiiem  too," 
says  the  hon.  Member,  "  and  you 
wUl  earn  the  gratitude  of  the  Irish 
people."  I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  word 
upon  the  case  of  those  who  were  con- 
cerned in  the  murder^  of  Serjeant  Brett 
atj;Manohester.  That  has  been  already 
si&ciently  dealt  with  in  this  House ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  named  six  others  who, 
in  his  mind,  are  political  prisoners.  Well, 
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Sir,  I  have  investigated  the  oircum- 
Btances,  sinoe  the  hon.  Member  epoke, 
of  every  one  of  these  cases,  and  I  find 
that  in  each  and  all  there  was  this  crime 
— a  deliberate  attempt  to  take  the  life  of 
someone  or  other,  who  may  have  been 
a  policeman,  a  detective,  or  an  informer, 
and  in  some  of  them,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
I  believe  the  attempt  was  successful. 
Now,  I  really  fail  to  see  how  crimes 
of  that  kind  can  in  any  sense  be  de- 
signated as  political  offences.  I  re- 
member a  case  which  a  few  years  ago 
was  tried  at  the  Cork  Assizes,  in  which 
a  serious  highway  robbery  was  com- 
mitted by  two  men,  who  were  sentenced 
to  certain  terms  of  penal  servitude. 
They  were  known  Fenian  sympathisers, 
if  not  members  of  the  Fenian  Society, 
and  there  was  good  reason  to  suspeict 
that  the  robbery  was  committed  in  order 
to  obtain  funds  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Society,  which  I  am  glad  to  sav  only  to 
a  slight  extent  exists — but  still  I  fear 
exists — ^in  Cork.  Now,  would  the  hon. 
Member  say  that  the  men  who  committed 
that  highway  robbery  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Fenian  Society  were  political  pri- 
soners? [Mr.  O'OonwobPowbb:  No!] 
Very  well.  But  if  a  highway  robbery 
for  the  sake  of  the  Fenian  Society  was 
not  a  political  proceeding,  how  could  an 
attempt  to  commit  murder  for  the  sake 
of  the  Sodeiy  be  so?  Sir,  the  cases 
of  the  men  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  will,  of  course,  be  con- 
sidered on  their  merits  and  at  a  proper 
time ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  in 
my  [opinion  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government,  they  cannot  oe  viewed  in 
in  the  same  light  for  a  moment  as  the 
oases  of  the  men  who  have  recently  been 
released.    But  to  pass  on.    I  think  the 

Savamen  of  the  complaint  of  the  hon. 
ember  for  Oalway  and  those  who  sup- 
ported him  was,  fid%er  all,  that  we  had 
not  equal  laws  in  Ireland  and  in  Eng- 
land. Very  well;  but  if  that  is  the 
complaint,  whv  do  we  find  promi- 
nently among  me  alterations  of  the  law 
they  desire  such  Bills  as  you  would 
never  hear  of  in  England?  Evervone 
knows  that  the  land  laws  of  Ireland  are 
infiboitely  more  favourable  to  the  tenant 
than  are  those  of  England.  But  the 
Irish  tenant  for  all  that  is  not  contented 
with  his  position.  Why  does  he  not 
assimilate  his  own  law  on  the  subject  to 
that  of  England  ?  That  is  not  what  he 
wants;   and,  therefore,  hon.  Members 
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opposite  propose  to  make  the  land  laws 
for  England  and  Ireland  still  more  un- 
equal than  at  present.  In  this  thojr 
admit  that  you  must  have  regard  in 
legislation  to  the  different  circumstances 
of  different  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom. '*  Oh,  but,"  we  are  asked,  "  whatare 
the  questions  of  the  borough  and  munici- 
p^  franchise,  and  of  the  coercion  laws  ?  " 
Well,  I  should  like  to  recall  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Members  for  Ireland  to  the 
debate  which  occurred  on  the  first  meet- 
ing of  the  present  Parliament,  in  whick 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address  was 
moved  by  the  Leader  to  whom  they  have 
latelv  paid  such  hi^  honour — ^the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt) — ^whose  eloquence  and  abilily  we 
all  admire.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, in  moving  that  Amendment, 
asked  for  equal  laws  for  England  and 
Ireland.  He  wanted  the  repeal  of  the 
coercion  laws;  the  same  privileges  in 
the  election  of  sherifiG9  conferred  upon 
Irish  municipalities  as  were  enjoyed  by 
English  ;  the  reform  of  the  Grand  Jury 
laws  and  the  extension  of  the  Irish  muni- 
cipal franchise.  What  has  happened 
with  respect  to  the  first  of  these  sub- 
jects ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Limerick  himself  very 
recently  said  to  hon.  Members  opposite 
and  to  Uiose  who  agree  with  him  in 
political  opinion,  that 

"while  five  years  ago  there  was  a  Coercion 
Bill  which  left  the  Prws  enslaved,  which  gave 
to  the  policeman  power  to  visit  any  house  at 
any  hour,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  authority  to 
arrest  any  person  day  or  night,  all  this  has  now 
vanished." 

The  fact  is  that  Parliament  has  dealt, 
and  the  different  branches  of  the  Ad- 
ministration have  dealt,  each  in  their 
own  way,  as  hon.  Members  opposito 
have  themselves  desired,  in  regard  to 
this  matter  of  the  coercion  laws.  And 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  nothing  in 
the  course  of  my  duties,  as  connected 
with  the  Irish  Administration,  has  given 
me  ^ater  pleasure  than  that  we  have, 
consistently  widi  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland,  been  able  to  relax 
the  severity  of  those  exceptional  laws 
which  the  circumstances  of  tne  time  ren- 
dered necessary.  In  1874,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  limerick  moved  his  Amendment, 
there  was  but  one  countv  in  Ireland  free 
from  the  provisions  of  tne  Ooercion  Act 
— there  are  now  16.    In  three  Irish 
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eooittieB  Uiere  was  a  saspendon  of  the 
Habeas  Gorpos  Act — at  the  present  mo- 
ment evorj  part  of  Ireland  is  as  free  as 
•nj  other  p^  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  yentore  to  think  that  is  a  change  of  no 
iHght  importance — ^not  only  to  the  Gt)- 
venunent,  but  to  all  those  who  are  most 
iotsreeted  in  the  preseryation  of  law  and 
oidsr — ^namely,  we  inhabitants  of  Ire- 
ksd  thfflnselves.  And  I  think  it  is  most 
onfair  that  what  has  been  done  in  this 
respect  has  not,  so  far  as  I  remember, 
been  once  recognized  in  this  debate 
by  the  speakers  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House.  Again,  it  is  known  that 
a  BOl  has  been  passed  conferring  the 
nght  upon  the  municipalities  to  elect 
pofsons  for  appointment  to  the  office  of 
•hetiff  in  Ireland. 

Ma.  MITOHEIiL  HENEY :  I  desire 
to  ooirect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
We  introduced  the  Bill  as  it  used  to  be 
ia  Ireland  before  1882,  and  as  it  is  now 
in  England ;  but  you  spoilt  it. 

Sib  laCHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
can  only  say  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  the 
dierifib  are  now  returned  by  the  munici- 
palities, just  as  they  are  by  the  counties; 
and  only  a  few  weeks  ago  the  Leader 
of  the  Party  opposite  (Mr.  Butt),  when 
the  freedom  of  the  Cily  of  Dublin  was 
presented  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  expressed 
his  complete  contentment  with  me  pro- 
visions of  the  measure  to  which  I  re- 
fer. As  to  the  extension  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise,  it  is  true  that  two  years 
ago  a  proposal  of  the  kind  was  rejected. 
[Major  O'GoKMAN :  Hear,  hear !  J  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Waterford 
seems  to  have  an  accurate  recollection  of 
tibe  fact.  [Major  O'Gobmaw:  I  have.] 
Wdl,  it  is  true  I  opposed  the  Bill  on 
the  jnrt  of  the  Government,  not  because 
I  oohsidered  the  municipiEd  franchise 
was  now  on  a  satisfiEtctory  basis,  or 
was  incapable  of  extension,  but  because 
I  believed  there  were  other  matters 
relating  to  Irish  municipa&ties  equally 
dwerving  of  attention,  and  I  therefore 
willed  the  whole  question  to  be  inquired 
into.  A  Committee  was  appointed  for 
the  purpose,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tiie  Member  for  Limerick 
took  an  actire  part  in  its  deliberations, 
tod  moved  that  the  evidence  should 
at  the  dose  of  its  first  Session  be  re- 
ported to  the  House,  with  a  view  to 
its  re-appointment.  That  course  was 
adopted,  and  the  Committee  resumed  its 


labours  last  year,  and  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  though  the  proceedings  have 
been  somewhat  protracted,  they  have 
not  been  without  cuivantage  to  the  coun- 
try. The  Committee  will  shortly,  I 
hope,  meet  to  consider  its  Eeport,  and 
I  believe  the  result  will  be  a  really  valu- 
able reform,  including  an  extension  of  the 
municipal  franchise  and  other  beneficial 
changes.  The  next  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lime- 
rick in  1874  was  the  reform  of  the 
Grand  Jury  laws,  and  that,  I  would 
remind  the  House,  is  one  of  the  sub- 
jects with  which,  if  you  will  give  us 
time,  we  propose  to  deal  in  the  present 
Session.  On  the  subject  of  Education,  it 
could  scarcely  be  contended  for  a  moment 
that  an  equality  of  laws  as  between  Eng- 
land and  Irekuid  could  be  produced  by 
passing  the  University  Bill  which  was  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  last  year.  But  we  have 
undertaken  this  year  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  that  branch  of  education  in  Ireland 
which  must  be  settled  before  a  satis- 
factory University  system  could  be  pos- 
sible. I  allude  to  intermediate  or  se- 
condary education  which  is  necessary 
to  enable  students  to  become  fitted  to 
enter  upon  a  University  course.  Fur- 
ther, it  is  impossible  we  can  reap  the 
best  resTilts  of  the  system  of  primary 
education  we  have  established,  unless 
we  hold  out  some  stimulus  to  the  best 
students  in  primary  schools  to  pursue 
their  studies  into  higher  paths.  It  is 
admitted  on  all  hands,  Protestant  and 
Boman  Catholic,  Conservative  and  Libe- 
ral, alike,  that  the  deficiency  in  interme- 
diate education  is  a  crying  want  in  the 
Irish  system  of  education ;  and  if  that  is 
satisfactorily  met,  we  will  endeavour  to 
see  whether  there  are  any  other  gaps  in 
the  general  educational  system  of  the 
ooimtry  which  can  be  filled  up  in  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  But, 
after  all,  I  have  heard  from  one  or  two 
speakers  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
and  especially  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan), 
that  these  questions  of  ordinary  legisla- 
tion are  re^y  not  what  this  Motion  is 
intended  to  cover.  The  hon.  Member 
distinctly  said  that  the  Irish  people  whom 
he  represented  would  not  be  satisfied 
without  the  right  to  make  their  own 
laws  and  dispose  of.  their  own  taxes — 
in  other  woros,  what  is  meant  bv  the 
national   demands   of    the    people   of 
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Ireland,  in  his  view  and  that  of  other 
speakers;  is  Home  Eule.  If  that  be 
so,  I  shall  not  be  guilty  of  unnecessary 
repetition  if  I  once  more  remind  hon. 
Members  that  they  have  never  formu- 
lated their  ideas  of  Home  Eule  before 
either  the  House  or  the  country.  Every 
other  Irish  subject  during  the  last  four 
Sessions  has  been  before  the  House  in 
the  shape  of  a  Bill ;  but  Home  Eule, 
whatever  it  be — the  one  question  on 
which  all  are  united — is  the  single  ques- 
tion on  which  no  Bill  or  scheme  has 
been  presented.  I  do  not  know,  after 
all,  whether  Home  Eule  in  their  belief 
is  a  matter  of  primary  importance. 
[*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  I  hear  but  a  single 
cheer  in  reply.  I  think  I  have  some 
ground  for  the  doubt,  in  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  county  (Mr. 
Shaw),  who  never  speaks  without  afford- 
ing a  valuable  and  sensible  contribution 
to  debate,  said — 

"  Our  seats  are  perfectly  secure  without  Home 
Rule ;  and,  speaking  generally,  there  is  hardly 
a  Member  of  us  who  would  not  be  returned 
without  professing  it." 

I  attach  some  importance  to  that  ex- 
pression of  (pinion  on  the  part  of  one 
who  was  chosen  as  spokesman  of  the 
Party,  to  propose  a  Home  Eule  Mo- 
tion in  a  judicious  speech  last  Sessi<Hi, 
and  who  presided  at  what,  I  suppose, 
must  be  considered  an  important  meet- 
ing of  the  Party  recently  in  Dublin. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  important, 
bocause  I  am  told  that  thousands  of  in- 
vitations were  issued  and  but  a  few  hun- 
dreds accepted.  I  have  heard  that  no 
conclusion  was  arrived  at,  but  that  every- 
body agreed  no  differences  ought  to 
exist.  I  have  heard  that  the  meeting 
excited  so  little  interest  that,  although 
galleries  were  set  apart  for  ladies — that 
all  the  irresistible  influence  of  Irish 
beauty  and  wit  might  not  be  wanting 
to  the  occasion — there  were  present  but 
16  representatives  of  the  fair  sex  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  want  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  importance  of  this  meet- 
ing ;  I  will  take  it  at  whatever  value  is 
put  upon  it  by  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
but  let  us  see  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  in 
his  opening  speech.  Eeferring  to  the 
difficulty  of  impressing  the  House  of 
Commons  with  the  merits  of  Home  Eule, 
he  said — 

<*  Have  we  got  all  sections  of  our  countrymen 
converted  to  our  cause  P    Is  there  not  an  im- 
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mense  mass  of  the  nation,  Protestant  and  Con- 
servative, standing  yet  outside  our  movement  ? 
Is  there  not  a  mass  of  persons,  Catholic  and 
Liberal,  that  is  still  standing  outside  our  ranks, 
looking  to  see  what  we  mean,  and  what  we 
areP" 

I  should  be  the  last  to  deny  the  justice 
of  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  if  that  can  be  said  of  the  popu- 
liur  feeling  in  Ireland  on  the  suDJect, 
is  it  such  a  proof  of  our  unfairness 
to  Ireland,  that  we  in  this  Imperial 
House  of  Commons  are  unable  imme- 
diately to  give  assent  to  a  vague,  inde- 
finite, undeflnable  thing  that  is  not 
understood  or  accepted  even  by  the 
people  of  Ireland  themselves  ?  if  the 
national  demands  pressed  upon  us  by 
the  Amendment  signify  Home  Eule 
and  nothing  else,  I  do  And  great  diffi- 
culty in  understanding  why  this  pecu- 
liar occasion  has  been  chosen  for  this 
discussion.  Why  has  the  hon.  Member 
interfered  with  the  unanimous  accept- 
ance of  the  Address  on  such  an  important 
Imperial  occasion  as  the  present  ?  Why 
has  he  now  introduced  a  subject  which 
surely  he  and  those  who  act  with  him 
can  take  eood  means  to  provide  shall 
be  fully  discussed  during  the  present 
Session  ?  It  seems  to  me  he  has  been 
singularly  unfortunate  in  his  oppor- 
tunity. My  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Knatohbull-Hugessen)  was  right 
when  he  said  nothing  could  be  more 
detrimental  to  our  national  and  Imperial 
welfare,  and  most  of  all  to  the  welfare 
of  Ireland,  than  the  introduction  of  a 
question  of  this  kind  at  such  a  time. 
Hon.  Members  who  last  Session  took 
what  many  felt  to  be  a  somewhat  pecu- 
liar and  unprecedented  course  in  our 
debates  have  stated  publicly,  at  this 
assembly  to  which  I  have  alluded,  that 
their  only  wish  was  to  be  occupied— 
[**No,  no!"] — why  the  hon.  MJember 
forMeath  (lnur.  Pamell)  said  so— and, 
further,  that  they  were  anxious  for 
active  and  earnest  participation  in  Im- 
perial and  English  as  well  as  Irish 
afEairs.  No  one  will  welcome  that  par- 
ticipation more  than  English  and  Scotch 
Members,  provided  that  it  be  conducted 
in  a  fair  and  honest  and  Parliamentary 
manner;  provided  that  those  who  join 
in  such  debates  do  so  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  the  Business  of  this  House 
and  of  our  whole  coimtry,  and  not  of 
impeding  or  delaying  the  legitimate 
aoti<ni  of  Parliament.    At   the  Home 
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Bole  Aaeembly  which  has  lately  been 
hdd  in  Dublin,  much  surprise  was  ex- 
pressed by  the  few  gentlemen  who  were 
lortanate  enough  to  participate  in  the 
proceedings  at  the  extreme  unanimity 
vi^  which  they  had  decided  upon 
QOfSung  at  alL  JBut  it  struck  me  that 
iiifiir  unanimity  was  due  to  one  par- 
tieidar  reason  which  appeared  to  im- 
press its^  more  f  orciUy  than  any  other 
OQ  their  minds,  namely,  this — that  they 
must  be  unanimous — never  mind  their 
ccmdnsions,  because  their  enemies  in 
and  out  of  the  Press  in  England  and 
Scotland  had  prophesied  that  they  were 
about  to  quarrel.  Now,  I  cannot  but 
hope  that  ike  prophecies  which  we  have 
hsaid  of  very  extraordinary  interrup- 
tkms  and  un-Parliamentazy  proceedings 
dming  the  Session  have  proceeded  not 
from  the  Friends,  but  from  the  enemies 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  and  that, 
ta^ig  the  cue  which  they  took  so  ably 
and  so  satisfactorily  to  themselyes  at 
tiieir  recent  meeting,  they  will  prove 
their  good  sense  by  showing  a  deter- 
ndnaiion  to  falBif?  those  prophedes,  and 
win  endeavour,  by  promoting  English 
and  Scotch  Business  really  to  promote 
their  own ;  and  that  they  will  recognize 
that  occasions  mav  arise  when  the  do- 
mestic interests  of  England  and  Scot- 
land and  even  of  Ireland  must  for  a 
tnne^^be  neglected,  in  order  that  we  may 
devote  our  whole  and  undivided  atten- 
tion to  the  greater  interests  of  our  com- 


Mk.  O^SHAUGHNESSY  complained 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just 
down  had  not  held  out  .any  hope  that 
tiie  Land  Act,  or  any  of  tiie  reforms 
which  were  so  greatly  needed  in  Ireland, 
would  be  conceded  by  the  Gk>venment. 
They  had  heard  a  speech  of  some  force 
and  of  some  inaccuracy  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  DabHn  (Mr.  Plunket),  and  the^  had 
heard  a  faint  echo  of  it  from  their  old 
Orange  Friend  the  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  W.  Johnston).  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  also  spoken,  and  he  had  told 
tiicnn  that  it  was  scarcely  likely  that 
tiler  could  expect  the  subject  of  Home 
Bole  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
ahhoagh  it  was  legitimate  enough  to 
discoas  it.  English  Members  spoke  with 
eoortesy,  at  any  rate,  to  Irish  Members ; 
but  he  fbnnd  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Doblin  an  asperity  and  recklessness 


in  the  use  of  personalities  whidi  was 
never  indulged  m  by  English  Members ; 
and  speeches  like  that  defeated  their 
object,  and  would  serve  to  arouse  the 
people  to  combine  still  more  for  Home 
Kule.  While  the  Home  Sule  Members 
had  promised  unanimity,  they  stipulated 
that  individual  liberty  should  be  main- 
tained. He  contended  that  the  question 
of  Home  Bule  was  only  in  its  infancy, 
but  the  Party  of  politicians  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  belonged  was  dying,  and  it 
would  owe  its  extinction  to  me  bitter 
and  acrimonious  sentiments  breathed  in 
such  speeches  as  that  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  told  them  that  in  a  crisis  like 
the  present  they  ought  not  to  interfere ; 
but  the  Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  boUi  agreed  last  night  that 
there  was  now  no  crisis  at  all,  that 
no  immediate  occasion  for  action  had 
arisen,  and  that  they  had  only  to  express 
to  Her  Majesty  their  hope  that  peace 
would  be  restored.  Therefore,  it  could 
not  be  ui^ed  with  any  force  that  the 
Irish  Party  had  intervened  at  an  inop- 
portune moment  in  pressing  forward 
national  demands.  At  the  same  time 
Irish  Members  came  there  instructed  by 
their  constituents,  though  not  as  dele- 
gates— ["Oh,  oh!"] — and  not  after 
&e  style  of  the  licensed  victuallers,  but 
by  the  common  sense  of  the  country,  to 
insist  that  on  great  and  important  ques- 
tions Irish  Business  under  any  circum- 
stances should  receive  proper  attention, 
and  that  they  should  be  told  what 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
Having  been  the  first  person  to  move  in 
the  subject  of  intermediate  education, 
he  had  heard  with  pleasure  the  state- 
ment that  the  Government  contemplated 
actual  legislation  on  two  Irish  suDJects 
which  had  been  mentioned,  although 
after  the  taunts  which  had  been  thrown 
out  about  Irish  Members  suing,  as  it 
were,  in  formd  pauperis  for  measures, 
and  on  the  few  occasions  when  they  got 
them  showing  no  gratitude,  he  would 
not  say  that  that  was  a  case  for  gratitude. 
He  would  warn  the  Government  that  as 
long  as  the  question  of  Irish  University 
education  remained  untouched,  legisla- 
tion on  intermediate  education  would 
not  be  regarded  with  much  satisfaction 
by  the  people  of  Ireland.  Indeed,  he 
doubtea  whether   the  feeling  in  that 
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ootintry  would  allow  tii^n  to  aooept  le- 
gislation on  the  latter  subject,  unless 
uiey  held  out  to  them  in  regard  to 
Universii^  education  something  more 
definite  than  the  very  fieunt  intimations 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary.  They  had  not  expected  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  define  what  the 
Gbvemment  intended  to  do,  but  they  had 
hoped  that  he  would  propose  a  scheme 
at  the  proper  time.  If  noble  Lords  and 
English  Gentlemen  who  went  to  Ireland 
showed  a  disposition  to  work  out  in  a 
practical  way  questions  of  that  kind 
in  the  manner  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock,  the  son  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Lord  Eandolph 
Ohurchill),  had  done  in  his  recent  con- 
tribution towards  the  solution  of  that 
problem,  he  could  only  say  tiiat  the  feel- 
ings of  Ireland  towards  llngland  woidd 
be  very  diiferent  from  what  they  now 
were.  Whether  the  sug^^estion  of  that 
noble  Lord  could  be  earned  out  or  not 
was,  however,  a  serious  matter.  Then, 
a^in,  the  Land  Question  could  not 
anord  to  wait,  because  the  subsistence 
of  hundreds  and  thousands  of  people 
who  might  be  driven^from  their  holdings 
depended  upon  its  beinff  dealt  with.  He 
also  regretted  that  the  Manchester  pri- 
soners had  not  been  liberated,  because, 
although  technically  murderers,  those 
persons  were  in  a  very  different  po- 
sition from  that  of  men  who  had 
been  committed  of  murder  in  the  or- 
dinary sense,  as  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ghreenwich  had  last  year  acknow- 
ledged. It  was  believed  in  Ireland  that 
the  prisoners  who  had  just  been  released 
owed  their  liberation  to  Uie  fact  that  the 
Gbvemment  would  be  anxious  to  get  re- 
cruits in  that  country  if  a  war  should 
break  out,  and  that  they  would  find  great 
difficulty  in  doing  so,  owing  to  the  way 
in  whicn  these  men  had  l^en  treated. 
If  they  wished  to  remove  the  idea  that 
political  motives  had  been  at  work  in 
the  release  of  the  prisoners,  they  ought 
to  set  free  the  Manchester  men.  It 
had  been  said  that  there  was  only 
one  loyal  Province  of  Ireland — ^namely, 
Ulster ;  and  he  had  there  heard  the  sen- 
timent applauded  that  no  man  worthy  of 
the  name  of  Irishman  should  take  the 
Queen's  shilling  while  the  men  remained 
unreleased.  That  was  a  bad  state  of 
things ;  but  Parliament  was  deaf  to  giev- 
ances,  and  if  the  same  course  was  to 
be  persisted  in,  of  what  use  was  it  that 
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they  should  come  over  from  Ireland  and 
take  part  in  ^  the  deliberations  of  that 
House  ?  Even  now,  at  the  eleventh  honr, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  be  induced 
to  grant  the  legitimate  demands  of  the 
Irish  people  before  all  hope  had  de- 
parted from  them.  Perhaps  it  would 
listen  to  them  when  their  numbers  were 
increased  from  60  to  80,  and  when  pub- 
lic opinion  in  this  country  was  more 
favourable.  They  had  been  deliberately 
refiised  any  redress  on  the  University 
question,  the  question  of  the  franchise, 
and  other  questions ;  and,  from  the  events 
of  that  evening,  many  men  in  Ireland 
would  sa^  that  it  was  of  no  use  agitating 
constitutionally  on  these  or  any  other 
subjects.  And  what  answer  comd  they 
give  ?  He  asked  the  House,  during  the 
coming  Session,  to  disabuse  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  Constitutional  action  was 
useless ;  and  that  nothing  could  be 
gained  for  the  country  except  through 
sedition.  He  hoped  uiat  the  legislation 
durinff  the  next  few  months  would  do 
someming  to  remove  that  spirit  of  an- 
archy and  anta«^onism  which  the  Al- 
mighty had  meLde  the  necessary  conse- 
quence of  mismanagement  all  over  the 
world. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  48  ;  Noes 
301 :  Majority  253. 


AYES. 


Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blennerhassett,  B.  P. 
Bower,  Sir  G. 
Brady,  J. 
Brooks,  M. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
OoUms.  E. 

Conyngham,  Lord  F. 
Cowen,  J. 
Delahuntjr,  J. 
Digby,  K.  T. 
Downing,  M*C. 
Dunbar,  J. 
Ennis,  N. 
Erring^n,  G. 
Eyton,  P.  E. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
French,  hon.  0. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Henry,  M. 
Lewis,  O. 
MacCarthy,  J.  G. 
Macdonald,  A. 
M<Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M<Laran,D. 
Martin,  P. 


Meldon,  C.  H. 
Moore,  A. 
Morris,  G. 
O'Beime,  Captain 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Byme,  W.  R. 
O'Clery,  K. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'DonneU,  F.  H. 
O' Gorman,  P. 
O'ReiUy,  M. 
O'Shanghnessy,  R. 
O'SuUivan,  W.  H'. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
Power,  J.  0*C. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Shaw,  W. 
Shdl,  E. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
SoUivan,  A.  M. 
Ward,  M.  P. 


Nolan,  Mi^or 
Power,  B. 
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NOES. 


Adtad,  Sir  T.  D. 
lA(lfiriej,it.hon.  Sir  C. 
An6v,R.V. 
Afieo,  Major 
ABdeison,  G. 
Ajc]iaale,W.  H. 
Aifcviight,  A.  P. 
Aikvright,  F. 
Adkky,  hon.  £.  M. 

Aikk7,  Bir  J.  D. 
fitflej,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Biifoor,  &a. 
Budaj,  A.  O. 
Bardaj,  J.  W. 
B8iTi24;toii,  Yiscoimt 
Baittdot,  Sir  W.  B. 
BMi,M.T. 
BitetyS. 
BrteMn,arT. 
BaUiunl^  A.  A. 
Bnach,  rt.  fan.  Sir  M.  H. 
Betnmont,  Major  F. 
BectiTe,  Earl  of 
Bdl,LL. 

B«Dett-StBiiford,y.  F. 
Brntinck,  rt  fan.  G.  C. 
Bentinek,  O.  W.  P. 
BerMfiord,  Colo&fil  M. 
Bniey,  H. 

Bbckbrnne,  CoL  J.  I. 
BUke,T. 
Board,  T.W. 
BoQxke,  hoiL  R. 
(Oolonel 


Broadksy,  W.  H.  H. 
Bftedd^ont,  W.  C. 
Brogden,  A 
Bio<Ai,W.  C. 
Bfown,  A  H. 
Brace,  hon.  T. 
BrMn,H. 
Bolwer,J.R. 
Bortliky,  Lord 
Boxioo,  Sir  B.  J. 
GnnerQii,0. 
C«aeraii,D. 
Gaipben,C. 
CaringtoD,  OoL  hon.  W. 
CBrtwn^t,F. 
Ckrenduh,  Lord  P.  0. 
Cecil,  Lord  RH.B.G. 
Ouune,  J. 
Chanb«n,ffirT. 
Clii^Hii,  Ookmel  E 
CbtpGn^H. 
C^ote^,8irH. 

CfiffDrd,C.C. 

CfiB^  Cd.  hon.  G.  W. 

ao«,M.c. 

Cobbold,T.  C. 

Col6,H.T. 

Cola,  CoL  hon.H.A. 

C«iiett,J. 

Ccny,J.P. 
Cobi,aa 
Cgtt«o,W.J.B. 


Courtney,  L.  H. 
CJowan,  J. 
Crawford,  J.  8. 
Crichton,  YlBcotmt 
CroBS,  rt  hon.  R.  A. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Daviee,  D. 
Daviee,  E. 
Deniaon,  W.  K 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  G. 
Du?J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A  F. 
Egerton,Admiralhn.  F. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elphinstone,  SirJ.D.H. 
Emlyn,  V  iscount 
Edington,  Lord 
Fellowee,  E. 
Ferg^uson,  R. 
Fletcher,  I. 
Floyer,  J. 
Foreeter,  0.  T.  W. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forsyth,  W. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Freahfield,  C.  K. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffiird,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gilpin,  Sir  R.  T. 
Gk>idney,  G. 
GK)rdon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  LordD. 
Gordon,  W. 
GouldiM,  W. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gtreene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  Earl  de 
Grosrenor,  Lord  R. 
Hall,  AW. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Marquees  of 
Hamilt<m,  hon.  R.  B. 
Haroourt,  Sir  W.  V. 
Hardcastle.E 
Hardy,  J.  8. 
Harnson,  C. 
Hartington,  Marq.  ci 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt  hn.  Sir  J.  CD. 
Heath,  R. 
H6rmon,E. 
Herfey,  Lord  F. 
Hick,  J. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A  8. 
HiU^T.B. 


Hinchingbrook,  Yiiot 
Holford,J.P.G. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
Holland.  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmesdale,  Yisooont 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Home,  Captain 
Hood,  Capt.  hn.  A.  W. 

AN. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
HubbEird,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Isaac,  S. 
Jenkms,  D.  J. 
Jenkinson,  &ix  G.  S. 
Johnson,  J.  G. 
Johnston,  W. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Eavanagh,  A.  MacM. 
K^    -    Shuttleworth, 

Kenziard,  Colonel 
Eensin^ton,  Lord 
Enatchbnll  -  Hugessen, 

rt.  hon.  E. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowlee,  T. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Learmonth,  A. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Legard,  Sir  C. 
Le^h,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lindsay,  CoL  R.  L. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lush,  Dr. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Maitland,  J. 
Majendie,  L.  A. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.Lo(rd  J. 
Marling,  S.  S. 
Marten,  A  G. 
Mellor,  T.  W. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
MulEoUand,  J. 
Mnncaster,  Lord 
Mure,  Colonel 
Naghten,  Lt-CoL 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,E. 

Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northoote,  rt  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt.-CoL  W. 
Pease,  J.  W. 


Peel,  AW. 
Pemberton,  E.  Xi. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Peploe,  Major 
Percy,  Earl 
Perlans,  Sir  F. 
Phipps,P. 
Pim,  Captain  B. 
Pla3rfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Praed,  H.  B. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rashleigh,  Sir  C. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Richard,  H. 
Ridley,  M.  W. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
Salt,T. 

Samuda,  J.  D' A 
Sanderson,  T.  E. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Solater-Booth,  rthn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.  J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  E. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  H.  R.  C. 
Spinks,  Mr.  Sexjeant 
Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope.  W.  T.W.  S. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Stanton,  A.  J. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storer,  Q. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  D. 
Taylor,  rt.  hon.  OoL 
Tennant,  R. 
ThomhiU,  T. 
Thwaites,  D. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
Torr,  J. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Tremayne,  J. 
Trevor,Lord  A.E.  Hill- 
Vemer,  E.  W. 
Walker,  O.  O. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
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Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
"Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  0.  W.  W. 
Yeanum,  J. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
\^lim,R. 


Waterlow.  Sir  S.  H. 
Watkin,  A.  M. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
"Watney,  J. 
Welledey,  Ck>lonel 
Wheelhouse,  W.  S.  J. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitworth,  W. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  C. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wilson,  W. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  to  draw  up  an  Address 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Resolution: — Mr.  Wilbraham  Eobrton,  Mr. 
Tbnnant,  Mr.  Ohancbllor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr.  Secretary  Hardy, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Sir  Charles 
Adderlby,  Sir  Henry  Sblwin-Ibbetson,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.  Solicitor  General, 
Mr.  BouRRB,  Mr.  Stanley,  Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke,  and  Mr.  Winn,  or  any  Three  of  them: — 
To  withdraw  immediately :— Queen's  Speech 
referred, 

PT7BLI0  HEALTH   (IKELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach, 
Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  Public  Health  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beack  and 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

BilLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  I .  ] 

LINEN    AND    YABN    HALLS    (DUBUN)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks -Beach, 
BiU  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  ninth  year 
of  l^e  reign  of  His  late  Majesty  King  George 
the  Fourtii,  chapter  sixty-two,  so  far  as  me 
same  relates  to  the  Idnen  and  Yam  Halls  in  the 
city  of  Dublin,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Michael  Hicks -Beach  and  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

BiHpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  2.] 

FA0T0BIE8  AND  WORKSHOPS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Fac- 
tories and  Workshops,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Secretary  Cross  and  Sir  Henry  Sblwin- 
Ibbetson. 

BiMpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  3.] 

B0AD8    AND    BBIDOES    (SOOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  in  regard  to  the  main- 
tenance and  management  of  Boads  and  Bridges 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Ine 
Lord  Advocate  and  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Lbbet- 

SON. 

WaHpreunted^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATINa  LIQT70B8  ON  ST7N- 
DAY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Bill  to 
prohibit  tibe  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquons  on 
Sunday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles 
Wilson,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr.  Osborne  Moroak, 
Mr.  M' Arthur,  and  Mr.  James. 

Bill^r^^^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  5.] 

yoTEBS  (ibeland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bioqar,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  for  the  Hegistration  of  Voters  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Biooar,  Mr. 
Patrick  Martin,  Mr.  Parnell,  and  Mr.  Fay. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

COUNTY    INFIEMARIBS,    &C.    (iBELANI)) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  BUI  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  County  Infirmaries  and  to 
the  Belief  of  f£e  Poor  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Shaw,  and 
Mr.  Errinoton. 

"SQlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 

BATING  OF  TOWNS   (IEELAND)   BILI*. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Shauohnbssy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  with  regard  to  the  Bating  of 
Towns  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  O'Shauohnessy,  Mr.  Butt,  and  Mr. 
Collins. 

B\!il presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8.] 

GLEBE  LOANS   (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mulholland,  Bill  to 
amend  !the  Qlebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Amendment 
Act,  1875,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mulholland  and  Mr.  Eayanaoh. 

BiiUpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.] 

COUNTY  OOUBTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
County  Courts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Ripley,  and  Mr.  Rowley 
Hill. 

B\}lpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

EMPLOYERS*   LIABILITY  FOB  INJUMES 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macdonald,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  liability  of  employers 
for^  injuries  negligently  caused  to  persons  in 
their  employment,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Macdonald,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Meldon, 
and  Mr.  Bass. 

Wlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

women's  disabilities  bemoyal  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Courtney,  Bill  to  remoye 
the  Electoral  Disabilities  of  Women,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Russell 
GuRNEY,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright. 

BiUi^tfMftM»a2idx«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 
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TSrABTS'  nCFBOYXHSNTS  (IBELAKD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Patrick  Martin,  Bill  to 
mend  the  Laws  relating  to  small  tenements  and 
ixtnres  in  towns  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
kon^t  in  by  Mr.  Patrick  Martin,  Major 
NoLAK,  Mr.  O'Clrrt,  and  Mr.  Fat. 

BilljvvwfiiMi,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BilllS.] 

plXXIAMSErTABT  BLICTIOirS  (iCSTKOPOLIs) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charlss  W.  Dilkb,  Bill  to 
txtend  the  Hours  of  Polling  at  Parliamentary 
Heetkms  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Charlbs  W.  Dilki,  Mr.  Forstth, 
Ur.  KncHiB,  Mr.  Gordon,  Colonel  Bbrbbford, 
and  Mr.  William  Bdward  Forstbr. 

Bfll^pr»Mf»<#rf,andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 


QTTEEN   AJSnSTR  8  B0T7NTY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bass,  Bill  to  transfer  the 
administration  of  the  Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
Fund  to  the  Eodeeiastical  Conmussioners,  or- 
dtnd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bass,  Mr.  Monk, 
nd  Mr.  Arthur  Bass. 

BQIjmviwUm^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  15.] 

COLONIAL  KABBIAOES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knatchbull-Huobssbn, 
Bin  to  Legalise  certain  Colonial  Maniages, 
w*r»rf  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Enatchbull- 
HroBSBBN,  Mr.  Bvssbll  Gurnbt,  and  Sir 
Thomas  Chambbrs. 

BilljtmmUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 

POOX    LAW    QTTABDIANS    (iBELAKI))    BLBO- 
TION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gray,  Bill  to  proTide  for 
the  Election  of  Poor  Law  Ghiardians  in  Ireland 
hj  Bsllot,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Orat,  Mr.  Downing,  and  Mr.  Rbdmond. 

Baiyre$0nt€d,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17.] 

WA8TB  LAKD8   (ntELAKD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  MacOartht,  Bill  for  the 
BecUunation  of  Waste  Lands  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  briMi^t  in  by  Mr.  MacCartht,  Mr.  Hbr- 
BtsT,  Mr.  Downing,  and  Mr.  Shaw. 

Bin  fre«m<A^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  18.] 


CAPITAL  FUBT8HMENT  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Phase,  Bill  to  abolish 
PwriAmwit  by  Death,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by   Mr.    Pbasb,    Mr.    Lbbman,    and    Mr. 

M^LiBN. 

Bin  ^r«Mfi^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  19.] 

VUnCIPAL  FRAKOHISE  (IBELAITD)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Major  CGorman,  Bill  to 
MBimlste  the  Municipal  Franchise  of  Ireland 
to  thai  of  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Vijor  O^GoRMAN,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kbnna,  and 
Hr.  Richard  Power. 
Bin/rvMn/W,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

YOL  OOXXXVn.  [thibd  sbedbs.] 


HOSPITALS,    &0.   (SOOTLAin))  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  McLaren,  Bill  to  proyide 
for  enlarging  thepowers  of  Goyemors  <&  Hos- 
pitals and  other  llndowed  Institutions  in  Scot- 
land, ot^^m^  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  McLaren, 
Mr.  Maitlanp,  and  Dr.  Cameron. 

'BSlpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  21.] 

TOWN  OOTJNOILS,  LOOAL  BOABDS,  AND  OTHER 
LOOAL  OOYEBNIVa  BODIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundblla,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  quslification  for  Mem- 
bers of  Town  Councils  and  Local  Boards,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundblla,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain, Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  Morlbt. 

'SQlpreientedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

OBIMINAL  LAW  EViDENOE  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  of  Eyidence  in  Criminal  Cases,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  BIr.  Ashlby,  Mr.  Russell 
GuRNBY,  and  Mr.  Cliyb. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

PERMISSIVE     PBOHIBITORY     LIQUOR     BILL. 

Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besokfed.Thai  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
moye  the  House,  that  leaye  be  giyen  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  enable  Owners  and  Occupiers  of  ]nt>- 
perty  in  certain  districts  to  preyent  the  common 
sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  within  such  dis- 
tricts. 

Eesolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Sir 
Thomas  Bazley,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Kicharo 
Mr.  Dalway,  Dr.  Cameron,  and  Mr.  Downing. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

ENTAILS  AND   SETTLEMENTS  LIMITATION 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefeyre,  Bill  to 
restrict  the  power  of  entailing  and  settling  land 
and  other  property,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Shaw  LEFEyBE,  Mr.  Beaumont,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  and  Mr.  Herschbll. 
Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

queen's  COLLEGES  AND  UNIVERSITY   (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Donnbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Queen's  Collogos  and 
Queen's  Uniyersity  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  O'Shauoh- 
NB86Y,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Bigoar,  and  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

HABITUAL  DRUNKARDS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  facilitate 
the  control  and  cure  of  Habitual  Drunkards, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Clare  Head,  Mr.  Ashley,  Sir  Henry  Jackson, 
Mr.  Edward  Jenkins,  Mr.  William  Holms, 
and  Mr.  Richard  Smyth. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  27.] 
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BEAIi  ESTATE  INTESTACY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Potteb,  Bill  for  the  better 
settling  the  Heal  Estates  of  Intestates,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fottbb,  Mr.  Lbatham, 
Mr.  HopwooD,  Mr.  Pricb,  Sir  Wilfkid  Law- 
son,  and  Mr.  Andebson. 

BiR presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  28.] 

HYPOTHEC   (QCOTUlSD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Aomfw,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
landlord's  right  of  Hypothec  in  Scotland  so  far 
as  relates  to  agricultural  subjects,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Aonew,  Mr.  Baillte 
Hamilton,  and  Sir  George  Douglas. 

BUlpreiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

MEDICAL    ACT    (1858)    AMENDMElTr    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Lush,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Medical  Act,  1858,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Dr.  Lush,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr.  Samuda, 
and  Mr.  Ritchie. 

Bill  pree.  nted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 

TENANT    EIGHT    (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Hill-Trevor,  Bill  to 
make  further  provision  in  respect  of  Tenant 
Kip^ht  in  Ireland  at  the  expiration  of  leases, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Hill-Trevor, 
The  Marquess  of  Hamilton,  l^Ir.  Mulholland, 
Captain  Corry,  and  Mr.  Chaine. 

Wlpresentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  31.] 

MABEIED  women's  PROPEETY  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  for  the 
further  protection  of  the  Property  of  Married 
Women  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Anderson,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther, 
Mr.  Orr  Ewing,  1^.  McLaren,  and  Mr.  Plat- 
fair. 

B\}1  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.] 

PABLIAMENTABY  ELECTORS  REOISTRATION 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary Electors,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  BooRD,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  and  Mr. 
Grantham. 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

PUBLIC  PARKS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fortescue  Harrison,  Bill 
to  enable  the  Local  Authorities  to  ac(mire  and 
lay  out  Land  for  Public  Parks  and  Pleasure 
Grounds  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Fortescue  Harrison,  Dr.  Oameron, 
Mr.  William  Holms,  Sir  George  Balfour, 
and  Sir  Windham  Anstruther. 

BiiSl presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  34.] 

VALUATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ramsat,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Valuation  of  Lands  and 
Hereditaments  in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ramsay,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery, 
Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  Rodwell,  and  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen. 

BHil  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  35.] 


CRUELTY  TO  ANDCALS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Holt,  Bill  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  more  efiectual  prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Holt  and  Mr.  Charles  Wilson. 

Biiilpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.  ] 


PUBLIC  BATHS  AND   WASHH0USE8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Forsyth,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Public  Baths  and  Waah- 
houses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  For- 
syth, Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Mr.  Ritchib,  and 
Colonel  Beresford. 

BiR presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 


INTOXICATING    LIQUORS     (IRELAND)     BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resohed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  ihQ  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring:  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  com- 
mon sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  in  Ireland. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Benjamin 
Whitworth,  and  Mr.  Dease. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 

AGRICULTURAL     TENANTS     (SECURITY     FOR 
DCFROYEMENTS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Barclay,  Bill  to 
provide  security  to  Agricultural  Tenants  for 
certain  Improvements  effected  by  them  on  their 
Holdings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
James  Barclay,  Sir  George  Balfour,  and 
Mr.  Earp. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  39.] 


SEA  FISHERIES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Ward,  Bill  dealing  -with 
Sea  Fisheries  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Collins,  and 
Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna. 

Bmpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 


UNION  OFFICERS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Redmond,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  for  the  Belief  of  the  Poor  in  Ireland  in 
respect  to  the  election  of  Union  Officers,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Redmond,  Mr.  Gray, 
Dr.  Ward,  and  Mr.  Fay. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 


UNION  JUSTICES   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  Bill  for  the 
better  administration  of  Justice  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Sullitan, 
Mi^or  Nolan,  and  Mr.  Richard  Power. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 
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LAISLOBD  JUTD  TBKAKT  (iSBIAND)  LAW 
AMSRDMXHT  BILL. 

Ob  Mo4ion  of  Mr.  Crawfobd,  'Bill  to  amraid 
fte  Iaw  rela^iig  to  Landlord  and  Tenant  in 
fadand,  ordtred  to  be  brought  in  hy  Mr.  Cbait- 
roBD,  Mr.  RiCHABD  Sktth,  Mr.  £iok80N»  and 
Mr.  Daxisl  Tatix>h. 

m/TMm^M^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 


IAI2  OF  nrrOXIOATIKO  UQUOBS  ON  SUV' 
DAY   (£BBLAin>)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  CCJonok  Dok,  Bill  to  nro- 
Hfait  the  sale  of  Intoxicating  liqnors  on  Sun- 
days in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Tie  0*CoKOB  Doir,  Mr.  Richard  Smtth,  Mr. 
Ghabxks  Lxins,  Mr.  James  Corby,  Mr.  Wil- 
LUM  JoHKBTON,  Mr.  Deasb,  BIr.  Dickson,  and 
Mr.  Rkdmond. 

Wlpreeertted,  and  read  the  first  tune.  [Bill  44.] 


HOTTSB    O00UPIEB8    DISQT7ALIFIGATI0N 
BEMOVAL    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Hbnrt  Wolff,  Bill  to  re- 
Here  eertain  OccunierB  of  Dwelling  Houses  from 
being  Biaqualifiea  from  the  right  of  Voting  in 
tke  Section  of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament 
Wr«Mii  of  their  underletting  such  Dwelling 
Hoases  for  short  terms,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
W  Sir  HsmT  Wolff,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
Sr  Chablis  Lsoaro,  Mr.  Onslow,  and  Mr. 
Rtdol 

Wifrmnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 


DlVm    W0B8BIP    FA0ILITIS8  BILL. 
Cemidertdm  Committee. 

(In  the  Conmiittee.) 

Seethed,  Tbtit  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
■ore  the  Houee,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  BiU  to  provide  further  fadlities  for  the  per- 
foimance  of  Divine  Worship  according  to  the 
Bites  of  the  C^iurdi  of  England. 

Resolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
liwn^t  in  by  Mr.  Wilbraham  Eobbton,  Mr. 
Whttwill,  Mr.  Bqllet,  and  Mr.  Rodwell. 

^SipreteHted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 


Ti&inrATS  (irelahd)   acts  amendment 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Collins,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Tramirays  (Ireland)  Acts,  1860,  1861,  and 
1871,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Collins, 
The  Marquess  of  Hamilton,  Mr.  Shaw,  and 
Mr.  William  Wilson. 

^Slprteentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 


ntAnmre  schools  and  ships  biix. 

Ob  Motion  of  Captain  Pim,  Bill  to  afford 
^KihtieB  for  establishing  Training  Schools  in 
MclLeovaty,  witii  Training  Ships  attached,  for 
taiaing  boys  as  sailors,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
b]r  Otpbdn  Pnc  and  Mr.  Wheblhousb. 

fiOfjprMMKM^aiidnad  thefinrttime.  [BiU  48.] 


HYFOTHEO   (SOOTLAITD)    (NO.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Geobob  Balfottb,  Bill  to 
abolish  ttie  Landlord's  Hypothec  for  rent  and 
for  privileged  or  pref orable  debts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  ueoboe  Balfour,  Mr.  Laino, 
and  Mr.  Barclay. 

Billi^rtfMftM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  49.] 

LAITD  TBNT7BB  (IBBLAMD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dowkiko,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Downing,  Mr.  Butt,  Lord  Fbancis  Contno- 
HAM,  and  Mr.  Shaw. 

BiiSlpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  50.] 


ASSISTANT  COUNTY  STJBVEYOKS  (IKELAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Bill 
to  enable  Grand  Juries  in  Lreland  to  increase 
the  remuneration  of  Assistant  County  Surveyors, 
and  for  other  puix>ose8  relating  thereto,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Johnston, 
Mr.  Downing,  Mr.  Chaine,  Mr.  Macabtnbt, 
and  Mr.  King-Habman. 

"BiMLpresentedi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61 .] 


MAERIAGE  WITH  A  DBCfEASED  WIFB's 
SISTBB    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Bill  to 
legedise  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Thomas  Cham- 
bers, Mr.  MoRLET,  Mr.  Macdonald,  and  Dr. 
Cameron. 

Billi^r^M^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  52.] 

017N  UOENCQB  ACT   (1870)   AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Gnn  Licence  Act,  1870,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr. 
Clare  Read,  Mr.  M*Lagan,  and  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart. 

^\)1  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  53.] 


TENANT  RIGHT  (ULSTER)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  secure 
more  efiectually  the  Tenant  Right  custom  in 
the  province  of  Ulster,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  William  Wilson,  and 
Mr.  Charles  Lewis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  54.] 

MARRIED  women's  PROPERTY  ACT   (1870) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1870, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr. 
OsBOBNE  MoBOAN,  Mr.  GoLDNEY,  and  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke. 

Billi^TM^fi^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  65J} 
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HONEY  LAWS  (IBELAND)  BILL. 
C<maid€red  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Ck>mmittee.) 

Beiolved,  That  the  Ghaiimaa  he  directed  to 
move  the  Honse,  that  leave  he  given  to  hiing  in 
a  BiU  to  amend  the  Money  LawB  of  Ireland. 

Reeolution  r^porUd :  —  Bill  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Wt.  Dblahuntt  and  Mr.  Power. 

'Bmpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  56.] 

OLEBIOAL  DISABTLirnSS  BILL. 
Contidered  in  Ck>mmittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Retohedy  That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  he  given  to  hrin^  in 
a  Bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of  "  The  Clerical 
Disahilities  Removal  Act,  1870." 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Gh>LDNET,  Mr.  Hibbbbt,  and 
Mr.  Walter  Powell. 

Wlpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 


METROPOLIS  WATBBWOEKS  (PTTROHASE) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  M<Garbl-Hooo, 
BiU  to  make  provision  for  the  purchase  hy  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  of  the  under- 
takings of  the  several  Water  Companies  supply- 
ing Water  to  the  Metropolis  and  to  certain 
places  in  the  neighhourhood  thereof,  and  for  the 
supply  of  Water  hy  the  said  Board  to  the  Metro- 
polis and  to  such  places ;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir 
Jambs  M*Garbl-Hooo,  Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  Mr. 
Grantham,  and  Mr.  Rodwbll. 

Biiilpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 


OONTAOIOUS    DISEASES  ACTS  REPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Harcourt  Johnstone,  Bill 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir  Harcoxtrt 
Johnstone,  Mr.  Stanspbld,  Mr.  Whitbrbai), 
and  Mr.  Mundella. 

Bill^tfMfi^^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  59.] 


DESTITUTB  OHILDBEN  (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthxtr  Moorb,  Bill  to 
mi^e  hotter  provision  for  orphans  and  destitute 
Children  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy 
Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Mr.  O'Shavohnbsst,  and 
Mr.  Meldon. 

BiiilpreeenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  60.] 


INHABITED  HOUSE  DT7TT  BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hxtbiurd.  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  regulating  the  le^y  of  the  Tnhahited 
House  Duty,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  by  Mr. 
Hubbard,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Torr,  ana  Mr. 
Alexander  Brown. 

Wlpreeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61.] 


MEDICAL  OFFIOEBS'    QUALEBIOATIONB  BOX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Errinoton,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Qualifications  required 
for  holding  certain  Medical  Appointments,  or- 
dered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  ^irinoton,  Mr. 
John  Maitland,  and  Mr.  Blennbrhassbtt. 

^lilpreeentedi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  62.] 


ANCIENT    MONTTMENTS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  hotter  protection  of  Ancient  Monu- 
ments, ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir  Johk 
Lubbock,  BIr.  Bbrbsford  Hopb,  Mr.  Osbornb 
Morgan,  and  Mr.  Kussell  Gurnet. 

Wlpreeentedi  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 


COUNTY  BOABDS   (IKELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Nolan,  Bill  to  provide 
Elective  Coimty  Boards  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
he  hrought  in  hy  Major  Nolan,  ^.  Fay,  Mr. 
0*Clbry,  and  Mr.  O'Sullivan. 

Bill  preaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 


YOTEBS   (IRELAND)    (NO.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  M^Eenna^  Bill  to 
prevent  the  disfranchisement  of  Yotera  in  Ire- 
land hy  de&ults  or  defects  in  the  preparation 
of  the  rate  hooks,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  by 
Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Brooks, 
and  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Bill  pretentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT  (1875)  AMENDMBNT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Albxandbr  Brown,  BiU 
to  amend  the  PuhUo  Health  Act,  1875,  ordered 
to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Alexander  Brown, 
Mr.  Playpatr,  Mr.  Rtder,  and  Mr.  Joseph 

COWEN. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 


METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  AND  BT7ILDIKO 
ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Jambs  M'Garbl-Hooo, 
BiU  to  amend  '*The  Metropolis  Management 
Act,  1876,"  "The  MetropoUtan  BuUding 
Act,  1865,"  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same 
respectively,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir 
James  M'Garbl-Hooo,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
and  BIr.  Rodwbll. 

BiHpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  67.] 


BOBOnOH    VOTERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilkb,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  the  QuaHfioation 
and  Registration  of  Borough  Voters  in  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone,  and  Mr.  Boord. 

BiUi^tfM»i<M;,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  68.] 
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cannifAL  law  pbaotiojb  amendment 

BII«L. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seneant  Simon,  Bill  to 
ameod  the  practioe  of  ihe  Crimiiial  Law  in  cer- 
tun  juzticiilan,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Setjeant  Sncox,  Mr.  Qrboort,  Mr.  Hbr- 
Koxx,  and  Mr.  Colb. 

VSHfrumted,  andread  thefirsttime.  [Bill  69.] 

otoxicatino   liqu0b8  (ucenoes)    (ibe- 
land)  bill. 
Comiiered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Emlvtdy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
Bore  the  Hoose,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
t  Bill  to  amraid  the  Law  relating  to  the  granting 
of  Lioenoes  for  the  sale  of  Spirits  and  other 
htozicating  Liquors  in  Ire]an<L 

Besolntion  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
Ikoq^  in  by  Mr.  Meldon  and  Mr.  Whit- 

VOBIH. 

hmpreeenisd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

elbcnok  of  aldebmen  (cfumttlative 
vote)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wuseluousb,  Bill  for  the 
Boctiaii  of  Aldermen  by  the  Cumulative  Vote, 
trdtred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  WHBELHOUSBy 
Mr.  Uiic,  and  Mr.  Tsnnakt. 

BffljPTtfini^  and  read  thefirsttime.  [Bill  71.] 

BliHD   AND    DEAF-MUTE    GHILDBEN    (EDIT- 

cation)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Whbblhovsb,  Bill  for  the 
Education  of  Blind  and  Deof-Mute  Children, 
•rdend  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Whbblhovsb, 
8ir  Ahdbbw  Lusb,  and  Mr.  Isaac. 

Wlpr$9enUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 

PABUAMENTABT  AND  MXTNIOIFAL  BEOIS- 
TBATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alfred  Mabten,  Bill  to 
>aeod  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  and 
Maiikipal  BegiBtration  in  certain  Boroughs, 
irAsntf  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alfbbo 
Mabxdt,  Mr.  ToKB,  and  Mr.  Dodds. 

BOl/rMffifMi,  and  read  thefirsttime.  [Bill  73.] 

VAOCOTATIOH  LAW   (PENALTIES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pbasb,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Yaodnation  so  far  as  accumu- 
hUof;  penalties  are  concerned,  ordered  to  be 
Ivcni^t  in  by  Mr.  Pbasb,  Mr.  Walter  James, 
Mr.  MuNDBLLA,  and  Mr.  Lbeman. 

Bin^rMM^M^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  74.] 

CHUBCH  BATES  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Ob  Motion  of  Mr.  M*Labbn,  Bill  to  abolish 

C^ndi  Bates  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 

m  by  Mr.  M^Labbn,  Dr.  Cakbbon,  Mr.  Baxter, 

V.  Tebtbltait,  Mr.  Laimo,  and  Sir  George 

BlLForB. 

BiO/rv«M^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 


BA0ECOUB8E8    (LICENSING)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  for  the 
Licensing  of  Racecourses  round  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  .to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson, 
Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  and  Sir  James  Law- 

RBNCB. 

Billprtf«^^,  and  read  thefirsttime.  [Bill  76.] 

PABUAMENTABT  AND  MUNICIPAL  FBAN- 
OHISE   (IBELAND)   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  so  as  to  facilitate  the  acquisition  of  the 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchise  by  per- 
sons entitied  thereto  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brourfit  in  by  Mr.  Meldon  and  Mr.  Henry. 

Bmpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 

IBI8H  PEEBAOE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Plunket,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  concerning  the  Peerage  of  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Plunbbt,  Mr. 
Herbert,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

H0T7BS  OF  POLUNQ  (METBOPOUS)  . 
Select  Committee  appointedy  **to  consider  tha 
question  whether  any  and  what  alteration  can, 
without  inconvenience,  be  made  in  the  Hours  of 
Polling  at  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elec- 
tions in  Boroughs  other  than  the  Metropolitan 
BoroughE,  so  as  to  afibrd  greater  fadhties  to 
Electors  desiring  to  record  their  votes." — {Sir 
Charles  W.  Lilke.) 

House  adioumed  at  a  quarter 

after  One  o'clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Monday y  2\st  January y  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Select    Committee— Intemper- 
ance, nominated, 

ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  he  printed,    (No.  5.) 


CONSERVANCY  NAVIGATION,  &o. 
BOARDS— THE  SELECT  COMMIT- 
TEE, 1877— LEGISLATION.— OBSER. 
VATIONS— QUESTION. 

The  Makquess  of  EIPON  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
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Session  on  Conservancy  Boards,  &c., 
and  to  ask  the  Lord  President,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  in  we  present 
Session  a  Bill  founded  upon  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  that  Beport? 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  the  Blue  JBook 
which  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
containing  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
was  full  of  evidence  collected  from  many 
parts  of  the  country  of  the  evils  which 
resulted  from  the  present  state  of  things, 
and  the  magnitude  of  the  distress  which 
had  followed  recent  floods  would  justify 
him  in  calling  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  subject.  He  did  not  propose  to 
read  many  extracts  from  the  Blue  Book, 
but  there  were  two  cases  which  stood  so 
prominentlv  forward  in  the  evidence 
taken  by  me  Committee  that  he  could 
not  refrfiun  from  referring  to  them.  The 
first  case  was  that  of  Lincolnshire.  Mr. 
Tweed,  the  Town  Clerk  of  Lincoln, 
stated  that  last  year  between  Lincoln 
and  Boston  there  were  25,000  acres  of 
land  flooded  and  15,000  more  above 
the  City  of  Lincoln.  This  was,  of 
course,  very  injurious  to  the  owners 
of  property,  to  say  nothing  of  its  efltect 
upon  the  health  of  the  inhabitants. 
Some  of  the  streets  of  Lincoln  were  like 
canals,  with  the  water  running  through 
them.  So  serious  were  these  floods  that 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Eipon)  and  his 
tenants  had  had  to  pay  in  respect  of 
them  between  October  1876  and  October 
1877  no  less  than  14  per  cent  upon  the 
gross  rental  of  the  whole  property ;  and, 
indeed,  30  per  cent  upon  the  lands  on 
which  the  rates  were  actually  levied.  To 
go  from  Lincolnshire,  which  was  mainly 
agricultural,  he  would  take  the  case  of 
Nottingham.  The  engineer  to  the  Cor- 
poration of  Nottingham  was  examined 
as  to  the  state  of  that  town  during  the 
prevalence  of  floods,  and  he  said  ''they 
were  drowned  out  completely,"  and  im- 
mense damage  was  done  although  it 
would  be  impossible  to  estimate  its 
amount.  The  evidence  went  to  show 
that  the  evils  which  he  had  referred  to 
had  not  passed  away;  but  that  they 
might  be  expected  to  occur  again  from 
time  to  time  imless  some  efiPectual  mea- 
sure should  prevent  them.  The  pre- 
valence of  floods  appeared  to  be  greater 
at  the  present  day  than  formerly,  and, 
without  entering  into  the  scientific  ques- 
tion, he  might  mention  to  their  Lord- 
ships  that,    with    one    exception;  the 
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witnesses  were  unanimous  in  declaring 
it  to  be  their  opinion  that  the  recezx^ 
rapid  floods  were  due  to  the  great  im- 
provements which  had  been  made  in 
subsoil  drainage,  and  also,  to  some  ex- 
tent, even  to  surface  drainage.    Every 
year  that  effectual  legislation  was  poal;- 
poned   would   increase  the  danger    to 
the  districts  which  were  afflicted  witli 
these  floods.     He  would  now   shortly 
explain  to  their    Lordships    what   the 
state  of  the  law  was  upon  this  subject. 
The   first    Statute    passed  to  regulate 
this  question  of  drainage  was  the   23 
Henry  VIII.   c.   5,  under  which  Cora- 
missioners  of  Sewers  were  appointed, 
not  universally,  but  upon  applioatioiis 
from  particular  loccdities.   These  boards, 
however,  had  no  representative  character 
either  derived  from  property  holders  or 
from    ratepayers,     tne    Commissioners 
being  appointed  simply  at  the  will  of 
the  Crown.    The  mode  of  appointment 
in  the  time  of  Henry  Ylll.  waa  scarcely 
suitable  to  these  more  modem  times. 
The  powers  of  the  Commissioners  were 
very  vague,  and  from  their  haziness  were 
of  little  or  no  use.    The  next  general 
Act  was  the  Act  of  1861  j  which  was  in- 
tended to  facilitate  the  appointment  of 
Conservancy    Boards    for    rivers,    and 
which  gave  to  these  Boards  a  more  re- 
presentative character;  but  the  restric- 
tions which  that  Act  imposed  had  been 
found  such  as  to  prevent  its  operation. 
The  owners  of  one-third  of  the  land 
where  a  Board  was  to  be  set  up  possessed 
an  absolute  veto  upon  the  aidoption  of 
the  Act,  and  with  respect  to  the  carrying 
out  any  improvement  works,  there  was 
also  an  absolute  veto  possessed  by  the 
owners  of  one-half  of  the  land  in  the 
district.      The   mode    of   rating,    also, 
was  unsatisfactory,  and  the  Act  of  1861 
was  found  to  a  very  great  extent  to  be  in- 
operative.   Whilst  mere  were,  however, 
only  these  two  general  Acts,  there  was  a 
very  large  mass  of  private  legislation, 
there  being  between  2,000  and  3,000 
private  Acts  upon  the  subject.     Their 
Lordships  could    easily  conceive  what 
must  be  the  result  of   this  enormous 
amount  of  private  legislation  applied  at 
all  sorts  of  times,  imder  all  sorts  of  cir- 
cumstances, and  setting  up  bodies  whose 
jurisdictions  overlapped.  One  great  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  was — ^the  jurisdiction  of 
the  same    river   was    often  vested    in 
several  different  bodies.    For  instance, 
of  the  rivers  with  which  he  was  more  par- 
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ticulaily  aoquainted,  the  Biyer  Witham 
wu   under    the    management   of   the 
gmoal  commiseioners,  of  whom  he  him- 
self was  one ;   but,  besides  these  com- 
misdonerSy   there  were  all   along    the 
banks  other   bodies  of  parochial  com- 
missioners who  were  not  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  river  oommissioners.  The  City 
of  Lincoln  was  not  under  the  control  of 
the  river  oommissioners  at  all,  and  above 
that  dty  there  existed  at  least  two  sets 
of  commissioners  of  sewers  having  in- 
dependent jurisdiction.    The  Nene  also 
was  under   the  jurisdiction  of  six  or 
8erai  different  bodies,  and  it  was  im- 
possible   for   Pcurliament  to  deal   with 
the  subject    until    those  parties    were 
agreed  as    to    what    should    be  done. 
Last  year  an  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Warwick   (Mr.   Arthur  Peel), 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  subj  ect,  and  on  that  occa- 
aum  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  stated  that  he  thought  that  as 
a  preliminary  proceeding  the  best  course 
that  could  be  adopted  was  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee    to    investigate  the 
matter,    and  that  as  the  time   of  the 
branch  of  the  Legislature  to  which  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  belonged  was  very 
much  occupied,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  composed  of  Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords.    Li  consequence 
of  that    suggestion,  the    noble    Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and 
Gordon)    moved    for    and    obtained  a 
Select  Committee  of    their  Lordships' 
House,  over  which  he  himself  (the  Duke 
of  Eichmond    and    Gordon)    presided, 
and  in  due  time  a  Eeport  was  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the   House.     That  Com- 
mittee made  several  important  recom- 
mendations.     In    the     first     place,   it 
recommended  that  a  single  Board    of 
Ccmseryanoy  should  be  appointed    for 
each  river,  and  that,  with  a  view  to 
eanying  out  that  suggestion,  the  powers 
possessed  at  present  by  various  and  con- 
flicting jurisiiictions  in  regard  to  the 
same   river  should  be  merged  in  one 
angle  body;   that   on  the  application 
of  any  district  a  local  inquiry  should 
be  granted,   and  that    the  officers  by 
whom  the  inquiry  must  be  held  should 
prepare   a    provisional   scheme,  which 
woold  be  laid  before  Parliament  in  the 
vfloal  way,    and    which,  if   approved, 
would  have    the  effect   of  an    Act  of 
Pariiament — tiie  intention  being  to  have 
a  local  inquiry  for  the  purpose  of  re- 


conciling contending  interests,  and  to 
decrease  the  expense  of  legislation. 
The  Committee  also  recommended  that 
extended  powers  should  be  conferred 
upon  the  new  Conservancy  Boards,  and 
that  general  provisions  such  as  those  con- 
tain(3  in  the  Lands  Clauses  Act  should 
be  embodied  in  a  public  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  its  last,  but  by  no  means  its 
least,  recommendation  was,  that  the  area 
of  taxation  should  be  extended  to  the 
whole  watershed,  and  that  towns  and 
houses,  and  not  land  alone,  should  be 
liable  to  contribute  to  the  assessment. 
This  last  recommendation  was  one  of  an 
extensive  and  important  character,  for 
imless  the  area  of  rating  could  bo 
extended  there  could  be  no  hope  that 
works  of  the  requisite  magnitude  would 
be  carried  out;  out  he  was  confident  it 
would  be  impossible  to  deal  with  ^tho 
matter  except  by  means  of  a  general 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  did  not  mean  a 
general  Act  laying  down  iron  rules  for 
all  parts  of  the  country,  but  a  Statute 
based  upon  certain  distinct  principles 
upon  wluch  each  local  scheme  should 
be  founded,  and  providing  machinery  by 
which  those  principles  might  be  applied 
according  to  the  requirements  of  each 
locality.  It  was  quite  impossible  that 
individual  localities  should  be  able  to 
deal  with  questions  of  this  magnitude  ; 
nor  was  it  desirable  that  such  questions 
should  be  left  to  be  settled  by  Select 
Committees  on  Private  Bills.  Ho  had 
already  stated  that  the  noble  Duke  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  had  pre- 
sided over  the  Committee  of  last  year. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  also  sat  upon  it.  The 
Eeport,  he  might  also  mention,  liad 
been  drawn  up  by  the  noble  Duke. 
Under  those  circumstances,  although 
there  was  no  mention  in  the  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  of  any  Bill  on 
this  question,  he  should  be  indeed  sur- 
prised shoidd  it  appear  that  Govern- 
ment had  no  intention  of  bringing  in 
a  measure  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee.  There  were, 
no  doubt,  many  points  of  difficulty 
connected  with  it ;  but  if  it  should  not 
be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  upon  it,  their  determina- 
tion was,  he  thought,  one  which  was 
very  much  to  be  regretted.  He  wished 
to  impress  upon  the  Government  this, 
that  if  they  intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill^^ 
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they  should  do  so  at  the  earliest  possible 
date,  because  the  action  of  localities 
would  be  arrested  while  they  were  wait- 
ing to  see  what  would  be  done  by  the 
Government  and  by  Parliament,  and  if 
no  measure  was  passed  this  Session,  the 
present  state  of  things  would  continue 
for  another  year  at  the  possible  cost  of 
thousands  of  pounds,  and  of  very  much 
suffering.  The  question  was  one  of  vital 
importance,  and  therefore  he  confidently 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  take 
it  up. 

The  Maequess  of  HUNTLY,  who 
was  indistinctly  heard,  was  understood 
to  say  that  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  who  had  just  sat  down  upon 
the  danger  of  deaHng  with  this  ques- 
tion on  account  of  the  difficulties  which 
attended  it.  He,  however,  wished  to 
add  to  'what  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend  a  few  observations  on  the  ques- 
tion of  rating.  Although  it  seemed  very 
equitable  that  land  should  be  rated  for 
any  benefit  which  might  be  expected  to 
accrue  from  any  new  drainage  scheme, 
yet  it  was  clearly  proved  by  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Committee  that 
this  would  not  be  always  the  case.  He 
said  that  although  it  sounded  very  well 
that  they  should  tax  the  lands  for  the 
benefit  to  be  derived  from  a  new  scheme, 
yet  if  the  assumption  failed,  and  the  land 
was  not  improved,  it  would  be  an  in- 
justice. He  called  attention  to  this  point 
because  it  was  an  extremely  important 
one.  It  appeared,  for  instance,  from  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Percival,  Mayor  of 
Peterborough,  that  in  the  valley  of  the 
Nene,  the  lowlands,  instead  of  being 
drained,  were  flooded  by  the  present 
system  of  drainage,  under  which  they 
became  the  catchment  basin  of  the 
drainage  of  the  higher  grounds,  which 
the  river,  at  the  time  of  the  floods,  was 
unable  to  draw  off,  and  yet  they  were 
rated  at  I5s.  an  acre ;  whereas  the  rate 
of  the  high-lying  grounds  was  only  Is. 
per  acre.  As  the  uplands,  therefore, 
^ave  the  river  more  to  do,  it  seemed  only 
fair  that  those  lands  ought  to  bear  the 
cost  of  its  being  rendered  capable  of 
drawing  off  these  floods.  Formerly 
the  dues  derived  from  the  navigation 
kept  the  main  channel  of  the  river 
free  and  deep;  but  since  the  railways 
had  absorbed  the  whole  of  the  goods 
traffic  of  the  country,  the  navigation 
works  had  been  neglected,  and  the  locks 
allowed  to  get  out  of  repair,  and  hence 
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the  main  channel  of  the  river  had  be- 
come choked  up,  so  that  the  waters  were 
thrown  back  upon  the  low-lyii^  lands. 
In  his  opinion,  the  Conservancy  Boards 
should  have  their  jurisdiction  increased, 
so  that  they  might  be  enabled  during 
the  summer  months  to  store  water  for 
irrigation  purposes.     They  should  also 
be  the  authorities  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  for  the  prevention  of 
pollution.     Sir  John  Hawkshaw  in  his 
evidence    considered    that    every   river 
should  be  treated  upon  its  own  pa^cular 
merits,   because  the  case  of  one  river 
might    materially    differ  from  that  of 
another.     What  he  would  advise  the 
Government  to  do  in  dealing  with  this 
matter  would  be  this — that  they  should 
not  require  that  the  opinion  of  the  dis- 
trict should  necessarily  be  unanimous  ; 
but  that  if  a  movement  for  a  scheme  was 
got  up,  the  Government  should  be  able 
to  move  on  the  opinion  of  the  majority, 
and  send  down  Inspectors  to  inquire  into 
the  case.     It  would  be  very  difficult, 
however,  for  any  Inspector  to  frame  a 
measure  to  suit  the  mstrict,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  they  ought  to  have  a 
general  Act  of  Parliament  passed,  and 
when  the  district  decided  to  adopt  t^e 
Act,  Commissioners  should  be  appointed 
to  hear,  and  adjudicate  upon,  all  con- 
flicting claims.     The  interests  concerned 
were  so  important  that  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  without  delay  take 
the  matter  up.     He    would   give    one 
strong  additional  reason  for  their  doing 
so.     Since  the  Committee  of  last  year 
made  its  Beport,  the  subject  had  been 
agitated  in   the  country,  and  the  va- 
rious Boards  who  managed  these  affairs 
in  each  district  had  been  put  on  the 
qui  vive.     The  question    having  been 
thus  mooted,  the  sooner  something  was 
done  the  better.      Parliament   having 
been  called  together  at  an  earlier  date 
than  usual,  there  would  be  ample  time 
to  discuss  any  Bill  the  Government  might 
think  fit  to  bring  forward,  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Duke  Sie  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  would  be  able  to  give  them  such 
assurances  in  regard  to  this  matter  that 
they  might  trust  to  see  a  measure  passed 
into  law  during  the  present  Session. 

The  Eael  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
hoped  that  in  any  legislalaon  which  might 
be  attempted,  their  Lordships  would  not 
overlook  the  fact  that  there  were  rivers 
in  Ireland  which  did  great  damage  in 
wet  seasons  to  the  low-lying  grounds, 
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and  which  required,  though  it  might  be 
on  a  smaller  soale,  aimilar  treatment  to 
that  which  had  been  recommended  in 
file  case  of  England.  There  would  not 
1)6  any  Buch  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
caRjing  oat  such  a  measure  in  Ireland 
as  existed  in  England,  as  the  watersheds 
bad  been  all  accurately  surveyed,  and 
there  was  a  central  authority — the  Board 
of  Works — which  might  control  the  dif- 
fident Conservancy  Boards  formed  under 
the  new  Act.  There  were  not  in  that 
eountzy  any  of  those  competing  jurisdic- 
tioos  referrod  to  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
The  Earl  of  SANDWICH  said,  he 
hoped  timt  prompt  action  would  be  taken 
by  the  Government  on  the  important 
nbject.  The  damage  done  by  the  Ouse 
was  daily  on  the  incnrease,  and  that  meant 
an  increase  in  expenditure  on  remedial 
works.  It  was  high  time  something 
should  be  done  in  the  matter,  and  he 
thought  that,  considering  the  Select 
Oommittee  concluded  its  labours  last 
July,  a  measure  founded  upon  their 
B^rt  might  have  been  prepared  in  the 
meantime.  He  hoped  there  would  not 
be  any  further  delay  in  the  matter,  but 
tibat  there  would  be  speedily  a  wide  and 
comprehensive  scheme  introduced  dealing 
with  the  whole  subject,  otherwise  the 
result  must  be  further  damage,  suffering, 
and  complaint. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
60BD0N  said,  that  he  had  nothing  to 
eomplain  of  in  the  course  which  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Bipon) 
had  taken  in  calling  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  still  less  fault  to  find  with 
him  in  regard  to  his  propositions,  as 
onee  the  appointment  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee the  noble  Marquess  had  rendered 
very  able  assistance  in  eliciting  much  of 
the  valuable  information  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  Blue  Book  laid  upon  the 
Table  last  Session.  His  noble  Friend 
had,  from  his  great  local  experience, 
and  from  his  knowledge  of  the  damage 
dime  by  floods  in  Lincolnshire,  been 
ahle  to  obtain  that  information,  and  he 
had  pointed  out  the  state  of  the  law 
upon  this  subject — the  first  Statute 
having  been  passed  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  VIII.  —  and  which  had  been 
brought  down  to  the  change  that  took 
pbee  in  it  in  1861,  which  change  had 
««tainly,  according  to  the  evidence  ob- 
tained—notably that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
Wfor  Warwiek  (Mr.  Arthur  Peel)— not 
voriwd  latiaCaotorily ;  on  the  contrary, 


it  had  in  many  instances  been  entirely 
unworkable.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon) 
to  admit  that  this  subject  was  one  of 
very  considerable  importance,  as  if  it 
had  not  been  thought  to  be  one  by  the 
Government  he  should  not  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  have  asked  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  it.  Nor  would  he  deny  that 
it  was  a  subject  of  great  magnitude, 
there  having  been,  as  his  noble  Friend 
reminded  their  Lordships,  between  2,000 
and  3,000  private  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  which  dealt  with  drainage  through- 
out the  country ;  and  in  addition  to  that 
he  might  point  out  that  some  parts  of 
the  Beport  showed  that  many  interests 
would  be  affected,  and  that  great  care 
must  be  taken  in  dealing  with  them, 
and  how  difficult  it  would  be  to  find  a 
remedy  for  all  cases.  There  would  be 
questions  of  rating,  and  the  removal  of 
obstructions  without  serious  interference 
with  the  interests  of  millowners  and 
others.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Huntly)  had  pointed 
their  attention  to  the  evidence  of  Sir 
John  Hawkshaw  and  the  conclusions  at 
which  he  had  arrived,  and  from  which 
he  differed 

The  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY  :  No ; 
I  said  that  I  agreed  with  him. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON :  The  noble  Marquess  agreed, 
then,  that  any  scheme  would  be  a  very 
large  undertaking,  and  that  it  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  g^eat  care  and 
consideration,  however  urgent  the  re- 
medy might  be,  and  any  remedy  pro- 
posed ought  to  be  effectual.  One  im- 
portant part  of  the  remedy  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made  was  the  rating 
of  lands  and  houses  in  towns,  and  that 
certainly  could  not  be  entered  upon 
Ughtly,  or  without  great  consideration. 
His  noble  Eelative  (the  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich) had  expressed  an  opinion  that  a 
great  and  comprehensive  scheme  ought 
to  be  brought  forward,  and  that  there 
had  been  plenty  of  time  since  the  Pro- 
rogation for  the  Government  to  pre- 
pare and  undertake  to  pass  such  a 
scheme.  He  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond 
and  Gk)rdon)  wished  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  .have  tried  his  hand  at 
framing  such  a  comprehensive  scheme, 
and  he  would  have  found  that  it  was  not 
so  easy  as  he  seemed  to  think.  He 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that,  be« 
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sides  haying  had  to  devote  considerable 
attention  to  a  number  of  domestic  mea- 
sures since  last  Session,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  hcul  been  much  engaged 
with  that  great  question  which  had  oc- 
cupied the  mind  of  the  country.  His 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  considered  that  it  would  be 
an  easy  matter  to  deal  with  the  drainage 
of  the  country 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFOED  :  In 
Ireland. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  :  It  might  be  an  easy  matter 
to  pass  an  Act,  but  the  difficulty  would 
be  m  applying  its  provisions.  However, 
he  preferred  that  any  legislation  should 
be  made  as  applicable  to  England  first. 
He  could  assure  his  noble  Fnends  that 
the  Eeport  and  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  had  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  though 
they  had  not  yet  been  able  to  frame  any 
measure  upon  a  subject  which  affected 
such  vast  interests — ^namelv,  those  of 
rating ;  setting  up  a  central  authority ; 
dealing  with  the  prescriptive  rights  of 
owners  of  property,  fixing  the  areas  of 
ratability,  and  distingui^ng  between 
uplands  and  lowlands.  These  matters 
the  (Jovemment  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  put  into  a  satisfactory  shape,  so  that 
a  Bill  could  be  framed  for  discussion  in 
Parliament.  The  subject  was  still  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government, 
and  he  hoped  that  they  might  be  able  to 
deal,  if  not  with  the  whole,  with  a  part 
of  it  this  Session.  He  did  not  despair  of 
being  able  to  do  so.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  thought  that  the  subject 
was  one  which  ought  to  have  been  men- 
tioned in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  EIPON  said,  he 
had  not  made  any  complaint  on  that 
point. 

The  Dxtke  of  RICHMOND  and 
(K)BDON  said,  he  thought  it  was  not 
always  necessary  that  there  should  be 
an  extensive  bill  of  fare  presented  to 
Parliament  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session;  on  the  contrary,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  was  more  satisfactory  to 
promise  little  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  and  do  a  great  deal,  rather  than 
to  promise  much  and  do  little.  How- 
ever, he  would  repeat  that  the  subject 
was  under  the  serious  consideration  of 
the  GK)vemment;  and  that  he  did  not 
give  u^  the  ho^e  that  they  would  be  in 
a  position  to  bring  in  a  measure  in  suffi- 

Thf  Duke  o/Sichmond  tmi  Qgrion 


oient  time  to  enable  both  Houses  to  con- 
sider it  before  the  close  of  the  present 
Session  which  would  carry  out  some  of 
the  proposals  of  the  Select  Committee. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  thank  the  noble 
Marquess  for  having  brought  the  ques- 
tion before  their  Lordships. 

The  Duke  of  BEDFORD  expressed 
his  ereat  regret  at  the  announcement 
whi(m  had  been  made  by  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  as  he  had  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  have  been  prepared 
with  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  important 
subject ;  but  he  was  very  glad  to  hear 
that  something  was  being -do^e,  and 
hoped  a  measiire  would  be  brought  for- 
wa^  during  the  present  Session. 

The  FiArl  of  REDESDALE  pointed 
out  that  the  question  of  rating  would  be 
a  serious  one,  as  the  subject  affected  so 
many  separate  interests  and  different 
Conservancy  Boards  throughout  the  coun- 
try. He  thought  it  would  be  foimd  im- 
possible to  deal  with  the  question  as  a 
general  one  in  this  country,  even  if  that 
were  possible  in  Ireland.  Let  them  look 
at  the  case  of  Nottingham,  and  the  dis- 
tance of  that  town  from  the  outfalL  How 
far  was  that  town  from  the  sea,  and  how 
many  districts  would  the  drainage  pass 
through,  and  how  numerous  were  the 
conflicting  interests  ?  Would  the  Board 
at  Nottingham  have  power  to  deal  with 
the  other  Boards  throughout  the  districts 
to  the  sea?  If  not,  how  could  they 
frame  a  general  measure  which  should 
deal  with  all  cases  ? 

Eakl  FORTESCUE  said,  the  natural 
design  for  a  line  of  demarcation  was  the 
drainage  area,  as  indicated  by  water- 
sheds ;  but  the  fact  that  many  private 
Bills  had  been  presented  from  different 
parties  in  the  same  district,  some  taking 
an  enlightened  view  and  others  looking 
at  their  interests  from  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent standpoint,  had  caused  a  great  deal 
of  confusion,  and  showed  the  necessity 
of  some  general  legislation.  A  general 
Act  could  not,  of  course,  deal  with  a 
great  variety  of  interests  in  detail ;  but 
at  any  rate  it  might  ensure  something 
like  unity  of  principle  in  the  measures 
taken  for  carrying  off  the  water  in  the 
area  between  Nottingham  and  the  sea, 
within  which  there  were  many  Conser- 
vancy Boards. 

The  Mabqttess  of  RIPON  said,  he 
would  exceedingly  regret  it  if  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Ead  of  Redes- 
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dale)  ^lought   he   supposed  that  any 
general  Act    of   Parliament   oonld  be 
passed  which  would  deal  with  all  the 
details  connected  with  this  subject.     He 
was  the  most   strenuous   oppon^it  in 
Committee  of  such  a  scheme.     All  he 
wished   was,    that    havine    laid    down 
general  principles  in  a  Public  Act,  they 
should  leave  them  to  be  carried  out 
hy  the  local  Conservancy  Boards.     He 
had  heard  with  much  regret  that  the 
Government  held  out  very  small  encou- 
ragement to  them  to  expect  that  the  sub- 
ject would  be  dealt  with  this  year.     He 
Posted  that  the  Government  would  do 
something  at  the  earliest  opportunity.  K 
the  matter  was  not  now  considered,  a 
repetition  of  floods,  with  consequent  loss 
and  damage,  might  be  looked  for ;  and 
therefore  he  begged  to  ui^e  upon  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and 
Gordon)  the  necessity  of  prompt  legisla- 
tion in  order  that  the  fears  of  those 
interested  in  the  matter  might  be  al- 
layed, for  while  the  idea  that  a  general 
Bill  would  be   introduced  existed,   aU 
persons  would  feel   that  it  would  be 
useless  to  bring  in  private  Bills ;  and, 
therefore,  it  might  be  that  if  Uie  Go- 
vernment did  nothing  this  Session  an- 
other winter  would  pass  by  before  any 
legislation  was  undertaken. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock. 


346 


QUESTIONS. 


INDIA—THE  WEST  FRONTIER  POLICY. 
question. 

General  Sir  GEOEQE  BALFOUB 
cwked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  series  of  Papoi-s  which  will 
show  the  general  principles  of  our 
military,  political,  commercial,  and 
financial  policy  towards  the  tribes  on  our 
north-west  frontier  since  our  occupation 
of  the  Puniaub ;  also  Documents  and 
Minutes  of  Members  of  the  Councils  in 
England  and  India,  relating  to  the  pro- 
posed formation  of  our  frontier  under  a 
separate  administration,  and  also  ,the 
Documents  detailing  the  tribes,  their 
numbers,  and  the  operations  undertaken, 
and  with  what  resiuts  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
Papers  giving  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  aS  the  information  he  seeks  as 
to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Indian 
Government  towards  the  tribes  on  the 
north-west  jfrontier  ought  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  this  evening  or 
to-morrow.  They  conclude  with  a 
despatch  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
upon  the  proposed  formation  of  our 
frontier  under  one  administrative  head. 
There  is  no  dissent  of  Members  of 
Council  to  this  despatch.  As  soon  as 
the  Papers  relating  to  the  Expedition 
against  the  Jowakis  are  complete  they 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondajf,  2Ut  January,  1878. 

MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— i'br  Perth, 
p.  Honble.  Arthur  Fitzgerald  Kinnaird,  now 
Baron  KinnaiTd. 

Select  Cojocittkb — Standing  Orders,  nomi- 
noted;  Selection,  nominated, 

Pphlic  BiUiS  —  Eesoluti<m»  in  Cainmittee  — 
Ordered — Fint  Reading — ^Merchant  Seamen 
[79];  licensing  Laws  Amendment*  [82]. 

Ordered^Firat  jReading—Bre&ch.  of  Promise  of 
Marriage  ♦  [80]  ;  libel  Law  Amendment  • 
rsil-  LaiidedEfltatesConrt  (Ireland^  Leases* 
'     ^' -  [84];  Volunteer 


[831:    Political  Prisonears 


IRELAND— CRIMINAL  LAW— CASE   OF 
EDMOND  M*GRATH.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  a  questioii  relative  to 
the  case  of  Edmond  M'Grath,  convicted 
at  Kilkenny,  on  the  14th  December  last, 
before  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  of  man- 
slaughter, **  a  case  of  which,"  the  Judge 
in  his  charge  stated,  **  he  had  never  tried 
a  case  which  came  so  close  to  the  crime 
of  murder  as  this  one  did ; "  and  on  the 
trial  of  which  Mr.  McCarthy,  resident 
magistrate,  deposed 

"that  he  reported  to  the   Government  tho 
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magistrate)  had  subsequently  given  the  prisoner 
a  licence  to  carry  a  gun,  having  been  directed  to 
do  so  by  superior  authority,  that  is,  by  the 
Government;  " 

and,  whether  he  can  state  who  is  the 
person  who  gave  such  directions  to 
Mr.  McCarthy? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  I  should  wish  to  make  two  correc- 
tions in  the  statement  which  is  contained 
in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  County  Longford.  The 
"assault  with  a  pistol"  of  which  it  is 
stated  that  the  prisoner  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted  was  an  assault  by 
striking  a  man  with  a  pistol  and  not  by 
firing  it  at  him. 

Mb.  O'REILLY :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  never  said  it 
was  by  firing. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
No,  Sir,  but  I  am  endeavouring  to  give 
an  accurate  statement  to  the  House. 
Mr.  McCarthy  was  not  directed  by  the 
Gt)vemment  to  give  the  man  a  licence  to 
carry  a  gun.  In  reply  to  a  report  from 
Mr.  McCarthy,  a  minute  was  sent  to  him 
informing  him  that  he  **  might "  erant 
such  a  licence  if  he  thought  nt  to  do  so. 
He  interpreted  this  into  a  direction  to  do 
so;  butlcannotunderstandhowhearrived 
at  such  a  conclusion,  having  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  the  law  on  the  subject  and 
the  mode  in  which  it  is  administered,  for 
it  is  well  known  that  certain  magistrates 
throughout  Ireland  are  appointed  by  the 
Lord  lieutenant  as  licensmg  officers  for 
those  districts  proclaimed  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  and  that  it  is 
left  to  their  discretion  to  decide  whether 
or  not  licences  to  carry  arms  should  be 
granted  in  particular  cases,  the  Govern- 
ment exercising  merely  a  general  super- 
vision over  the  administration  of  the  law. 
I  do  not,  however,  think  that  Mr. 
McCarthy  was  open  to  serious  blame  in 
this  case,  as  the  man  was  recommended 
to  him  for  a  licence  by  his  employer,  a 
magistrate  of  position  and  property  in 
the  district. 

Mb.  O'BEILLT:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  has  not  stated  who  gave  the 
information,  and  when  he  will  lay  the 
Papers  on  the  subject  on  the  Table. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICSS-BEACH: 
I  can  only  say  that  the  minute  I  have 
quoted  was  a  minute  of  Government  and 
I  cannot  lay  it  on  the  Table,  and  that  I 
am  responsible  in  this  House  for  the  acts 
of  the  Irish  Government. 

Mr.  O'ReiUy 


CHINA— THE  OHEEFOO  CONVENTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  STEWART  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^  Affairs, 
Whether  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
report  of  Sir  Thomas  Wade  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House;  and, 
wnether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ratify  the  Cheefoo  Con- 
vention ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  Sir,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Cheefoo  Convention  was  sus- 
pended until  the  views  of  the  Indian 
Government  had  been  ascertained  with 
regard  to  certain  commercial  questions. 
A  telegram  has  been  received  from  the 
Government  of  India  stating  that  a 
despatch  reporting  on  the  Convention  is 
on  its  way  to  England.  When  it  arrives 
it  will  immediat^y  receive  the  attention 
and  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  Papers  will  be 
presented  as  soon  as  a  decision  has  been 
arrived  at. 

INDIA— ECCLESIASTICAL  SALARIES. 
QUBSTION. 

Mb.  BAXTEE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  When  the 
Eeturn  regarding  ecclesiastical  salaries 
in  India,  ordered  last  Session,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
we  have  not  yet  received  from  India  the 
Eeturn  demanded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  was  a  Eeturn  requiring 
minute  information  concerning  ecclesias- 
tical establishments  and  the  attendance 
at  church,  the  compilation  of  which 
would  necessarily  take  some  time. 

RACLWAY  BRAKE  POWER. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAXTEE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Eailway  Companies  have 
intimated  to  him  that  they  have  failed  in 
making  a  voluntary  arrangement  for 
adopting  a  continuous  brake,  complying 
with  the  conditions  laid  down  by  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  whether,  in  these 
circumstances,  he  means  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  compel  them  to  do  so  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  ADDEELEY:  Sir, 
I  am  expecting  to  receive  an  answer  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days  from  the  Eail- 
way Companies,  which  I  hope  may  ob* 
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fiate  the  neoeasiiy  of  legifllation  on  the 
■object  of  farakee.  I  hare  already  laid 
an  the  Tahle  the  Oorrespondenoe  on  the 
■object  np  to  the  present  time. 

nroiA— THE  MAHARAJAH  SOINDIA. 
QUBSnON. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretaiy  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
is  tnie  that,  on  a  recent  visit  to  Gal- 
eotta,  the  Maharajah  Sdndia  omitted 
the  nsnal  courtesy  visit  to  the  liea- 
tenant  Governor  of  Bengal ;  and,  if  so, 
what  steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken  by 
His  Excellency  the  Viceroy  to  mark  his 
displeasure  at  such  a  want  of  respect ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Maharajah 
Sdndia  is  evading  the  spirit  of  the 
Ti€«ty  which  entitles  him  to  keep  a 
certain  number  of  men  under  arms  by 
snKfiting  for  short  periods  of  service, 
and  thus  converting  his  whole  people 
into  trained  soldiers ;  and,  whether,  if 
soch  is  the  case,  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  allow 
soch  a  state  of  things  to  continue  ? 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  two  Questions  of  my  hon.  Friend 
are,  no  doubt,  based  upon  statements 
oootaxnedin  a  telegram  from  India  in 
T%$  Tmm.  We  have  not  received  from 
India  any  information  confirming  these 
ttttements,  and  xmtQ  we  do  receive  such 
information,  I  must  decline  to  assume 
tfaatfthe  Maharajah  Sdndia  has  been 
wilfully  discourteous  to  the  Lieutenant 
Goyemor  of  Bengal  or  is  in  any  way 
erading  the  spirit  of  any  Treaty  regulat- 
ing the  number  of  soldiers  which  he  is 
entitled  to  maintain. 

rSTLAND   REVENUE— INHABITED 
HOUSE  DUTY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HANE:EY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
^  the  Exchequer,  If  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  decision,  on  the  7th 
Deeember  1877,  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer respecting  Inhabited  House  Duty ; 
tnd,  whetilier,  after  such  decision,  he  is 
pvenred  to  withdraw  any  further  ap- 
peui  against  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
ndsBionen  of  Income  Tax  of  the  City 
of  Londim  as  to  the  definition  of  a 
"trader?" 

Thi  CHANCELLOB  OP  THE  EXCHE- 
QTJEB,  in  reply,  said,  that  his  attention 
ludheen  drawn  to  the  decision  to  which 
fte  bm.  Member  referred;  and  he  was 


informed  that  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Bevenue  had  already  withdrawn 
all  the  appeals  which  were  covered  by 
that  judgment.  There  were,  however, 
certam  other  appeals  which  were  not 
oovered  by  the  decision,  and  they  were 
stiQ  pending. 

THE  RAILWAY  COMMISSIONERS- 
CONTINUANCE  OP  POWERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  a.  mills  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  take  steps  for 
continuing  the  powers  of  the  Bailway 
Commissioners,  created  by  Stat.  36  and 
87  Vict.  c.  48,  which  powers  will,  unless 
renewed,  expire  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
present  Session  ?  

THECHANCEIiliOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB,  in  reply,  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  under  a  misapprehension 
in  assuming  that  the  powers  of  the 
Eailway  Commissioners  would  expire  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  present  Session,  in- 
asmuch as  they  would  not  expire — ex- 
cept in  the  event  of  an  Autumn  Session 
— until  the  end  of  next  Session.  The 
Oovemment  had  the  question  under  con- 
sideration, and  due  Notice  would  be 
given  before  any  legislation  took  place 
upon  it. 

COAL  MINES-HIGH  BLANTTRE  COL- 
LEERY  EXPLOSION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  can  state  when  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  cause  of  the  £ugh  Blantyre  Colliery 
explosion,  and  to  report  thereon,  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  or 
circulated  among  Members  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  referred  to  by  the  non. 
Ghentleman  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days. 

CEYLON— ECCLESIASTICAL  VOTES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  Aldbbman  M'ARTHITR  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  any  reply  has  been 
sent  to  the  Memorial  to  the  Queen  from 
inhabitants  of  Ceylon,  and  transmitted 
by  Sir  W.  H.  Gregory  on  the  9th  Janu- 
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ary  1877,  praying  that  aU  Votes  for  Eo- 
desiastioaf  purpoBOB  from  the  revenues 
of  the  idana  might  cease ;  and,  whether 
Lord  Carnarvon  has,  in  conformity  with 
the  statements  in  his  Despatch  of  the 
10th  March  1877,  oommumcated  on  the 
subject  with  Sir  William  Gregory  since 
his  arrival  in  this  country? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB,  in  reply,  said: 
Lord  Carnarvon  has  commumcated  per- 
sonally with  Sir  William  Gregory  on 
this  and  other  subjects  connected  with 
Ceylon  since  his  arrival  in  this  country. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however, 
are  unable  to  advise  the  Queen  to  sanc- 
tion any  discontinuance  of  the  extremely 
moderate  sums  now  paid  for  the  main- 
tenance of  religion  in  Ceylon. 

Mr.  Aldeeman  M'ARTHUR  gave 
Notice  that  on  an  early  day  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject. 


ARMY— BRIGADE  DEPOTS— CAVALRY 
OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

Major  O'BEIBNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  ex- 
plain wh^  the  brigade  depots  of  Canter- 
bury, Winchester,  and  York  have  been 
placed  under  the  command  of  Officers 
whose  entire  service  has  been  jpassed  in 
the  Cavalry,  taking  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  these  are  Lifantry  brigade 
depots,  and  tiiat  the  duty  of  drimng, 
inspecting,  and  reporting  upon  the  effi- 
ciency of  an  Lifantry  brigade  cannot  be 
performed  by  Officers  who  have  served 
exclusively  in  the  Cavalry;  and,  whe- 
ther these  commands  are  to  be  retained 
for  the  usual  period,  and  are  the  Lieu- 
tenant Colonels  of  Lifantry  on  half -pay 
ineligible  for  the  same  ? 

Mr.  GATHOBNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  this  Question  had  very  natui^y 
been  referred  to  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  who  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  competency  of  the  officers  appointed. 
There  was  no  intention  to  curtail  their 
tenure  of  office,  nor  was  it  intended  to 
exclude  lieutenant-oolonels  of  infantry 
on  half-pay  from  obtaining  the  brevet 
rank  of  colonel  for  such  commands. 

GIBRALTAR— THE  TRADE  ORDINANCE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Ordinance  piojeoted  last 

Mr»  Ald&rman  M* Arthur 


year  for  superseding  the  freedom  of  the 
rort  of  Gibraltar  by  the  introductioii  of 
certain  Customs  regulations,  has  been 

overruled?        

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Sir,  among 
other  considerations,  it  having  been 
found  that  beneficial  results  have  fol- 
lowed a  stricter  enforcement  of  the 
existing  port  regulations.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  decided  not  to  proceed 
fiurther  at  present  with  the  Draft  Ordi- 
nance to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers. 

THE  MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1854— 

CERTIFICATES  OF  MASTERS  AND 

MATES.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  consequence  of  sec- 
tion 27  of  "The  Mercantile  Marine  Act, 
1860,"  (13  and  14  Vic),  not  having 
been  re-enacted  by  "G^ie  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1854,"  those  master 
mariners  and  mates  who,  having  by 
Yoluntary  examination  received  certifi- 
cates of  competency  from  the  Trinity 
House,  and  who,  either  from  absence 
abroad  or  from  other  circumstances,  had 
not,  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
]  854,  exchanged  their  Trinity  House 
certificates  for  the  Board  of  Trade  certifi- 
cate of  competency  under  that  statute, 
are  not,  although  they  may  still  possess 
their  antecedent  ''certificates  of  com- 
petency," any  longer  permitted,  as  they 
previously  were,  to  command  vessels 
chartered  by  the  Crown  for  the  con- 
veyance of  troops,  prisoners,  mails.  Go- 
vernment stores,  &c. ;  and,  if  he  finds 
such  to  be  the  case,  he  will  endeavour 
to  replace  such  "certificated  masters" 
in  the  position  they  formerly  held  in  re- 
ference to  such  command  ? 

Sib  OHAELES  ADDEELEY:  Sir, 
by  the  Mercantile  Marine  Act  of  1850 
the  Board  of  Trade  granted  certificates 
of  competency  to  masters  and  mates  who 
had  certificates  imder  the  previous  voliui- 
tary  system.  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act,  1854,  did  not  continue  this  power, 
and  certificates  of  competency  could 
thereafter  only  be  granted  on  exami- 
nations by  local  Marine  Bourds,  2,610 
persons  had  the  old  certificates,  of  whom 
540  did  not  get  them  exchanged  for 
Board  of  Trade  certificates  before  the 
power  to  do  BO  expired  in  1855.  If  any 
of  these  survive  and  want  oertificatee 
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DOW,  they  can  get  certificates  of  service 
which  are  equallj  valid  at  law  for  mer- 
chant ships;  and  if  not  accepted  for 
veaseb  conveying  mails  or  troops,  that 
k  a  matter  of  regulation  or  arrange- 
meot  between  the  departments  and  the 
duffterers,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  law  as  to  certificates. 

MERCANTILE  MABINE— AMEEIOAN 
OFFICaSRa— QUESTION. 

Mb.  WHEELH0U8E  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  ttie  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  be  aware  that  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  taxes  the  owners  of  Ameri- 
(^m  merchant  ships  who  employ  aliens 
tB  masters  and  mates  of  such  ships,  while 
American  subjects  (in  common  with  all 
other  aliens  who  can  obtain  the  Board  of 
Trade  certificate  of  competency  as  master 
or  mate)  are  now  permitted  to  command 
ind  serve  on  board  British  ships  either 
in  the  Foreign  or  Coasting  trade  without 
any  payment  whatever;  and,  whether 
some  remedy  cannot  be  devised  and  put 
into  operation  for  a  more  equitable 
arrangement  between  the  two  countries 
in  this  matter  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  ADDEELEY  :  Sir, 
by  our  English  law  anyone,  irrespective 
of  nationahty,  can  be  mast^  or  mate  on 
board  a  British  ship  who  obtains  a  cer- 
tificate of  competency ;  but  by  the  United 
States  law  omy  citizens  of  the  United 
States  can  act  as  master  or  chief  mate 
of  American  vessels  leaving  American 
ports,  and  in  case  of  a  vacancy  occurring 
vhile  abroad  aliens  can  only  be  ap- 
pointed temporarily  for  the  voyage,  sub- 
ject to  report  on  arrival.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  tax  or  fine  on  owners  of  American 
ahipe  employing  aliens,  but  they  caimot 
doitl^dly. 

MERCANTILE  MARINB  — DECK  PAS- 
8ENGEBS  —  ENGLISH  AND  IRISH 
8TEAMEBS.-QUE8TION. 

Ma.  MacCAKTHY  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  insufficiency 
<tf  the  shelter  provided  for  deck  pas- 
seneers  in  steamers  plying  between  Ire- 
land and  Great  Britain,  and  the  fact 
that  even  women  and  children  are  some- 
times exposed  during  long  winter  nights 
to  the  inclemency  of  the  weather ;  and, 
if  to,  what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  in 
Older  to  remedy  this  evU  ? 


Sib  OHAELES  ADDEELEY:  Sir, 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  this 
sulnect  and  Papers  will  be  immediately 
laid  upon  the  Table  containing  the  Re- 
port I  have  received  and  the  instructions 
I  have  issued  in  consequence,  which  in- 
structions, meet,  I  hope,  the  case  both  as 
to  the  necessity  of  increased  accommoda- 
tion and  to  the  separation  in  these 
steamers. 


INDIA— CASE  OP  PRIVATE  CORBETT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
any  answer  has  been  received  at  the 
India  Office  to  Lord  Salisbury's  inquiry, 
sent  to[India  on  the  9th  September  1877, 
for  information  as  to  the  case  of  private 
Oorbett  of  the  48th  Regiment ;  the  au- 
thorised monthly  subsistence  allowance 
for  whose  four  children  was  stopped  by 
Colonel  Travers,  the  officer  commanding 
the  regiment,  in  consequence  of  their 
father  having  declined  to  send  them  to 
the  Lawrence  Asylum,  and  sent  them  to 
the  Catiholic  Orpluui  Asylum  at  Bellary  ? 

LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
Lord  Salisbury's  inquiry  was  sent  on 
the  4th  of  October.  No  reply  having 
been  received,  on  the  28th  of  December 
a  telegram  was  sent  to  the  Viceroy,  who 
replied  that  a  report  upon  Private  Cor- 
bett's  statement  &om  the  Madras  Qt)- 
vemment  had  been  already  twice  caUed 
for. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— TURKEY 
AND  GREECE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  CARTWRIGHT  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  to  lay  before 
Parliament  any  Correspondence  which 
may  have  been  exchanged  with  the 
Greek  Government  in  reference  to  its 
attitude  towards  Turkey,  and  especially 
the  text  of  a  remonstrance  addressed  to 
it  on  the  subject  by  Lord  Derby  in  1877 
at  the  request  of  the  Porte  ? 

Me.  BOURKE:  Sir,  in  answer  to  tho 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that,  considering  the  state  of  affairs 
in  the  East,  it  is  not  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  present  to  lay 
before  Parliament  any  Papers  with  re- 
spect to  the  relations  between  Turkey 
and  Greece. 
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MALTA— REVENmS   AND  TAXATION— 

THE  MALTESE  NOBILITT. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  and  when  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Rowsell  on  the  Revenue  and  Finance 
is  to  be  presented  to  Parliament;  and, 
whether  the  Report  of  the  Commission 
of  Judges  on  the  Maltese  Nobility  and 
their  Qaims  has  been  receiyed  by  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  when  it  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  Mr.  Row- 
sell's  Report  upon  the  taxation  of  Malta 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  before 
long ;  but  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  name 
a  precise  date,  as  the  subject  is  a  large 
and  difficult  one,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment desire  to  consider  it  fuUy  be- 
fore publishing  any  Papers.  The  Re- 
port from  the  Commission  on  the  claims 
of  the  Maltese  nobility  was  received  on 
December  29 ;  but  as  it  did  not  appear 
to  deal  with  all  the  points  requiring  de- 
cision, we  have  requested  the  Commis- 
sioners to  furnish  a  supplementary  Re- 
port. It  is,  therefore,  impossible  to  say 
when  the  Reports  can  be  presented  to 
Parliament ;  but  no  great  aelay  is  anti- 
cipated. 

SOUTH   AFBICA— OUTBREAK   OF  THE 
NATIVE  TRIBES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  he  can  give  any  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  a  statement  they 
were  all  sorry  to  see  in  the  papers  as 
to  a  farther  outbreak  of  insurrection  at 
the  Cape  ?  

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  perhaps  the 
best  manner  in  which  I  can  answer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Question  is,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  to  read  an 
extract  fix)m  a  despatch  which  was  re- 
ceived on  Saturday  from  Sir  Bartle 
Frere — 

"January  1. — Ereli's  overtnres  to  surrender 
came  to  nothing.  Columns  under  Colonel  Glyn 
sweeping  GkdekiEi  I^nd  have  met  little  opposi- 
tion. Great  difficulty  in  keeping  open  com- 
munications with  General  at  Ibeka,  as  Gaika 
rebellion  is  spreading  consequent  on  tardy  ar- 
rival of  sufficient  Colonied  reinforcements. 
Martial  law  proclaimed  in  Gbika  location." 

I  may  add  that  the  House  is  aware  that 
a  regiment  of  Infantry  and  a  batteiy  of 
Artillery  were   despatched  some   days 


a^,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
with  a  view  of  obviating  any  cause  of 
further  alarm,  have  determined  to  seitd 
out  another  regiment. 

PAEUAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— AEBANGEMENT  OF  BUSINESa 

QX7B8TION. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the 
Home  Secretary,  Whether  the  Business 
of  Thursday  would  allow  of  their  taking 
the  second  reading  of  the  Factories 
and  Workshops  Bill?  It  would,  ho 
further  said,  be  a  great  convenience  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inform 
the  House  if  it  was  substantially  the 
same  Bill  as  was  brought  in  last  year  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  on 
Thursday  it  is,  I  believe,  intended  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Scotch 
Roads  and  Bridges  Bill  first.  That,  I 
hope,  will  not  take  very  long,  and  after 
that,  if  we  can  do  so  at  a  reasonable 
hour,  we  shall  take  the  Factories  and 
Workshops  Bill.  The  Bill  this  year  is 
substantially  the  same  as  that  of  last 
year.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  wiU 
find  that  some  few  of  the  Amendments 
placed  upon  the  Paper  have  been'adopted 
and  incorporated  mto  the  Bill ;  and  as 
to  the  definition  clause,  it  will  be  made 
clearer  than  it  was,  but  for  all  practical 
purposes  it  is  the  same  Bill. 

Thb  MioiQTJBss  OF  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  it  may  be  convenient  that  I  should 
ask  a  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
as  to  the  Motion  standing  in  his  name 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  best  means  of 
promoting  the  Despatch  of  Public  Busi- 
ness in  this  House.  I  see  there  are 
three  Orders  of  the  Day,  two  of  which 
are  opposed,  and  may  jpossibly  take 
some  time.  I  observe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  given  Notice 
that  he  will  move  the  postponement  of 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  until  after  his 
Motion  has  been  disposed  of,  and  it  is 
possible,  therefore,  that  the  Motion  may 
come  on  rather  late.  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  if  he  intends  to 
move  for  the  Committee  at  a  late  hour 
in  the  evening,  or  if  he  will  name  after 
what  hour  he  will  not  take  it  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  may  say  that  I  had  not 
contemplated  that  this  Motion  need  lead 
to  any  considerable  debate,  as  I  had 
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mtflnded  to  state  to  the  House  very 
briefly  xnj  desire  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee,  before  which,  in  redemp- 
tion of  the  pledge  I  gaye  last  Session,  I 
diall  be  prepared  to  make  certain  pro- 
posals on  behalf  of  the  Gk>yemment ; 
tnd  these  proposals,  with  any  others  that 
might  be  suggested  in  Oommittee,  might 
be  put  in  a  shape  in  which  they  can 
ooorenienUy  come  before  the  House  for 
discussion.  I  hope,  therefore,  it  may 
not  involre  any  very  prolonged  discus- 
rion  on  the  present  occasion.  If  it  is 
likely  there  will  be  any  very  long  dis- 
coflsion,  it  might  not  be  convenient 
to  take  it  at  a  late  hour,  and  I  would 
not  take  it  after  1 1  o'clock.  I  hope  we 
ahall  be  able  to  reach  it  before  that 
time. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  Sir,  I  bee  to  give 
Notice  tiiat  I  shall  move  the  addition  of 
the  following  words  as  an  Amendment  of 
&e  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer : — 

**  And  to  oonsider  whether  the  endeavour  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  deal  with  the  legis- 
litire  requirements  of  the  three  Kingdoms  as 
to  local  affairs  has  not  been  a  serious  obstacle  to 
the  doe  and  expeditions  discharge  of  the  gene- 
ral Boflinefls  of  the  Honse.*' 


THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER   TO   THE 
QUEEN'S   SPEECH. 

Beport  of  Address  hrought  up,  and 
lead. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  ohserved  that  hav- 
ing, in  common  probably  with  many 
o&er  hon.  Members,  anticipated  at  the 
eommencement  of  the  Session  that  there 
would  be  a  prolonged  debate  on  the 
Eastern  Question,  he  had  been  prepared 
to  take  an  opportunity  of  expressinc^  his 
opinion  on  Uiat  subject.  But  it  had  been 
so  evident  that  it  was  not  the  wish  of 
the  House  that  that  question  should  lead 
to  a  lengthened  discussion  that  he,  with 
many  others,  had  deferred  to  that  wish ; 
neither  did  he  now  intend  to  depart  from 
that  resolution.  Indeed,  he  should  not 
new  have  risen  had  it  not  been  for  a 
passage  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Umber  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
--whose  absence  he  regretted — at  the 
earlier  stage  of  that  debate,  which  he 
thought,  if  allowed  to  pass  without  com- 
ment, might,  in  the  present  critical  state 
of  afiiairs,  be  misconstrued  and  lead  to 
serious  consequences.  Beferring  to  the 
speech  of  the  Qiancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
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quer,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich said  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  laid  down  a  doctrine 
which,    perhaps,    he    had    not    meant 
broadly  to  affirm ;  for,  speakinff  of  the 
demands  which  Bussia  had  made  at  the 
commencement  of  the  war,  he  had  said 
that  it  was  material  for  us  to  know  whe- 
ther any  further  demands  were  to  be 
made.     The    right   hon.    Member    for 
Greenwich  went  on  to  remark  that  he 
hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  wish  them  to  infer  that  he  in- 
tended to  lay   down  the  doctrine  that 
Bussia    was    bound,    having   obtained 
great  success  in  warlike  operations,  to 
limit  her  demands  to  the  terms  by  which 
she  originally  bound  herself  to  keep  the 
peace.     The  right  hon.   Member  cha- 
racterized that  doctrine  as  totally  unten- 
able, and  argued  that  Bussia  would  be 
justified,  after  her  successes  in  war,  in 
greatly  extending  the  terms  of  her  de- 
mand, on  the   ground  that  on  former 
occasions  other  countries  which  had  been 
successful  in  war  had  increased  their 
demands.     Now,  that  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  new  and  somewhat  strange  doc- 
trine, and  if  that  reasoning  was  to  hold 
^ood,  and  if  it  was  to  be  sufficient  to 
lustify  an  act  that  a  precedent  could  be 
be  found  for  it,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  was  no  breach  of  faith,  no  violation 
of  any  law,  no  crime  in  the  calendar 
which  could  not  be  justified  on  that  prin- 
ciple.   In  the  absence  of  the  right  non. 
Member  he  would  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  remarks  he  had  made 
were  those  of  a  statesman  or  of  a  patriot. 
He  would  leave  that  point  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House.   But  other  Powers  as  well 
as  England  were  interested  in  the  terms 
on  which  Bussia  might  insist  as  condi- 
tions of  peace ;  and  it  was  not  too  much 
to  assert  that  on  the  moderation  of  the 
terms  on  which  Bussia  might  insist  de- 
pended solely  the  question  of  peace  or 
war  in  Europe.     Was  this,   then,    he 
asked,  the  moment  at  which  to  suggest 
that  Bussia  would  be  justified  in  extend- 
ing her  terms  without  limit  because  of 
her  great  success  in  war  ?    And  was  it 
to  go  forth  to  the  world  that  the  English 
House  of  Conmions  was  indifferent  as  to 
the  point  to  which  those  terms  might  be 
extended?    He  would  ask  the  House  to 
remember  the  part  which  the  right  hon. 
Member   had  taken  in  this   question. 
Every  word  which  fell  from  him  was 
very  carefully  weighed  by  Bussia,  and 
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much  more  importance  was  attached  by 
that  country  to  his  words  and  opinions 
on  that  occasion  than  to  those  of  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  He  could 
not  think,  howoTer,  that  the  suggestion 
— ^he  would  not  call  it  assertion — put 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Member, 
that  Russia  would  be  justified  in  extend- 
ing the  limits  of  the  terms  on  which  she 
was  prepared  to  insist,  was  one  that 
ought  to  be  listened  to  in  that  House 
wimout  comment,  and,  he  would  say, 
condemnation.  He  trusted  that  the  sug- 
gestion would  not  be  endorsed  by  the 
great  majoril^  of  the  House  or  by  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
He  concurred,  however,  with  the  right 
hon.  Member  in  the  horror  he  enter- 
tained for  war,  and  He  also  cordially  en- 
dorsed the  saying  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  that  the  first  interest 
of  England  was  peace.  He  went  further, 
and  contended  that  a  country  which  em- 
barked in  an  imjust  war  was  guilty  of  a 
great  crime.  But  cases  had  occurred, 
and  cases  might  occur  again,  when  war 
ceased  to  be  a  crime  and  became  a  duty. 
He  did  not  wish  in  any  way  to  impugn 
the  good  faith  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. He  was  willing  to  believe  that 
it  would  fairly  and  honourably  redeem 
those  pledges  which  it  volunteered 
before  the  commencement  of  the  war ; 
but  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  the  issues  of  peace 
and  war  depended  very  much  on  the 
nature  of  the  terms  that  might  be  de- 
manded at  the  forthcoming  negotiations, 
and  he  felt  that  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  not  to  seem  indifferent  to  them. 
Everyone  hoped  that  the  negotiations 
might  succeed  and  that  peace  might  be 
the  result.  If,  unfortunately,  those 
terms  should  be  such  as  wotdd  dis- 
turb the  peace  of  Europe,  he  was 
sure  that  if  the  Government  of  this 
country  came  to  Parliament  for  as- 
sistance in  redemption  of  the  pledges 
they  had  given  to  uphold  the  honour 
and  rights  of  England,  they  would  meet 
not  only  with  the  cheerfid  support  of 
the  great  majority  of  that  House,  but 
with  the  cordial  and  manly  support  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  people. 

Mr.  W.  CARTWRIGHT,  while 
agreeing  that  it  was  not  desirable  that 
there  should  be  any  angry  discussion  in 
the  House  at  that  moment,  said,  there 
was  one  point  of  great  importance  which 
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should  be  urged  in  this  ooxmtry,  and 
that  was  that  the  language,  attitude; 
actions,  and  words  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment should  be  free  from  ambiguity. 
The  opinion  was  held  abroad  by  many 
who  occupied  themselves  with  the  con- 
duct of  affairs  that  throughout  the  whole 
of  these  difficulties  the  action,  language, 
and  attitude  of  the  British  Government 
in  regard  to  the  definition  of  the  interesta 
for  which  they  meant  to  stand  up  had 
never  been  free  from  ambiguity.  Ho 
could  not  refrain  from  saying  that  in 
some  respects  the  information  presented 
in  recent  Parliamentary  Papers  was 
partial  and  garbled.  It  had  been  pro- 
mised that  a  Blue  Book  should  contain 
some  of  the  late  Diplomatic  Correspond- 
ence; but  any  Correspondence  which 
might  have  been  exchanged  with  the 
Greek  Government,  in  reference  to  her 
attitude  towards  Turkey,  had  been 
entirely  omitted.  It  would  have  been 
better  in  any  case  to  have  laid  those 
despatches  on  the  Table,  and  then  there 
would  have  been  no  doubt  of  the 
language  employed,  and  any  possible 
misapprehension  would  have  been  dis- 
pelled. Matters  had  arrived  at  that 
critical  state  when  a  word  said  in  an 
angry  tone  might  injiire  delicate 
nep^otiations  and  do  a  great  deal  of  mis- 
chief, and  at  no  moment  was  it  of  more 
paramount  importance  that  the  attitude 
of  the  British  Government  should  be  an 
attitude  of  impartiality,  and  should  not 
be  supposed  to  be  coloured  with  the  com- 
plexion of  a  partizanship. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  the  moderation  of  Russia 
was  a  matter  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  Europe.  If  she  acted  up  to  ner  pro- 
fessions oefore  she  began  the  war,  and  if 
her  demands  were  not  excessive,  then  a 
^edy  and  solid  solution  of  the  Eastern 
Question  might  be  found.  But  if  she 
gave  way  to  ideas  of  conquest,  then  she 
would  be  deserving  of  the  greatest  con- 
demnation, and  would  justly  be  held  to 
be  the  enemy  of  Europe.  Such  unwisdom 
was  more  than  he  anticipated,  for  he 
believed  the  Emperor  of  Kussia  to  be 
sufficiently  wise  to  see  the  tremendous 
importance  of  the  terms  he  was  willing  to 
grant  to  Turkey.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, concur  in  the  view  that  had  been 
taken,  that  it  was  incumbent  on  her  to 
gain  no  other  advantages  than  those  for 
which  war  had  been  ostensibly  made; 
for  during  the  progress  of  the  campaign 
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eontiiigendefl  developed  themflelres 
wMoh  could  not  be  foreeeen.  No 
aa&oritatiye  book  on  international  law 
stnctioned  that  doctrine. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  Sir,  I  will 
not  detain  the  Hoose  more  than  two  or 
three  minutes.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
general  feeling  of  tne  House  that  this  is 
not  the  time  to  carry  on  a  debate  on  this 
qaestion.  I  am  also  content  to  leave  it 
as  it  was  left  last  Thursday.  But  with 
regard  to  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfiEairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  to  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordfinire  (Mr.  Cartwright),  I  was  very 
sorry  to  hear  that  reply.  Of  course  if, 
as  has  been  stated,  the  Government  can- 
not, with  a  due  regard  for  the  public 
serrice,  give  information,  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  move  for  it.  I  am,  however, 
sorry  that  they  cannot  give  us  the  Cor- 
respondence between  the  Foreign  Office 
and  die  Greek  Government  or  with 
Turkey  with  regard  to  anything  which 
has  payssed  between  Englana  and  Greece. 
I  regret  it  partly  on  the  ground  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend,  that  there  is 
some  ambimiity  connected  with  the 
matter;  still  more  because  it  seems  to 
me  very  necessary  that  the  House  should 
know  any  obligations  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  have  incurred  to  any  Powers. 
What  we  have  gained  by  reading  the 
common  sources  of  information  is  that 
the  Greeks,  invited  by  what  was  passing 
around  them,  were — or  at  any  rate  some 
of  them  were— ready  to  take  advantage 
<^  the  war  between  Eussia  and  Turkey 
to  see  how  thev  could  assert  what  they 
considered  to  oe  their  rights.  And 
what  we  also  observe  has  been  stated 
is  that  it  was  very  much  owing  to 
the  influence  of  our  Government  that 
they  did  not  do  so.     It  is  impossible,  to 

rik  plainly,  to  conceal  from  ourselves 
conviction  that  if  they  had  been  free 
to  act  they  might  have  been  in  a  different 
and  better  position  for  obtaining  what- 
ever they  wink  they  ought  to  obtain 
than  if  not  hindered.  And  therefore,  if 
it  is  in  consequence  of  anything  done 
bj  onr  Government  that  they  have  not 
acted,  I  think  the  House  and  the  Gb- 
▼emment  will  admit  tiiat  we  may 
have  incurred  some  obligation  towards 
Greece,  and  that  in  consequence  of 
the  action  we  have  taken  Grieece  may 
not  be  in  so  good  a  position  as  she 
might  have  b^.    I  do  not  mean  to 


blame  the  Government  in  respect  of  this, 
but  I  think  we  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  deliberate  on  the  terms  that 
Eussia  may  propose,  and  on  the  possible 
phases  the  Eastern  Question  may  enter 
upon,  without  knowing  exactly  the 
position  to  which  the  Ghovemment  has 
pledged  itself  or  committed  the  country 
with  regard  to  any  of  the  Powers  that 
are  interested.  1  do  not  press  the 
Government  on  this  matter,  but  I  do 
hope  they  will  take  into  consideration 
the  grounds  on  which  my  remarks  are 
based  and  that  they  will  give  us  all  the 
information  in  their  power. 

Me.  DILLWYN  :  Sir,  I  do  not  wish 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  but  I  desire 
to  ask  the  Government  a  Question  on  a 
matter  relating  to  affairs  in  the  East.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  true  or  not,  as 
stated  in  a  telegram  which  appears  in 
this  morning's  TimeSf  that  a  communica- 
tion has  been  addressed  bv  Her  Majesty 
to  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of 
Eussia  interceding  for  Turkey,  and  sug- 
gesting that  the  Emperor  of  Eussia 
should  stay  his  victorious  armies  ?  The 
telegram  goes  on  to  say  that  this  news 
has  produced  a  most  unfavourable  im- 
pression in  the  Eussian  capital.  I  hopo 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  will  inform  the 
House  whether  there  is  any  foundation 
for  the  statement  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE :  In  answer  to  the  last  Question 

fut  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea, 
have  to  say  that  I  had  seen  the  state- 
ment he  refers  to  in  the  newspapers, 
but  was  not  aware  that  any  Question 
was  intended  to  be  put  to  the  House  on 
the  subject,  and  I  think  it  is  a  Question 
which  uiould  not  be  put  without  Notice. 
I  think  the  feeling  of  the  House  is  that 
which  was  expressed  by  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
that  it  is  not  desirable  at  the  present 
moment,  which  is  certainly  a  moment  of 
considerable  importance,  that  we  should 
enter  into  a  general  discussion  on  the 
present  position  of  this  question.  We 
have  not  yet  heard  what  the  Eussian 
terms  are.  We  have  reason  to  know 
that  those  which  were  stated  in  some  of 
the  journals  this  morning  are  not  correct ; 
but  we  have  not  yet  received  the  in- 
formation which  must  come,  I  suppose, 
very  soon.  We  know  that  the  delegates 
are  in  oommxmication  now  with  the 
Eussian  commanders,   and  I  have  no 
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doubt  we  shall  very  shortly  be  in  pos- 
session of  fuller  knowledge.  I  think  it 
is  the  opinion  of  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  it  IS  better  we  should  abstain  from 
any  hypothetical  discussion  on  a  matter 
of  this  kind ;  and  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  House  will  be  content  for  the  present 
with  what  has  already  been  said.  I  am 
sure  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  hold  anything  like  an 
ambiguous  position.  I  endeavoured  the 
other  day  to  make  our  position  as  clear 
as  I  could,  and  I  do  not  think  we  are 
open  to  that  charge  ;  but  it  is  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  certain  amount 
of  reserve,  especially  when  such  delicate 
negotiations  are  proceeding. 

Address  agreed  to: — To  be  presented 
by  Privy  Councillors. 

SUPPLY. 
RoBohedf  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Wednesday,  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

WATS  AND  MEANS. 
Besoked,  That  this  House  will,  upon 
Wednesday,  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  for  raising  the  Supply  to  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAT. 

UNION  JUSTICES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(Jfr.   (ySullivan,    Mufor  Nolan,    Mr,  Biehard 

Fotcer.) 

[bill  42.]      SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  was  substantially  the  same  as 
the  one  before  the  House  last  Session, 
saving  that  he  had,  in  some  few  particu- 
lars, endeavoured  to  meet  the  objec- 
tions which  had  then  been  made  to  it, 
and  consequent  alterations  had  ensued. 
It  simply  proposed  to  give  power  to  each 
electoral  district  of  Ireland  to  elect  one 
magistrate,  and  to  confer  that  power 
upon  the  Ghiardians  instead  of  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Unions.  He  proposed 
that  the  election  should  be  by  ballot,  the 
cost  being  only  about  £5,  and  that  the 
m^istrates  should  be  elected  for  life, 
and  not,  as  he  had  formerly  suggested, 
for  five  years.    He  thought  such  a  mea- 
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sure  was  required  in  order  to  give  the 
ratepayers  of  the  counties  the  same  re- 
presentation on  the  Bench  which  was 
enjoyed  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  towns 
and  cities.  As  the  principle  of  the 
measure  was  much  desired  in  Ireland,  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  and  then,  if 
they  had  any  objections  to  its  provisions. 
Amendments  could  be  moved  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ITr.  0' Sullivan,) 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS,  in  moving 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned,  said, 
it  would  be  in  the  knowledge  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  was  not  delivered 
with  the  Papers  in  the  morning,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  precedent  laid  down 
last  Session,  he  thought  they  ought  not 
to  discuss  a  Bill  wmch  they  had  not 
seen.  The  case  he  referred  to  was  that 
of  a  Bill  for  removins^  the  disqualifica- 
tion of  certain  householders  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Christchurch 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  WolflT),  and  the 
debate  upon  which  was  adjourned  for 
the  same  reason. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Charles  Lewie.) 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  that  the  House 
would  proceed  with  we  measure.  Tlie 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lime- 
rick County  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  had  taken 
every  trouble  to  have  the  Bill  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  that  morning; 
but,  by  some  mischance,  the  printer  had 
not  delivered  it  in  time,  although  other 
Bills  which  followed  it  on  the  Order 
Paper  had  been  duly  distributed.  The 
Bill  having  been  discussed  last  year,  its 
provisions  were  well  known,  and,  in  the 
circumstances,  he  thought  it  would  be 
ungracious  of  the  House  to  refUse  to 
disuss  it. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  op- 
posed  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Debate,  thinking  it  unfair  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  lamerick  County, 
who  had  obtained  the  first  place  in  the 
list  of  Orders  of  the  Day  by  ballot,  should 
be  deprived  of  that  advantage  in  this 
way.   He  oould  see  a  principle  involved. 
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He  trusted  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
teet  the  question  b j  a  diyiBion. 

Mb.  MAGABTNEY,  in  supporting 
the  Motion,  maintained  that  it  was  im- 
poesible  satisfactorily  to  discuss  a  Bill 
which  had  just  been  put  into  their 
hands.  If  the  rule  were  violated  in  one 
case,  it  would  be  in  another.  How  were 
hon.  Members  to  tell  in  what  particulars 
it  differed  from  that  of  last  year  ? 

Mb.  fay  said,  he  was  glad  to  find 
diat  the  first  instance  of  obstruction  that 
Beesion  had  come  from-  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  and  from  an  Englishman  re- 
presenting an  Irish  constituency.  He 
was  the  more  surprised  at  this,  as  when 
Gentlemen  of  the  English  denomination 
went  over  to  Ireland  they  were  always 
well  received.  It  was  to  be  further  ob- 
aeryed  that  the  opposition  was  directed 
against  a  Bill  framed  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  popular  rights. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  wished  it  to  be  imder- 
stood  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  no  objection,  in  principle,  to  the 
Bill  proceeding,  although  Mondav  was 
a  Government  night  and  the  Bill  was 
that  of  a  private  Member,   and  not  a 
Government  measure.     That  that  was 
the  view  of  the  Government  was,   he 
thought,  evident  from  the  fact  that  he 
had  refitdned  from  exercising  his  right 
to  put  upon  the  Paper  for  an  early 
period  of  the  Sitting  a  Motion  in  re- 
lerenoe  to  the  Business  of  the  House, 
which  would,  of  course,  have  taken  pre- 
cedence of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill. 
His  objection  to  proceeding  rested  on 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  could  not, 
thereforo,  be  discussed  with  propriety 
or  profit.     In  a  case  similar  to  the  pre- 
sent, which  took  place  on  the   12th  of 
Febroaiy  last  year,  an  objection  of  the 
same  kind  as  that  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis)  was  taken  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
DQke),  and  the  debate  was  adjourned. 
Under  those  circumstances  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that,  without    expressing    any 
opinion  as  to  the  Bill,  ana  without  any 
{(esire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
boriLe  discussion,  it  would  be  necessary 
for  him  to  follow  the  course  adopted  last 
year,  and  support  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
joiirmnent. 

Me.  CSULLIVAN  said,  he  had  done 
aU  in  his  power  to  get  the  Bill  delivered 


in  time,  but  could  not  obtain  it  from  the 
printer,  although  other  Bills  which  stood 
after  his  on  the  list  of  Orders  of  the  Day, 
and  some  which  were  down  on  the  lists 
for  subsequent  days,  had  been  delivered. 
He  strongly  protested  against  the  unfair- 
ness of  being  made  to  suffer  in  that  way 
from  nefflect  on  the  part  of  officials  for 
whom  the  Government  and  the  House 
were  responsible,  and  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  give  him  a  day  for  it. 
The  opposition  had  visibly  come  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis) ;  but  a  Member  of  the 
Government  had  told  him  that  the  Bill 
would  be  opposed,  because  it  had  not 
been  printed.  The  real  opponents  of  the 
Bill  were  the  Government. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
After  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  feel  compelled  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  has 
suggested  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  has  been 
requested,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  the  Government  to  oppose  the  Bill.  I 
wish  to  state  that  several  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
come  to  me  during  the  evening,  asking 
me  what  course  I  intended  to  pursue  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  More  than 
one  hinted  that  as  the  Bill  had  not  been 
delivered,  it  ought  not  to  be  proceodod 
with.  I  have  said  that  I  would  far 
sooner  that  it  should  go  on,  and  I  have 
asked  more  than  one  hon.  Member  not 
to  oppose  it  on  that  ground. 

Mk.  p.  MARTIN  urged  that  the  BUI 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed,  since  the 
principle  had  already  been  debated  in 
the  House,  and  there  would  be  a  great 
waste  of  time  if  the  debate  were  now 
adjourned.  If  the  Government  intended 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  let  them  do  so  at 
once,  or  let  them  state  what  were  their 
intentions  with  respect  to  it. 

Mk.  WHITBREAD  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  was  placed  in 
a  position  of  some  hardship  in  being 
deprived  of  his  chance  of  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  through  miscarriage  at 
the  printer's.  The  hon.  Member  having 
obtained  the  first  place,  was  entitled  to 
have  his  Bill  delivered  first.  He  pre- 
sumed the  Government  were  responsible 
for  any  accidental  miscarriage  that  might 
happen.  [The  Chaicciellob  of  the  Ex- 
ohbqitbe:  No,  no!]  Then  the  House 
was  responsible,  and  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  a  right  to  clium  that 
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ho  should  be  put  in  as  good  a  position, 
either  now  or  at  some  future  time,  as  if 
the  Bill  had  been  in  due  course  delivered 
to  hon.  Members. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  con- 
firmed  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  as  to  his  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff's)  being  in  the  same 
position  last  year,  and  expressed  a  hope 
that  these  instances  of  miscarriage  would 
lead  to  some  change  in  the  arrange- 
mentsfor the printingof  Bills.  Hesympa- 
thized  with  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  O'SuUivan),  and  should  be  glad  if 
the  present  hardship  could  be  remedied, 
seeing  that  the  arrangements  for  print- 
ing in  the  House  were  excessively  **  slip- 
shod." He  thought  it  would  be  well  if 
Bills  which  had  oeen  read  the  second 
time  in  one  Session  were  re-introduced 
in  the  next.  •  They  should  be  then  read 
a  second  time,  pro  fqrmd,  anjj  the  Go- 
vernment could  afterwards  oppose  their 
further  progress,  if  necessary,  on  the 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee.  In  this 
case,  why  not  agree  to  nass  all  the 
Orders  in  favour  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Business?  Why  not  read  them 
all  a  second  time,  and  take  the  discus- 
sions on  going  into  Committee  ? 

Mb.  SSAW  supported  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Dnmimond  Wolff).  It  was  quite  com- 
petent for  the  House  to  discuss  the  Bill 
on  its  merits  on  going  into  Committee. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  decided  on  the  second 
reading,  and  should  be  discussed  at  once. 
That  was  the  course  pursued  last  Session 
on  the  Lodgers'  Eemoval  Bill.  He  re- 
collected also  that  the  House  allowed 
the  Government  to  read  the  Mutiny  Bill 
a  second  time  before  it  was  printed  last 
year,  and  he  trusted  that  they  would 
grant  the  same  privilege  to  a  private 
Member.  He  did  not  tmnk  the  Govern- 
ment should  avail  themselves  of  a  tech- 
nical objection  to  defeat  this  measure, 
in  which  a  question  of  principle  was 

involved.   

Mb.  BBUEN  said,  he  had  intended  to 
object  to  the  Bill  being  now  discussed ; 
but  at  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
he  had  determined  not  to  do  so.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  three  Bills 
did  not  stand  by  any  means  on  an 
equality.  In  the  last  Session  the  one 
now  before  the  House  had  been  r^ected 
by  a  large  majority,  while  two  of  them 

J/r.  Whiihread 


had  been  affirmed  on  the  second  reading, 
and  he  could  not  consent,  therefore,  to 
regard  the  Bills  as  standing  on  a  level. 
He  hoped  that  they  would  be  allowed  to 
express  their  opinion  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  measure  now  before  the  House 
at  the  present  stage. 

Mb.  O'CLEEY  thought  it  would  bo 
well  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  appeal  to  the  large  majority 
at  his  back,  over  which  he  exercised  so 
large  an  influence,  to  allow  the  discussion 
to  proceed.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  so,  that  majority  would  give 
its  consent,  and  the  Bill  would  go  on. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  denied  that  he 
had  asserted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  had 
been  put  up  by  the  Government  to  raise 
this  objection  to  the  BiU. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  thought 
that  there  was  some  little  misapprehen- 
sion in  the  minds  of  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He  entirelj 
agreed  that  the  hon.  Member  bringing 
forward  the  measure  had  suffered  from 
no  fault  of  his  own.  There  appeared, 
however,  to  be  an  impression  that  this 
was  the  first  Bill  that  was  placed  upon 
the  list  under  the  ballot.  That  was  not 
so,  however,  inasmuch  as  there  were 
some  30  or  40  Bills  before  it;  41  he 
believed.  The  Government  had  no  de- 
sire to  prevent  the  fullest  discussion  of 
the  Bill.  In  pursuance  of  their  rules  it 
should  not  now  be  considered  ;  but  that 
was  by  no  fault  of  the  hon.  Cfentleman 
who  introduced  it ;  and  he  therefore  ap- 

Eealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
er  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  In  that  C£ise, 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
proceed  with  its  discussion. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  joined  in  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.      

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  regretted 
that  he  was  Unable  to  accede  to  the  re- 
quest of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Business  of 
the  House  was  to  be  conducted  according 
to  general  rules,  or  whether,  with  the 
consent  of  the  House  and  of  the  Leaders 
on  both  sides,  a  reign  of  confusion  was 
to  prevail.  Last  year  the  hon.  Member 
for  Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  was  treated  with  extreme  se- 
verity both  by  the  Government  and  by 
the  front  Opposition  Bench,  and  his  Bill; 
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in  conaeqnonce  of  what  happened  on  the 
Motion  for  its  second  reading,  was  snuffed 
oat  for  the  Session.  The  present  BiU 
came  before  the  House  under  the  same 
drcomfitances,  and  he  felt  obliged  to 
proceed  to  a  division. 

The  Marquess   of  HAETINGTON 
expressed  his  regret  that  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mj.  Gathome  Hardy)  had  not  been 
assented  to.    He  trusted  that,  xmder  the 
drcomstances,  this  discussion  would  not 
be  needlessly  prolonged,  and  that  the 
House  would  at  once  come  to  a  division 
upon  the  issue  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry.     He  did  not  see 
why  the  House  should  fetter  its  action 
by  any  new  rule  of  practice  as  to  whether 
BlUb  should  be  received  or  not  before 
tiiey  were  printed.     The  principle  in- 
▼(dved  in  the  measure  was  a  very  simple 
one,  being  contained  in  the  Ist  clause, 
and  any  hon.  Member  could  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  its  nature  in  a  few 
minutes.     For  his  own  part,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  oppose  the  measure  when 
it  came  on  for  discussion,  but  he  thought 
the  technical  objection  now  raised  ought 
not  to  be  upheld.    In  this  case  it  had 
been  pointed  out  that  it  was  no  fault  of 
the   hon.   Member  for  Limerick    (Mr. 
CSullivan)  that  his  Bill  had  not  been 
printed  in  time;   and,  considering  the 
view  expressed  by  the  Government,  he 
hoped  tne  House  would  allow  the  dis- 
eossion  to  go  on. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  warned  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  danger  of  establishing  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  discussion  of  measures 
▼hich  were  not  printed,  which  might  be 
used  on  future  occasions  to  the  prejudice 
of  minorities.  His  hon.  Friend  tne  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  was  not  answerable  for 
the  fault  of  an  officer  of  the  House,  and 
be  therefore  thought  the  true  solution 
woold  be  to  adjourn  the  debate  now, 
the  Government  giving  his  hon.  Friend 
a  night  for  the  discussion  of  his  Bill 
when  it  was  printed. 

Question  put. 

The  Jiouae  divided : — Ayes  62;  Noes 
233:  Majority  161.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
Bin  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  congratulated 
the  House  on  the  decision  it  had  come  to, 
because  it  was  much  better  that  the  Bill 
ihould  be  discussed  and  disposed  of.  He 


objected  to  the  Bill  that,  instead  of  con- 
forming to  the  time-honoured  custom 
that  the  fount  of  honour  should  be  the 
Crown,  it  proposed  to  constitute  Boards 
of  Guardians  the  fount  of  honour.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  road  a 
second  time  that  day  seven  months. 

Mr.  VEENBR  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tho 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  seven  months." — (Mr,  William  John- 
ston.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING,  in 
supporting  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  said,  that  if  the  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land were  wisely  or  fairly  appointed 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  the  Bill ; 
but  the  fact  was,  as  they  all  knew  per- 
fectly well,  that  they  were  at  present 
appointed  on  the  nomination  of  the 
Lords  Lieutenant  of  counties  on  account 
of  their  politics  and  religion,  and  not  by 
reason  of  their  fitness  for  the  position. 
He  knew  a  Lord  Lieutenant  who  re- 
fused to  recommend  a  gentleman — a 
Deputy  Lieutenant  who  was  heir  to  a 
good  estate — because  he  was  a  Catholic. 
The  Bill  that  was  before  the  House  was, 
he  thought,  a  very  small  matter  indeed. 
He  thought,  however,  it  would  give  very 
great  satisfaction  to  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Union  if,  after  they  had  elected  a 
certain  nxmiber  of  men  in  whom  thoy 
had  confidence  to  serve  as  Guardians, 
they  should  have  the  power  to  select  a 
certain  person  to  represent  them  on  tho 
commission  of  the  peace.  Ho  knew  that 
there  were  most  intelligent  men  in 
Boards  of  Guardians  who  might  well  be 
trusted  to  discharge  tho  duties  of  a  ma- 
gistrate. Again,  he  pointed  out  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  never  ap- 
prove of  the  appointment  of  a  person 
unless  he  were  qualified  to  perform 
those  duties.  The  Bill  was,  however,  as 
he  had  said,  a  matter  of  very  small  con- 
sequence. It  would  do  no  very  great 
harm,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  letting  it  pass. 

Major  NOLAJN  said,  he  wished  to 
state  that  he  gave  a  general  support  to 
that  class  of  Bills.  They  all  agreed  in 
this  one  strong  point — ^that  they  had  a 
tendency  to  associate  the  poorer  classes 
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of  the  people  in  the  government  of  the 
country,  and  he  considered  that  a  point 
of  very  great  importance,  and  calculated 
to  strengthen  the  framework  of  the 
country.  The  more  they  did  so  the 
more  they  could  rely  on  the  people  in 
time  of  war.  If  the  people  were  left 
outside  the  pale  of  their  institutions,  he 
was  afraid  that  to  a  certain  extent  they 
might  be  looked  at  as  internal  enemies. 
The  magistrates  had  half  the  manage- 
ment 'of  the  Poor  Law,  and  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  the  administration  of 
the  sanitary  laws.  In  these  they  were 
associated  with  other  persons,  but  there 
were  certain  cases  where  they  had  the 
exclusive  control,  and  in  which  they 
ought  to  be  reinforced  by  magistrates 
elected  by  the  people.  Besides  that, 
the  Bill  only  proposed  a  magistrate  for 
the  approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
consequently  did  not  force  him  upon  the 
counti^.  In  fact,  it  only  gave  power 
to  the  Guardians  to  recommend  one  ma- 
gistrate for  about  14  or  16  who  were  ap- 
pointed in  the  usual  way  by  the  Lords 
Lieutenant  of  the  counties,  and  these 
Lords  Lieutenant  did  not  invariably 
represent  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
their  counties.  The  appeal  to  this  House 
against  Lords  Lieutenant  was  not  as 
effective  in  the  case  of  Ireland  as  it 
was  in  the  case  of  England.  In  the 
county  of  Carlow  he  understood  that  out 
of  60  or  70  justices  of  the  peace  there 
were  only  two  Boman  Ca&olics,  al- 
though five-sixths  of  the  population  pro- 
fessed that  faith,  and  in  Donegal  and 
other  counties  a  similar  state  of  things 
existed.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
would  to  a  certain  extent  provide  a  re- 
medy for  such  an  anomalous  and  unjust 
state  of  things. 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  he  had  voted  in 
favour  of  having  the  measure  discussed, 
but  he  regretted  that  his  support  could 
not  extend  any  further.  Although  there 
were  certain  evils  at  present  in  me  elec- 
tions of  magistrates  in  Ireland,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  remedy  proposed  would 
be  worse  than  the  disease.  He  con- 
sidered that  nothing  could  be  more  mis- 
chievous than  that  the  qualification  for 
the  magistrate's  office  should  depend 
upon  the  personal  popularity  of  the  can- 
didate nominated.  The  popular  election 
of  judicial  officers  in  the  United  States 
had  not  been  attended  with  results  which 
should  encourage  us  to  follow  their  ex- 
ample; andfurther,  hedidnot  believe  that 

Major  Nolan 


there  was  any  evidence  that  the  measure 
had  received  any  support  in  Ireland. 
Had  there  ever  been  a  public  meeting 
in  favour  of  it,  or  a  petition  presented 
praying  that  it  might  pass?  He  be- 
lieved that  no  section  of  the  Irish  people 
had  ever  asked  for  it,  and  he  thought 
the  House  would  do  well  not  to  favour 
any  such  revolutionary  change  in  the 
apptointmont  of  those  who  £scharged 
judicial  duties. 

Mr.  O'CLERY  supported  the  BiU, 
pointing  out  that  mayors  of  boroughs  in 
Ireland  elected  by  the  ratepayers  dis- 
charged magisterial  duties  during  their 
year  of  office,  and  no  complaint  had  ever 
been  made  of  the  manner  in  which  they 
administered  justice.  But  he  considered 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway  (Major  Nolan),  that  one  of  the 
great  recommendations  of  the  measure 
was  that  it  would  encourage  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  consider,  and  to  feel  that 
they  had  some  voice  in  the  local  govern- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  Ireland ;  that  they 
had  some  hold  on  the  administration  of 
justice  in  their  own  country ;  and  that 
they  were  really  regarded  as  citizens  of 
Her  Majesty's  Kingdom  of  Ireland.  At 
present,  those  matters  were  too  much  in 
the  hands  of  men  and  families  whose 
religious  views  were  not  those  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.  He  hoped  the 
Qtjvemment  would  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  if  any  serious 
objections  were  entertained  to  its  provi- 
sions they  could  be  corrected  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  D.  TAYLOR  opposed  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  place  too 
much  power  in  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers. It  would  practically  amount  to 
an  appointment  for  life,  whereas  the 
justice  so  appointed  might  cease  to  be  a 
Ghiardian  for  the  Union  in  six  months 
or  less. 

Mb.  BIGKj^AR  hoped  the  House  would 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  As  to  its 
being  revolutionary,  he  could  not  see 
upon  what  grounds  hon.  Gentlemen 
calling  themselves  Liberal  could  oppose 
so  very  mild  a  measure  as  the  Bill  under 
consideration.  It  simply  conferred  upon 
Poor  Law  Guardians  the  power  of  nomi- 
nating to  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mb.  VERNER  opposed  the  BiU,  as 
tending  to  cast  a  slur  upon  and  lower- 
ing the  character  of  Uie  magistracy. 
Further,  he  did  not  see  how,  consistently 
with  the  4th  clause  of  the  BiU,  powers 
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of  jufltioee  appointed  under  it  ooidd  be 
confined  to  the  county  in  which  they 
raided.  He  could  not  support  Uie  Bil^ 
beeaiue  it  was  one  of  a  class  of  demo- 
cratic measures  which  were  about  to  be 
introduced. 

Ma.  P.  MAETIN  supported  the  Bill, 
and  denied  that  it  east  any  slur  upon  the 
existing  magistracy.  He  thought  it 
wotdd  be  well  to  adopt  the  present  pro- 
posal for  these,  amongst  otner  reasons, 
that  it  would  remove  from  the  minds  of 
the  people  any  suspicion  of  partiality  in 
the  selection  of  magistrates,  and  extin- 
gttidi  a  strong  prejudice  which  prevailed, 
to  a  great  extent,  against  the  present 
{ffactice  of  referring  all  important  cases 
to  the  Castle  adviser.  The  Bill  was  not 
of  the  revolutionary  character  that  was 
supposed,  and  in  case  of  its  passing  it 
womd  probably  be  found  that  the  Guar- 
dians would,  in  the  majority  of  cases, 
nominate  the  same  gentlemen  who  would, 
under  ordinary  cases,  be  selected  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

8iB  MIGHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  op- 
po«ed  the  second  reading  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  would  introduce  a  mode  of 
appointing  magistrates  which  was  novel 
and  objectionable.  It  had  been  con- 
tended that  the  Bill  was  only  an  exten- 
aon  to  the  rural  districts  of  Ireland  of 
a  power  now  enjoyed  in  the  urban  dis- 
tricts; but  the  present  proposal  bore 
no  analogy  whatever  to  the  appointment 
of  borough  justices,  who  were  approved 
by  the  Crown ;  nor  to  the  magisterial 
powers  enjoyed  by  the  major  of  a  town, 
as  8Qch,  during  his  year  of  office.  Nei- 
ther was  it  at  all  a  copy  of  the  system 
under  which  certain  town  commissioners 
in  Ireland  were  appointed  justices  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  No  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  the  17  &  18  Vict.y  by 
which  it  would  be  found  that  all  the 
eommissioners  could  do  was  to  forward 
to  Uie  Lord  Chancellor  a  return  stating 
the  ages,  position,  and  other  particulars 
of  the  persons  elected  to  be  commis- 
noners,  and  from  that  list  the  Lord 
ChanoeUor  might  select  a  properly-qua- 
Hfied  person  to  act  as  justice  of  the 
peace  within  the  town  during  his  term 
of  office.  The  proposals  of  this  Bill 
▼ere  tiiat  the  elected  Guardians  of  every 
Union  might  elect  any  person  they  chose 
—not  neoeesarily  one  of  their  own  body, 
hnt  who  might  be  living  in  Englana, 
in  America,  or  elsewhere — to  act  during 
his  life,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,    as   a   magistrate   of  any 


county  or  counties,  perhaps  as  many  as 
three,  in  some  cases,  into  which  the 
Union  might  extend.  This  proposal 
was  not  made,  as  far  as  he  could  dis- 
cover, from  any  want  of  confidence  in 
the  way  in  which  Government  now  exer- 
cised their  power  in  the  appointment  of 
magistrates,  since  the  Bill  would  extend 
the  veto  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  at 
present  possessed  to  magistrates  elected  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  spoke  last  (Mr.  P.  Martin)  said 
something  about  a  want  of  confidence  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland  in  the 
Bench,  owing  to  their  referring  cases, 
for  legal  opinions  alone,  to  the  legal 
advisers  of  the  Castle.  Ho  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  thought  this  a  great  ad- 
vantage which  the  magistrates  of  Ire- 
land had  over  their  brethren  in  England, 
as  they  obtained  in  that  way  really  good 
advice  upon  points  of  law.  Was  the  pro- 
posal introduced  to  procure  a  better  ad- 
ministration of  justice  ?  He  had  heard 
nothing  to  warrant  the  opinion  that 
justice  would  be  better  administered  by 
magistrates  appointed  under  the  new 
system  than  under  the  present.  It  was 
said  that  some  change  of  this  kind  was 
wanted  because  the  Lords  Lieutenant  of 
counties  did  not  exercise  their  power  of 
recommendation  in  a  fair  and  impartial 
manner.  The  Lords  Lieutenant  of 
counties  were  of  various  political  opi- 
nions, and  one  or  two,  such  as  Colonel 
White,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Clare, 
of  the  same  opinions  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite ;  but  from  all  he  had 
heard,  fiiey  exercised  their  power  as 
fairly  in  Ireland  as  it  was  exercised 
in  England  or  Wales.  If  there  were 
any  complaints  in  particular  cases, 
they  ought  to  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  He  believed  the 
fact  that  that  could  be  done,  as  well  as 
the  desire  of  those  gentlemen  them- 
selves to  discharge  their  duties  properly, 
formed  quite  sufficient  securities  against 
abuse.      He  had  often  heard  it  sug- 

fested  that  a  sweeping  change  should  • 
e  made  in  Englana  by  the  siibstitution 
of  stipendiary  for  unpaid  magistrates. 
But  tnat  system  to  some  extent  already 
prevailed  in  Ireland,  where  stipendiary 
magistrates  were  acting  in  their  re- 
spective districts  nearly  all  over  the 
country.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  how- 
ever, were  not  satisfied  with  the  system, 
which  the  most  advanced  reformers  in 
England  advocated,  and  argued  that  the 
stipendiary  magistrates  in  Ireland  re« 
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presented  not  the  people,  but  the 
Crown.  It  had  been  alleged  that  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  was  a  very  smaU 
matter.  In  his  judgment,  it  was  one  of 
the  most  important  matters  that  could 
possibly  come  under  the  consideration  of 
that  House.  The  question  at  issue  was, 
whether  justice  should  be  administered 
by  persons  elected  by  the  people,  or  by 
persons  appointed,  according  to  the 
existing  system,  by  the  Crown.  It 
might  be  true  that  in  past  times,  or  in 
foreign  countries,  persons  were  elected 
by  the  people  to  perform  judicial  func- 
tions; but  the  system  had  proved  to 
be  a  bad  one  wherever  it  had  been  tried, 
for  it  did  not  tend  to  the  purer  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  but  was  likely  to  make 
the  Judicial  Bench  dependent  on  popular 
favour.  The  adoption  of  this  BiU  would 
be,  he  believed,  the  adoption  of  a  prin- 
ciple that  must  be  disastrous  in  any 
country,  but  nowhere  more  distastrous 
than  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  PAE.NELL  hoped  that  in  voting 
for  the  second  reading  he  should  not  be 
understood  to  approve  the  principle  of 
the  measure,  because,  in  fact,  he 
thought  there  were  many  reasons  which 
rendered  the  election  of  magistrates 
unadvisable.  Magistrates  ought  to  be 
independent  of  lo(^  considerations ;  but 
considering  what  was  the  present  mode 
of  appointing  magistrates  in  Ireland,  it 
became  necessary  for  those  who  desired 
to  protest  against  that  system  to  seize 
every  opportunity  of  doing  so.  For 
that  reason  he  should  support  the  pre- 
sent measure.  There  was  an  unfair 
proportion  of  Protestants  among  the 
magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  he  should 
have  been  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  announced  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  follow 
in  the  footsteps  of  their  Predecessors  in 
Office,  who  had  appointed  a  considerable 
number  of  Cathouc  magistrates.  The 
only  fair  wav  of  making  such  appoint- 
ments would  be  to  dispose  of  them  in 
equal  proportions  between  Protestants 
and  Boman  Catholics. 

Mb.  GEAY  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  wrong 
in  throwing  the  entire  blame  of  the 
present  system  of  appointments  upon 
Lords  Lieutenant.  He  held  that  the 
Government  in  Ireland  were  the  chief 
offenders,  because  in  the  appointments 
of  magistrates  of  the  City  of  Dublin, 
which  were  made  direcuy  from  the 
OasQe,  they  showed  the  worst  example. 
Sir  Michael  Micks'Beach 


There  was  an  abundance  of  Catholics  of 
property,  and  in  every  way  eligible, 
who  were  passed  over  in  favour  of  the 
Protestants  in  the  majority  of  ten  to 
one.  The  Government  habitually  se- 
lected Protestants  and  Conservatives. 
In  the  North  Dublin  Union,  where 
a  majority  of  the  elected  Guardians 
were  Liberal,  an  attempt,  which  was 
very  nearly  successful,  was  made  to 
swamp  that  majority  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  eX'Offieio  magistrates  of  the 
proper  political  type.  A  great  many  of 
the  mc^strates  appointed  were  quali- 
fied neither  by  wecuth,  nor  social  posi- 
tion, nor  education ;  but  were  appointed 
simply  because  they  were  of  the  true 
blue  colour  in  politics. 

Mb.  SULLiVAN  entertained  a  most 
decided  objection  to  the  office  or  position 
of  the  administrators  of  justice  being  in 
any  way  dependent  upon  the  caprice 
and  favour  of  the  people.  He  had 
heard  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  say,  howe^^er,  that 
the  adoption  of  the  elective  principle 
would  be  importing  into  Ireland  some- 
thinff  unknown  in  England  or  Scotland ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  must  remark  that 
in  England  aldermen  and  in  Scotland 
baillies  were  elected,  and  that  they  acted 
as  magistrates.  It  would,  he  admitted,  be 
a  doubtful  experiment  in  Ireland ;  for 
were  there  not  m  that  countiy  complaints 
as  to  the  Party  nomination  of  the  magis- 
tracy? He  granted  that  the  sharp  edge 
of  that  complaint  belonged  to  a  past 
time ;  but  the  evil  was  not  quite  gone, 
for  Liberals  appointed  none  but  Libe- 
rals, and  Tories  none  but  Tories. 
[  '*  No,  no !  "  ]  Well,  they  appointed 
very  few  others.  What  they  wanted  in 
Ireland  was  a  Government  which  would 
have  the  courage  to  break  with  the  old 
traditions  on  that  matter,  and  which 
would  make  appointments  from  men  of 
a  different  Party  to  its  own.  In  that 
way  a  Liberal  Government  might  make 
Conservative  appointments  and  a  Con- 
servative Government  might  make  Li- 
beral appointments,  until  an  equitable 
arrangement,  as  between  different  Par- 
ties and  creeds,  was  obtained,  and  such 
a  body  of  men  secured  for  the  magis- 
terial office  as  would  give  confidence 
both  to  the  people  and  to  the  Crown  in 
the  administration  of  justice.  A  greater 
attempt  was  never  made  to  throw  dust 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people  than  to  say 
that  in  these  ap^mtments  no  notice 
was  taken  of  religion.    Sir  Sobert  Peel 
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flhrewdlj  said  that  it  was  one  thing  to 
declare  Catholics  qualified,  and  another 
thing  to  appoint  them,  and  he  (Mr. 
SolliTan)  would  remark  that  the  fulness 
ofCatholio  emancipation  had  never  yet 
been  readied  in  Lreland,  because  suc- 
oetsfre  Governments  had  not  chosen 
to  appoint  Catholics.  He  could  not  join 
in  any  wholesale  indictment  against  the 
Irish  magistracy,  as  it  was  omy  on  very 
me  occasions  that  they  exhibited  parti- 
anship  on  the  Bench ;  but  still  the  evil 
of  the  unequal  appointment  of  Boman 
Catholics  and  Protestcmts  did  exist. 

Mr.  O'SULUVAN  brieflv  repHed  to 
the  objections  which  had  been  raised 
amast  the  BiU,  and  hoped  that  the 
Houfie  would  not .  refuse  it  a  second 
reading. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  — ^Ayes  38 ;  Noes 
138:  Majority  100.—(Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  seven 
Qumths. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  44.] 
{Thtaa^wr  Dan,    Mr.   Richard    Smyth,    Mr. 
Ch^rUs    Lewis,    Mr.    James     Cony,     Mr. 
Willimm  Johnston,  Mr.  Dease,  Mr.  Dickson, 
Mr.  Redmond.) 

SECOND   READIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  O'CONOR  DON,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  he  could  not  refrain  £rom 
expressing  his  regret  at  the  absence 
through  ill-health  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  R. 
Smyth).  It  was  considered  important 
tint  the  Bill  should  be  introduced  at  the 
▼ay  earliest  opportunity,  seeing  that 
lart  year  it  failed  to  become  law,  not 
by  die  will  of  the  House,  but  by  want 
of  time  to  carry  it.  He  was  actuated 
bj  two  reasons  in  undertaking  the 
cbaige  of  the  Bill  this  Session — the 
OM  being  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
Gtrndttcted  it  to  such  a  point  that  the 
canying  of  it  to  what  he  trusted  would 
be  its  final  success  would  be  oompa- 
ntxfelv  an  easy  task;  and  in  the  next 
phee  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  Tery  shortly  amongst  them  and  able 
to  %MmsX  him  in  promoting  this  mea« 


sure  by  his  counsel  and  advice.  The 
Bill  had  been  so  often  before  the  House, 
its  principles  had  been  so  often  discussed, 
and  everything  which  could  be  said  for 
or  against  it  had  been  so  eloquently 
urged,  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  him 
on  this  occasion  to  deal  at  any  length 
with  its  general  principles ;  and  in  the 
few  remarks  he  intended  to  make  he 
would  confine  himself  to  a  statement  of  the 
proceedings  which  had  taken  place  with 
regard  to  it  since  the  Bill  was  introduced 
last  Session.  It  was  then  introduced 
under  circumstances  almost  exactly 
similar  to  those  now  existing.     Notice 


was  given  for  the  introduction  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session;  it  was  in- 
troduced on  the  next  day,  and  on  the 
following  Monday  the  second  reading 
was  taken.  But  when  the  Bill  came 
up  for  the  second  reading  it  was  opposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  County 
(Mr.  O'Sullivan).  There  was  some  dis- 
cussion with  regard  to  it,  and  the  second 
reading  was  carried  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  the  Government  at  that  stage 
supporting. it.  But  subsequently  to  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  proposed  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
for  a  certain  particular  purpose — namely, 
to  ascertain  whether  certain  cities  and 
towns  should  not  be  exempted  from  its 
operations.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill 
consented  to  its  being  so  sent  up,  and 
the  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  selected  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  Committee,  neverthe- 
less, came  to  a  vote  against  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
exempting  those  particular  cities  and 
towns,  and  they  supported  the  Bill 
in  its  entirety.  Under  those  circum- 
stances the  Bill  came  back  to  the  House. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  ao  in 
detail  into  the  subsequent  proceedings 
of  the  Session  ;  suffice  it  for  nim  to  say 
that  it  was  through  sheer  want  of  time 
the  Bill  was  lost  last  year.  He  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Government  to  what  had  taken 
place  since  then,  and  what  they  were 
told  at  the  time  by  the  opponents  of  the 
Bill.  They  were  told  Smt  it  would  be 
very  necessary  to  wait  and  see  what 
effect  the  evidence  given  before  that 
Committee  would  have  on  the  country. 
They  were  told,  especially  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Murphy),  who 
had  been  the  most  indefatigable  oppo- 
nent of  the  Bill,  that  if  they  waited  for 
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another  six  montlis — ^for  another  Session  ' 
of  Parliament — ^that  a  complete  change 
would  take  place  over  the  expressed 
opinion  of  the  Irish  people,  that  it  would 
be  seen  that  Irishmen  realized  the  fact 
that  the  Bill  was  a  realify  and  not  a 
sham,  and  they  would  see  a  complete 
revulsion  of  feeling  in  Ireland.     The 
expressed  opinion  at  that  time  was  un- 
doubtedly in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  asserted  that 
there  wore  hundreds  of    thousands  of 
people  who  had  never  expressed  any 
opinion  upon  it,  and  who,  if  they  only 
had  time  and  opportunity  and  studied 
the  evidence,  would  come  forward  and 
give    expression    to    such    opinion    as 
woidd  render  it  impossible  for  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  to  come  again  before 
the  House  under  the  same  circumstances 
as  they  had  come  last  Session.     How 
had   those  predictions   been   verified? 
Early  in  the    autumn   the    campaign 
against  the  Bill  was  commenced  by  a 
conference    in    Dublin,    and  curiously 
enough  this  conference,  he  was  informed, 
was  composed  very  largely  of  represen- 
tatives, not  from  Irish  cities  and  towns, 
but  from  English  cities  and  towns.    A 
conference  of  delegates,  largely  com- 
posed of  delegates  from  English  cities 
and  towns,  who  were  opposed  to  this 
Bill,  was  held  in  Dublin,  and  a  resolu- 
tion was  passed  in  pursuance  of  which 
meetings  were  held  in  various  parts  of 
Ireland.     The  first  of  these  meetings 
was  held  at  Limerick.     It  was  an  open 
meeting  held  at  a  time  when  the  work- 
ing men  could  attend.     [*'No,   no!"] 
Then  why  was  it  not  held  at  a  time 
when  the  working  men  could  attend? 
The  choice  of  the  hour  for  holding  this 
meeting  was  at  the  discretion  of  its  pro- 
moters.   The  Mayor  who  presided  was 
one  of  their  friends,  and  if  the  meeting 
was  not  held  at  a  time  when  the  working 
men  could  attend,  that  was  their  fault. 
At  all  events,  what  was  the   result? 
Why,   the  resolution,   which  was  car- 
ried,   accepted    and    approved    of   the 
measure  wnich  they  were  called  upon  to 
oonden^i.    The  next  meeting  was  held 
in  Dublin;    but,    warned   by  the   ex- 
perience   obtained    in     Limerick,    the 
means   of   admission    was    by  tickets, 
many  of  which  were  obtained  at  public- 
houses.    The  meeting  was  held  in  a 
small  room  in  the  Botunda,  and  it  took 
place    at  a    time    when    the    working 
classes  could  attend.    A  meeting  was 
next  held  in  the  city  of  Oork.    It  was 

The  O'CunorDon 


not  a  close  meeting,  but  it  was  called 
for  an  hour — ^namely  12  o'clock  at  noon, 
when  for  working  men  to  attend  would 
be  to  forfeit  a  day's  wages.    It  could 
not  for  a  moment  be  contended  that 
these  meetings  showed  that  public  opi- 
nion in    Ireland  was  opposed    to  ^e 
Bill.     A  similar  meeting  was  held  in 
Belfast  under  similar  circumstances,  and 
he  understood  the  proceedings  were  of 
a  most  disorderly  character,   and   any- 
thing but  unanimity  against  the   Bill 
prevailed.      In  addition,    however,    to 
the  holding  of  meetings,  a  deputation 
of  working  men  waited  on  the  Chief 
Secretary  to    urge   on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  necessity  of  opposing  the 
Bill,  in  the  interest  of  the  labouring 
classes  in  Ireland.    The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet inquired  of  them  whether   they 
represented  societies;  but  it  appeared 
from  their  replies  that  they  represented 
themselves  only.    Such  was  the  result 
of  the  agitation  against  the  Bill,  and 
these  were  the  only  expressions  of  public 
opinion  in  Ireland  in  that  direction.     It 
would  have  been  quite  legitimate  for 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  so  for  as  ex- 
pressions of  public  opinion  went,  to  have 
allowed  matters  to  rest  where  they  were 
last  year,  and  to  have  maintained  that  im- 
less  there  was  a  change  of  opinion  against 
it  it  ought  to  be  carried.    Public  opinion , 
however,  so  far  from  goin^  against  the 
Bill,  was  still  growing  in  its  favour,  for 
over  60  public  meetings  had  been  held 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  in  favour  of 
the  BiU.     All  these  were  open  meetings, 
held  at  times  when  the  working  men 
could  attend,  and  yet,  in  spite  of  that, 
at  all  these  meetings  resolutions  were 
carried  enthusiastically  in  favour  of  tho 
measure,  and  with  one  exception  there 
was  no  disturbance  or  diversity  of  opi- 
nion at  any  of  them.     Would  it  have 
been  possible  to  have  held  those  meet- 
inj?s,  and  that  they  would  have  passed 
off  as  they  did,  if  the  working  classes 
of  Ireland  had  believed  that  this  Bill 
was  one  of  a  coercive  character,  or  one 
which    would    injuriously    affect    their 
liberty?    It  would  have  been  perfectly 
impossible.    But  that  was  not  all.    A 
deputation  waited    on  the  right    hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
— not  to  express  their    own    opinions 
merely  as  supporters  of  the  Bui,  but 
also  tiiose  of  2,000  working  men  who 
had  deputed  them.    Further  than  that, 
a  memorial  was  presented  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  signed  by  nearly  10,000 
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penoosy  including  maglBtrates,  profes- 
■ooal  men,  clergymen  of  all  denomina- 
ticBWy  Poor  Law  Guardians,  and  mem- 
ben  of  Town  Oouncils,  all  in  favour  of 
dds  Bill,  and  asking  the  Government  to 
press  it  forward.  No  doubt  these  gentle- 
men would  not  be  individually  affected  if 
the  measure  became  law,  but  they  would 
Bot  have  come  and  misrepresented  the 
Ming  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  It  had 
been  asserted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  Boman 
Oidiolic  clergy  were  opposed  to  the  Bill; 
bot  what  proof  had  he  given  of  this 
assertion  ?  Why,  it  was  a  singular  fact 
tbat  the  number  of  parochi^  Boman 
OatiiQlic  clergymen  in  Ireland  being 
about  2,500,  ike  signatures  of  1,200 
Boman  Catholic  priests  were  to  be  found 
attached  to  the  memorial.  He  would 
ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  Ireland  whether  this  could 
Kave  been  the  case  had  this  been  a 
ooerave  measure  intended  to  interfere 
wi^  ike  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
If  it  had  been  of  such  a  character,  there 
would  not  have  been  found  such  a  num- 
ber of  Boman  Catholic  clergymen  sign- 
ing the  memorial  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sore.  But  if  there  were  Boman  GathoHc 
cfej^jmen  of  Ireland  opposed  to  this 
BOl,  why  did  they  not  appear,  and  where 
wQore  their  declarations  r  Such  had  been 
the  ezpresBion  of  public  opinion  outside 
the  House.  Then  there  was  the  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
BepresentatiTes  in  that  House.  How 
did  that  stand  ?  There  had  been,  or  was 
about  to  be,  presented  to  the  Chief 
Seeretary  in  favour  of  the  Bill  a  memo- 
rial signed  by  57  out  of  the  103  Irish 
Msmbm,  and  there  were  18  others  who 
cm  fbnner  occasions  had  voted  for  the 
Bin,  or  expresslv  stated  their  intention 
of  voting  for  it,  but  who  did  not  wish  to 
pst  their  names  to  the  memorial.  There 
were  thus  75  out  of  the  103  Irish  Mem- 
ben  who  were  supporters  of  this  mea- 
snre,  whilst  the  largest  number  whom  a 
difidon  had  shown  against  the  Bill 
was  11.  What  chance  had  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  of  carrying  any 
Bin,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  con- 
asteot  with  &e  feeling  of  the  Irish 
people,  if  tiiey  were  to  be  told  that 
thfou-tonrths  of  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tif«a  were  in  favour  of  a  measure  whidi 
was  not  one  the  Irish  people  were  in 
£noBr  of?  These  were  the  droum- 
I  under  which  this  Bill  now  came 


before  the  House ;  and  in  these  circum- 
stances he  should  have  expected  that 
the  Government  would  have  taken  it  up 
and  saved  private  Members  the  trouble 
of  pushing  it  through.  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary, however,  had  said  that  he  could 
not  do  so,  although,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan),  it  had  been  promised  that  the 
Government  would  give  every  facility  for 
passing  the  measure  into  law,  and  take 
every  means  of  ensuring  that  it  should 
not  be  rejected,  as  on  former  occasions, 
simply  by  a  system  of  pure  obstruction 
and  delay.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  repeat,  even  more 
strongly,  that  statement ;  because  if  the 
Government  made  it  clear  that  they  were 
determined  that  the  Bill  shoula  pass 
this  Session — ^trying,  of  course,  if  they 
wished,  to  amend  it — ^it  would  not  be 
defeated  by  such  tactics  again,  and  they 
would  thus  save  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
and  valuable  time  both  to  the  promoters 
and  to  themselves.  He  appealed  to  his 
hon.  Friends  who  opposed  the  measure 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee, 
and  then  they  could  move  any  Amend* 
ments  they  might  think  proper,  and  if 
their  demands  were  reasonable  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  would  give  them  every 
consideration.  He  was  glad  that  the 
present  opposition  to  the  Bill  did  not 
arise  from  an  Irish  Member,  and  that 
the  true  opponents  of  the  Bill  were  show- 
ing their  colours,  and  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  had  been  selected  as 
their  champion.  He  was  not  a  fanatical 
supporter  of  the  measure — ^he  was  not, 
and  never  had  been,  what  was  known  as 
a  strict  Sabbatarian,  and  he  was  not  op- 
posed to  innocent  amusement  on  Sunday; 
out  it  had  always  seemed  anomalous  to 
him  that  the  museums  and  other  places 
of  innocent  amusement  on  the  Simday 
should  be  shut,  and  that  the  only  places 
licensed  by  the  law  to  be  open  should 
be  those  which  ministered  to  the  intem- 
perance of  the  people.  He  did  not  like 
Government  interference  in  private 
affairs,  nor  did  he  believe  in  making 
people  sober  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but 
he  asked  that  a  source  of  temptation 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  people's  way, 
and  he  asked  it  because  he  believed  the 
people  themselves  wished  it  to  be  re- 
moved. If  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
majority  of  his  countrymen  were  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  he  would  not  promote 
it  in  the  House,    Moreover,  he  oelieved 


Digitized  by 


Google 


283    8aU  of  Intoxioating  Liquori    (OOMMONSJ     an  Sunday  {lr$l<mi)  BUI    284 


the  Bill  would  be  inoperatiTe  if  the 
people,  as  a  body,  were  opposed  to  it. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  about  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  who 
did  not  usually  manifest  much  interest 
in  Irish  afiEairs  (Mr.  Onslow),  had  eiven 
Notice  that  he  should  move  it  shomd  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 
Now,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
the  trouble  to  look  at  the  almanac  he 
would  find  this  day  six  months  would  be 
a  Sunday,  and  he,  therefore,  presimied 
that  the  hon.  Member's  wish  was  not 
only  to  keep  the  public-houses,  but  the 
House  of  Commons  open  on  that  day. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (T:^  0' Conor  Don.) 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
by  a  Motion  that  it  be  read  that  day  six 
months ;  and,  in  reference  to  that  point, 
would  inform  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(the  O'Oonor  Don),  that,  in  giving 
Notice  of  the  Motion,  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  almanac.  He 
did  not  propose  to  divide  the  House  on 
that  occasion,  because  many  of  hisFriends 
who  intended  opposing  the  Bill  were  not 
present,  as  no  one  could  have  anticipated 
that  the  second  readingwould  be  reached 
at  that  early  hour.  He  would,  there- 
fore, reserve  his  remarks  on  it  until  the 
next  stage — that  of  going  into  Gommittee 
on  the  Bill.  He  was  informed  that  there 
was  an  immense  number  of  Petitions 
which  would  be  presented  against  the 
measure,  and  which  would  have  been 
laid  on  the  Table  before,  had  the  Irish 
people  had  any  idea  that  it  would  have 
been  taken  up  at  this  early  period  of 
the  Session.  He  regretted  that  the 
Government  had  given  way,  and  had 
promised  to  help  the  Bill  in  every  way 
that  was  possible,  and  thought  they 
made  a  mistake  last  year  in  acting  as 
they  did  on  the  subject.  As  an  English 
Member  he  opposed  the  Bill,  believing  as 
ho  did  that  the  question  involved  was  not 
so  much  one  in  reference  to  the  closing 
of  public-houses  in  Ireland  as  one  of  a 
much  larger  kind.  For  his  part,  he  could 
not  but  regard  the  measure  as  being 
merely  the  forerunner  of  a  similar  attempt 
with  regard  to  England ;  and,  therefore, 
he  should  do  his  best  to  oppose  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  during  the  present  Session. 

The  0' Conor  Don 


Any  action  he  took  in  the  matter  was 
taken  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  not 
^m  any  communication  with  Irish  or 
English  publicans.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that  on  another  occasion  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  hold  out  inducements  to 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  bring  it 
again  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  could  not  but  hope 
that  the  suggestion  just  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  would  be  acted  upon, 
and  tiiat  the  House  would  not  divide  at 
the  present  stage  in  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  postponing  any  opposition  to  the 
time  when  it  should  be  in  Committee. 
He  had  on  all  occasions  by  his  vote 
opposed  the  Bill,  and  he  should  oontinue 
to  do  so ;  because  he  believed,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member  forBosoommon 
(the  O'Conor  Don),  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  opposed  to  it.  He  had  a 
pamphlet  flourished  before  him,  and  it 
looked  very  formidable ;  but  they  could 
get  up  anything,  he  believed,  with 
money,  especially  if  they  had  plenty  of 
brass.  Oi  course  no  one  would  stand  in 
that  House  to  say  a  word  against  the 
clergy  who  had  so  numerously  signed  the 
Petition  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon  had  referred.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw)  believed  no  one  could  be  more 
interested  in  their  flocks  than  the  clergy 
of  Ireland,  but  he  should  be  Tory  doubt- 
ful about  basing  legislation  on  the 
question  on  the  opinions  of  clergymen ; 
for  they  had  such  an  intense  idea  of  the 
good  to  be  effected  by  anything  they 
proposed,  that  they  were  not  the  best 
judges  of  the  good  that  actually  would 
be  effected  by  it.  Let  them  take  the 
population  of  London  and  drive  them  to 
Heaven  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it 
would  be  found  to  be  no  Heaven  to 
them.  And  if  they  tried  to  force  them 
into  any  course  for  which  they  were 
not  prepared  by  Act  of  Parliament  their 
action  would  be  a  failure.  Then,  again, 
no  one  liked  to  refuse  to  sign  documents 
which,  on  the  surface,  sought  to  accom- 
plish something  that  was  good,  and  it 
seemed  like  doing  good  to  the  poor 
working  classes  to  close  the  puoHc- 
houses  on  Sunday.  He  was  certain  that 
the  same  class  of  people  would  sign  a 
Petition  for  closing  public-houses  during 
half  the  week.  Now,  he  believed  in  rest- 
ing on  the  Sabbath,  in  the  physical  and 
moral  benefltsderived  from  its  institution; 
but  the  Sabbath  waa  made  for  man,  and 
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Bot  man  for  the  Sabbath,  and  if  they 
pnahed  Tiews  to  the  extreme  they  would 
onfy  increase  ttie  difficulties,. bow  social 
iiftd  moral,  which  were  involved  in  the 
question  of  drunkenness.  The  pro- 
moters of  this  movement  in  Cork  were, 
lie  knew,  very  good  men,  and  they  had 
shown  their  interest  in  the  working 
dssses  by  setting  up  coffee-houses  for 
diem  which  were  of  the  greatest  benefit, 
but  they  took  care  to  close  these  houses 
on  Sondav.  If  this  movement  was  not 
of  a  Sabbatarian  character  surely  they 
would  have  kept  them  open,  seeing  that 
thej  might  be  expected  to  act  as  formid- 
able rivals  to  the  public-houses.  But 
Sabbatarianism  in  its  most  intense  and 
objectionable  form  was  at  the  bottom  of 
this  movement.    They  had  been  told  a 

Seat  d^  about  Boards  of  Ghiardians 
fingpetitioned  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
fiore.  He  was  a  Guardian  of  two  or  three 
Unions,  and  he  could  say  that  the  busi- 
nesBofUiose  Unions  was  alwaysconducted 
by  two  or  three  gentlemen,  and  he  never 
Imew  a  case  in  which  there  was  a  discus- 
sonunder  notice  on  the  question.  Was  the 
expression  of  opinion  thusformed  enough 
to  enable  the  promoters  of  the  measure 
to  say — "  We  have  the  wholepopulation 
of  the  country  with  us."  But  it  was 
said  that  thOT  had  75  Members  of 
Fiariiunent.  Ke  wanted  to  know  how 
manyof  those  hon.  Members  had  made 
tiusqaefltion  a  prominent  one  or  chal- 
lenged public  opmion  directly  upon  it  at 
the  last  Election.  How  many  of  them 
would  do  80  at  the  next  General  Elec- 
tion, so  as  to  ascertain  clearly  what  was 
theopniion  of thelaige  majority?  Would 
it  not  be  desirable  to  postoone  the 
question  until  the  opinions  oi  the  con- 
stitoencies  had  been  thus  challenged? 
and  if  then  by  a  large  majority  Members 
woe  returned  favourable  to  it,  he  would 
say  they  might  pass  the  Bill.  He  asked 
one  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  if  he 
vonld  not  give  tiie  people  an  opportunity 
of  chooong  whether  or  not  they  would 
adopt  the  Act  for  their  own  districts. 
The  answer  was  an  emphatic  No.  He 
asked  another  if  he  would  permit  the 
houes  being  opened  during  certain  hours 
ibr  the  sale  of  the  dinner  porter  for  the 
voridng  men,  but  he  replied  certainly 
not  He  might  saj  that  porter  was 
pie-eininently  the  drink  of  the  worMng- 
msQ  of  tiie  iSouth  of  Ireland,  and,  as 
they  an  knew,  if  drawn  from  the  cask  on 
Sctedayy  it  would  not  keep  fresh  for 


consumption  on  Sunday.  The  efiEect, 
therefore,  of  the  present  measure  would 
be  to  increase  whiskey  drinking  verymuch 
in  place  of  the  much  less  stimulating 
drink  which  was  now  to  a  very  great 
extent  used.  He  himself  was  as  desirous 
as  any  man  could  be  to  raise  the  working 
man,  but  he  would  accomplish  that 
object  by  increasing  his  moral  respect. 
He  was  a  very  large  employer  of  labour, 
and  he  was^prepai^  to  go  as  far  as  most 
people  to  stop  dnnkine ;  but  he  believed 
nothing  would  effect  wat  object,  but  an 
appeal  to  the  intelligence,  the  reason,  and 
that  moral  self-respect  which  he  was  glad 
to  notice  was  surely  increasing  in  Ireland. 
He  hoped  that  on  the  question  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair  this  question 
would  be  fully  considered.  He  believed 
that  up  to  the  present  time  public  opinion 
had  not  expressed  itself  on  this  question, 
and  that  it  was  just  now  befifinnin^  to  do 
so.  The  subject  was  only  beginning  to 
be  understood.  He  had  been  in  con- 
versation with  a  very  worthy  clergyman 
in  Cork,  who  had  a  large  working  class 
congregation,  who  expressed  to  him  his 
dislike  to  the  measure,  and  a  large  meet- 
ing of  the  working-men  recentiy  held 
in  that  city  had  pronounced  strongly 
against  it.  He  beueved  the  intelligent 
thought  of  the  country  was  in  favour 
of  lessening  the  temptation  to  drink, 
but  that  they  were  not  favourable  to 
that  unreasonable  interference  with  the 
liberty  of  the  working  man  which  this 
Bill  would  effect  if  passed. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  said,  that  he 
should  not  have  intervened  in  this  de- 
bate, if  he  thouKht  it  was  wholly  an 
Irish  question.  He  was  bound  to  state 
that  he,  for  one,  did  not  believe  in  what 
had  been  termed  the  increasing  drunken- 
ness of  the  Irish  people,  nor  did  he 
believe  in  class  legislation,  whether  in 
this  country  or  elsewhere.  If  there  was 
to  be,  as  they  were  told  there  might  be, 
equal  laws  both  for  England  and  Ire- 
land, he  should  by  all  means  prefer  to 
try  that  principle  in  this  case.  If  they 
wanted  it,  let  a  Bill  of  this  character  be 
brought  in  for  England  also ;  or,  at  any 
rate,  one  that  would  deal  with  England 
and  Ireland  alike,  and  they  would  see 
what  became  of  their  intended  legisla- 
tion then.  It  was,  however,  aJleged 
that  there  were  special  reasons  why  this 
particular  measure  should  be  applied  to 
Ireland  alone  rather  than  to  tnis  coun- 
try \  but  he  apprehended  that  there  never 
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was  and  never  could  be  a  greater  flallaoy 
than  this  argument.  They  were  farther 
told  that  a  memorial,  largely  signed,  had 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (the  O'Oonor  Don); 
but  he  (Mr.  Wheelhouse)  desired  to  be 
told  whether  there  was  a  single  indivi- 
dual who  had  simed  that  memorial  who 
would  be  affected  in  the  slightest  degree 
by  this  Bill  ?  It  was  not  of  the  slightest 
use  to  tell  him  what  any  of  the  upper 
ten  thousand  or  the  upper  twenty  thou- 
sand might  think  about  this  measure; 
for  what  he  wanted  to  know  was,  what 
were  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  those 
who  would  be  affected  by  it  individually  ? 
He  was  told  that  the  under  classes  of  the 
Irish  people,  who  had  no  cellars  of  wine, 
beer,  or  spirits  of  their  own,  were  will- 
ing that  the  House  should  legislate  for 
them ;  but  if  this  sort  of  legislation 
was  to  be  carried  into  practice,  where 
was  it  to  stop  ?  for  he  could  not  see  any 
ground  or  reason  why  the  largest  class 
of  people  in  Ireland  should  be  treated  in 
this  way.  They  were  told  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  measure  was  to  ensure 
greater  sobriety  in  Ireland ;  but  why 
were  sober  people  to  be  deprived  of 
what  might  be  alike  necessary  and  rea- 
sonable, because  some  of  their  neigh- 
bours indulged  in  excess.  He  was 
strongly  of  opinion  that  they  ought  not 
to  punish  those  who  were  sober  because 
a  hmited  number  of  the  community  broke 
the  law  which,  he  would  remind  the 
House,  was  considered  to  be  a  social  regu- 
lation only  by  the  under  classes  them- 
selves. It  came,  then,  practically  to  this — 
that  there  was  to  be  one  law  for  the  rich 
and  another  for  the  poor.  They  must  aU 
know  perfectly  well  that  all  the  Bishops 
in  Ireland,  of  whatever  creed  they  might 
be,  could  get  their  drink  when  and  how 
they  chose.  They  must  all  feel  that 
members  of  Town  Councils  and  Boards 
of  Guardians  could  go  when  they  liked 
to  their  own  wine-cellars.  But  what 
was  the  poor  man  to  do  ?  He  had  no 
wine  or  beer-cellar  to  go  to,  and  this 
measure  was  therefore  an  attempt  at 
class  legislation  in  its  worst  form.  He 
would  go  further,  and  say  that  there  was 
every  possible  opportunity  for  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  to  repress  drunken- 
ness if  they  desired  to  do  so.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  as  to  what  ought  to  be 
the  fate  of  this  Bill ;  but  whether  the 
House  intended  to  read  it  a  second  time 

Mr,  Whsolhome 


or  not,  he,  for  one,  was  utterly  opposed 
to  it,  for  if  there  was  anything  in  it  that 
was  good  in  principle,  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  extended  to  England  also.  If  there 
was  nothing  in  its  principle,  it  ought  not 
to  be  introduced  either  for  Ireland  or 
any  other  part  of  the  Empire.  Opposed 
as  he  was  to  the  principle  of  the  Bm,  he 
was  not  ready  to  fto  into  the  Lobby  and 
vote  for  the  second  reading ;  but  if  they 
did  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  he 
still  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  thrown 
out.  He  was  well  aware  that  there 
were  Bishops  of  the  Boman  Catholic  and 
Protestant  Churches  who  said  they  could, 
if  they  liked,  shut  up  the  public-houses 
in  their  dioceses ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  the  Covemment  should  do  it  for 
them,  and  he  trusted  that  they  would 
not  do  so.  Who  were  the  Bishops  of 
Irelimd  that  they  should  dictate  to  any 
class  of  the  commimity?  They  knew 
nothing,  comparatively  speaking,  of  the 
social  wants  of  the  classes  with  which 
they  had  little  or  nothing  to  do,  except 
so  far  as  the  making  of  a  few  sacer- 
dotal visits  was  concerned.  If  there 
was  anything  in  the  name  of  right,  of 

i'ustice,  of  reason,  or  of  common  sense, 
le  hoped  that  they  would  never  in  the 
House  of  Commons  sanction  the  prin- 
ciple of  class  legislation,  and  pass  a 
measure  which  let  the  upper  ten  thou- 
sand go  free  and  only  affected  the  under 
classes.  With  respect  to  the  memorial 
of  which  so  much  had  been  said,  they 
aU  knew  how  memorials  of  this  kind 
were  got  up ;  for  it  was  a  fact  that  any 
member  of  a  temperance  society  could 
get  any  number  of  his  fellows  to  sign  it ; 
but,  supposing  that  he  got  eveiy  indivi- 
dual member  of  his  class  to  sig^,  it 
would  not  in  the  slightest  degree  influ- 
ence his  opinion.  What  did  it  amount 
to?  There  were  only  about  10,000  or 
12,000  names  to  the  memorial,  and  they 
could  not  be  said  to  express  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  feelings  or  opinions 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  What  were 
they,  numerically  considered,  among  the 
5,000,000  or  6,000,000  of  Irish  people? 
Not  a  bit  of  it.  It  might  be  an  expres- 
sion of  the  feelings  of  ti^e  higher  classes, 
but  that  was  all.  The  very  fact  that 
the  signatures  of  1,200  priests  were 
affixed  to  the  memorial  showed  who 
were  at  the  bottom  of  the  movement. 
He  could  quite  understand  that  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  wished  to  keep  exces- 
sive order,  and  to  endeavour  to  retain 
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tke  people  who  frequented  pnblic-housee 
in  their  ohnrohee  and  ohapels;  but  he 
hoped  diat  the  Goyemment  would  not 
eompulsoiilvhelpthem  in  their  efiEbrts.  In 
ooodoflion,  he  would  ask  them  not  to  in- 
dolee  in  the  fEuioy  that  people  oould  be 
made  aober  by  Act  of  JParliament. 
Wbat  he  wished  to  impress  upon  the 
House  was  that  he,  for  one,  would 
nerer,  under  any  circumstances,  consent 
to  Budi  a  Bill  as  this.  It  was  said,  on 
tiie  one  hand,  that  they  ought  to  have 
equal  laws  for  England  and  Ireland; 
yet  in  the  same  breath  they  were  told 
it  was  necessary  to  pass  this  Bill,  which 
WIS  simply  an  attempt  at  class  legisla- 
tion.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
eonld  only  say,  if  there  was  a  division, 
he,  at  all  events,  would  go  to  the  Lobby 
against  the  Bill,  and  in  Gonmiittee  he 
should  ofifer  it  his  most  strenuous  oppo- 
tttlon. 

Majob  O'BEIENE  said,  he  had  found 
from  impartial  observation  and  inquiry 
that  &ere  was  a  considerable  amount 
of  indifiference  in  Ireland  upon  the 
quettion  whether  the  pubho-houses 
should  be  closed  or  not.  In  his  own 
county,  however,  about  two-thirds  volun- 
tarily dosed  their  houses  already.  He  saw 
tiiat  The  FVeenunCi  Journal^  which  was  ge- 
neral^ accepted  as  the  exponent  of  public 
opinion  in  Lreland,  was  in  favour  of  the 
meaanre ;  and,  if  public  opinion  was 
rtnmgly  against  it,  there  would  surely 
have  l>een  a  series  of  letters  admitted 
into  tiie  columns  of  that  paper  protest- 
ing against  the  Bill.  It  mi^ht  be  said 
mit  diis  was  dass  legislation;  but  he 
desiied  to  point  out  that  when  the  upper 
dass  did  get  drunk  it  did  not  become  so 
wmooA  a  question  for  the  public  as 
when  the  poor  man  did  so ;  as,  in  the 
latter  ease,  the  family  almost  invariably 
had  to  be  supported  by  the  public.  He 
would  fed  it  his  duty  to  support  the  Bill. 

Ifa.  M.  BB00K8  rejoiced  that,  owing 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Bosonnmon  (the  O'Gonor  Don)  had 
hiOQght  forward  the  measure,  the  dis- 
oasBioii  oould  be  continued  without  that 
heat  which  generally  accompanied  it. 
The  hon.  Member  said  this  was  a  ques- 
taon  into  which  no  theological  contro- 
f«rsy  ooffht  to  enter,  and  he  expressed 
hdbnaelf  fiivourable  to  the  opening  of 
aroseninfl  on  Sundays.  He  would  like 
to  read  a  paper  which  he  had  found  in 
tito  library  of  the  House,  and  which 
had  a  strong  bearing  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber's  views  and  feelings.  On  the  back  of 
the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  he  found  the 
names  of  ihe  O'OonorDon,  Mr.  Eichard 
Smyth,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  James 
Corry,  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Mr.  Dease, 
Mr.  Dickson,  and  Mr.  Bedmond.  When 
the  question  of  opening  museums  was 
discussed  in  that  House  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor),  he  found  the  O'Conor 
Don  was  absent  from  the  division ;  Mr. 
Bichard  Smyth  voted  against  it;  Mr. 
Charles  Lewis  voted  against  it ;  Mr. 
James  Corry  voted  against  it ;  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Johnston  voted  against  it;  Mr. 
Dease  was  absent ;  Mr.  Dickson  was  also 
absent ;  and  Mr.  Bedmond  was  absent. 
With  these  facts  before  him,  he  was,  he 
thought,  iustified  in  questioning  the  as- 
sertion that  the  Sabbatarian  question 
was  not  involved  in  this  Bill.  He  had 
been  also  led  to  examine  the  names 
which  figured  in  the  memorial  which 
was  alleged  to  represent  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  on  this  subject. 
There  were  in  Ireland  182  Peers,  and  of 
that  number  only  12  had  signed  this 
memorial,  and  as  landlords  there  were 
no  men  in  the  country  more  interested  in 
the  sobriety  and  good  order  of  the  people, 
which  were  said  to  be  the  objects  of  the 
measure  before  the  House.  If  it  was 
their  opinion  that  it  would  secure  those 
objects  would  they  not  of  all  signed  the 
memorial  in  favour  of  it?  The  fact, 
however,  remained  that  only  12  of  those 
182  men  of  influence  had  thought  well 
to  do  so.  Again,  on  the  magisterial  roll 
in  Ireland  mere  were  4,000  justices  of 
the  peace,  gentlemen  who  in  their  magis- 
terial capacity  had  acquired  an  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  wants  and  the  feelings 
of  the  people,  and  who  had  to  deal  with 
whatever  ofitences  might  arise  in  the 
country  out  of  intemperance,  and  of  these 
only  1,434  could  be  induced  by  the 
strenuous  exertions  of  the  advocates  of 
the  Bill  to  sign  the  memorial  in  its 
favour.  Again,  who^  could  be  better 
judges  of  the  habits  of  the  people  than 
the  medical  practitioners  ?  And  of  the 
2,678  mediwd  men  practising  in  Ireland 
not  one-haK  had  signed  this  memorial, 
whether  on  social,  sanitary,  or  religious 
erounds.  As  regarded  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians and  town  councillors  he  had  not 
any  figures  which  would  enable  him  to 
institute  a  comparison,  inasmuch  as  many 
of  those  who  signed  as  magistrates  had 
their  names  appended  to  it  as  Poor  Law 
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Guardians  also.  It  was  just  the  same 
as  regards  the  town  councillors.  In  fact, 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  not  scrupled 
to  make  exaggerated  statements  which 
misled  a  large  number  of  the  clergy. 
As  regarded  the  clergy  of  Ireland,  irre- 
spective of  what  might  be  their  deno- 
mination, no  one  entertained  a  higher 
opinion  than  he  did,  both  because  of  the 
zeal  with  which  they  performed  their 
sacred  functions,  and  of  their  sympathy 
for  the  people  in  their  privations,  their 
sufferings,  and  their  wants.  And,  speak- 
ing of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy  of 
Dublin,  he  could  most  emphatically  state 
that  they  were  not  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
He  had  spoken  to  many  of  them  on  the 
subject,  and  while  they  stated  how  desi- 
rous they  were  to  repress  intemperance, 
they  added  that  they  feared  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  increase  it,  as  it  would 
drive  the  people  who  desired  refresh- 
ment into  the  imlicensed  houses  in  order 
to  obtain  it,  and  lead  to  a  general  system 
of  law-breaking,  so  that  evil  would 
greatly  preponderate  over  any  little 
good  which  might  be  obtained  from  it. 
No  man  had  a  oetter  knowledge  of  the 
habits  and  feelings  of  the  working  men 
of  the  City  of  Dublin,  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  and  that  knowledge 
entitled  him  to  say  that  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  would  give  rise  to  great 
dissatisfaction  and  demoralization.  He 
had  that  day  presented  99  Petitions 
against  the  Bill  signed  by  67,000  of 
these  working  men.  He  therefore  felt 
justified  in  saying  that  the  opinion  of 
those  67,000  people,  whose  convenience 
was  sought  to  be  interfered  with  by  the 
Bill,  not  only  counterpoised  but  far  out- 
weighed the  opinion  of  those  whose  ease 
and  comforts  were  not  assailed  by  the 
measure,  and  who  were  in  no  way  prac- 
tically interested  in  it  except  by  mistaken 
sympathy  and  kindly  interest.  He  com- 
plained that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
had  by  the  course  they  had  that  day 
taken  stolen  a  march  upon  its  opponents ; 
but  he  hoped  that  before  they  were  asked 
to  go  into  Committee  upon  it  sufficient 
time  would  be  given  to  understand  the 
public  opinion  of  the  country,  which  was 
now  in  a  condition  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  Bill  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  views  and  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people,  or  conducive  to  their  best  in- 
terests. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  that  as 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be 
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taken  without  a  division,  he  should  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  House  for  only  a 
few  minutes.  The  opponents  of  the 
measure  stated  that  the  opinions  of  the 
clergy  who  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
were  not  a  test  that  the  people  wished  it 
to  be  passed  into  law ;  but  he  contended 
that  the  10,000  persons,  representatives 
of  all  classes  in  Lreland,  who  had  signed 
the  memorial  showed  what  the  public 
opinion  of  that  country  was.  If  those 
persons  did  not  represent  that  opinion, 
where  were  they  to  find  it  ?  Was  it  to 
be  found  at  public  meetings?  Why, 
within  the  last  three  months,  nearly  70 
meetings,  perfectly  free  and  open,  and 
called  at  a  time  when  the  people  could 
attend  them,  had  been  held  on  the  sub- 
ject in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
and  at  all  of  th^n  resolutions  had  been 
passed  in .  favour  of  the  Bill.  He  con- 
trasted those  meetings  with  the  ticket 
meetings  held  in  Dublin  and  at  Cork, 
and  that,  too,  at  hours  when  the  work- 
ing people  could  not  attend  them.  A 
meeting  convened  in  Limerick  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  had  actually  passed  a 
resolution  in  its  favour.  It  was  said 
that  before  passing  the  measure  we 
ought  to  wait  for  a  General  Election. 
But  if  we  were  to  wait  for  a  General, 
Election  in  order  to  test  public  opinion 
on  every  important  measure,  very  few 
measures  of  any  importance  woidd  be 
passed  at  all.  What  had  those  consti- 
tuencies said  who  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity  of  esmressinff  an  opinion  ?  What 
had  been  the  resiut  of  the  elections  in 
Waterford,  Tippefary,  and  OoA  ?  Sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  had  been  returned  in 
every  instance ;  and  in  Clare,  where  a 
gentleman  from  the  other  side  of  the 
world  had  been  elected,  his  friends  had 
to  give  a  pledge  that  he  would  vote  for 
the  Bill.  Then  there  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  who, 
whatever  else  he  might  do,  would  hardly 
be  found  voting  against  the  measure. 
Thus  there  were  Petitions,  elections, 
public  meetings,  house-to-house  canvass, 
all  expressing  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people  on  this  subject,  and  yet  some 
hon.  Members  said  tiiat  this  was  no  test. 
These,  however,  were  the  usual  Consti- 
tutional means  of  ascertaining  what 
public  opinion  was,  and  if  they  were  to 
be  set  aside  what  other  modes  of  learn- 
ing it  could  they  resort  to?  He  had 
himself  attended  meetings  at  lisbum 
and  Enniskillen  which  were  attended  by 
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S  numbers  of  the  people,  and  at 
resolutions  were  unanimously 
adopted  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  see  any  inoonsifitenoy  in  voting 
agiinst  Uie  opening  of  museums  on  Sun- 
day and  his  advocacy  of  this  Bill.  The 
Wi  could  not  pass  for  two  or  three 
months,  and  he  challenged  its  opponents 
to  ptotact  their  agitation,  when  [they 
woold  find  that  the  people  were  against 
them.  It  was  not  an  aristocratic  move- 
mient,  as  it  had  been  said,  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  but  a  working-class  movement. 
He  asked  the  Legislature  to  alter  the 
present  state  of  thmgs  in  Ireland  by  re- 
mofing  temptation  urom  the  people,  and 
pan  an  Act  that  would  effect  a  great 
locial  benefit. 

Mb.  COLLINS  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  second  reading,  because 
&ere  was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion 
that  some  legislation  was  necessary.  He 
was  willing  to  believe  that  Simday  closing 
idvooates  meant  well— that  they  had  the 
vell-bein^  of  the  people  of  Ireland  at 
heart ;  still  he  must  express  his  opinion 
to  be  that  they  were  mistaken  as  to  the 
feelings  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
pe(^e  of  Ireland  on  this  subject.  The 
hoQ.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  had  asked  the  House  how  it  was 
to  ascertain  the  state  of  public  feeling  if 
ftey  did  not  accept  Petitions  and  the 
nidations  adoptoa  at  public  meetings 
u  tests  of  it  ?  His  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion was  that  their  own  common  sense 
and  a  moderate  study  of  the  Irish  cha- 
zseter  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  convince 
them  thiU  the  Irish  people  were  not 
lihely  to  come  as  suppliants  to  the  House 
of  Oommons,  asking  it  to  place  them  in 
nstraint  and  protect  them  from  them- 
eelfes.  He  wished  now  to  observe  upon 
the  diaonrdant  opinions  entertained  by 
the  (HKunoters  of  this  Bill.  In  one  voice 
thej  asked  the  House  to  extend  to  the 
In^  people  certain  political  privileges, 
sad  the  very,  next  moment  they  told  the 
House  that  those  very  men  whom  they 
pK^x)6ed  to  entrust  with  an  extension  of 
the  electoral  and  municipal  franchise 
weve  inci^ble  of  putting  any  restraint 
^on  themselves,  and  that,  too,  in  a 
Blatter  which  concerned  their  own  in- 
terests. He  saw  in  the  Bill  a  certain 
amoont  of  intolerance,  and  heVas  afraid 
thai  a  remnant  of  that  intolerance  would 
MBtrol  its  supporters  when  they  came  to 
ttnoder  it  in  Committee.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  they  would  meet  himself 


and  his  Friends  half-way  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee,  so  as  to  make  it  a 
good  Bill  and  one  that  would  satisfy  the 
people.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  pro- 
pose to  exclude  five  large  towns  in  Ire- 
land from  the  operation  of  the  measure. 
If  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  persevered 
in  their  intention  they  would  do  a  great 
amount  of  mischief,  occupy  needlessly 
the  time  of  the  House,  and,  with  all, 
their  efforts  would  fail,  because  there 
would  be  a  persistent  attempt  on  the 
part  of  those  who  opposed  their  views  to 
prevent  their  carrying  out  their  special 
objects.  There  were  a  great  many  small 
towns  in  Ireland — such  as  seaport  towns, 
large  fishing  stations,  and  other  places 
of  that  description — ^the  inhabitants  of 
which  would  feel  it  a  great  hardship 
and  inconvenience  to  be  subiected  to  the 
operations  of  this  Bill.  He  could  not 
understand  whv,  if  these  exemptions 
were  ^ood,  ana  would  operate  benefi- 
cially in  the  larger  towns,  the  advocates 
of  the  Bill  or  the  Government  should 
commit  themselves  to  such  a  limitation, 
which,  in  his  conscience,  he  believed 
would  be  most  dangerous  and  improper. 
There  were  many  urban  districts  in  Ire- 
land that  might  suffer  many  hardships 
by  a  limitation  of  that  kind.  Before 
sitting  down  he  would  make  an  appeal 
to  the  (Jovemment.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  shown  so  much  im- 
partiality, and  had  given  the  subject 
such  an  amoimt  of  patient  attention  and 
consideration  for  the  purpose  of  fully 
ascertaining  what  was  the  real  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  on  this  subject, 
that  he  would  entreat  of  him  not  to  bo 
too  yielding  to  the  advocates  of  the 
measure,  but  to  meet  them,  at  the  same 
time,  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation.  He 
begged  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  patiently  the  circumstances  of 
the  various  other  districts  of  Ireland 
which  were  likely  to  be  materially 
affected  by  the  operations  of  this  Bill. 
If  he  would  listen  to  the  advice  that 
might  be  tendered  regarding  those  dis- 
tricts, he  would  find  that  many  of  them 
would  be  seriously  injured  if  thev  were 
included  in  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  those  who  advocated  the  measure 
would  continue  in  the  moderate  and 
temperate  line  of  policy  which  they 
had  adopted  that  evening;  and  he 
believed  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  those  who  opposed  the  Bill  would 
hold  out  to  them    the  right  hand  of 
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f  riendsbip  and  be  willing  to  meet  them 
half-way. 

Db.  WABD  said,  that  as  far  as  he 
could  make  out,  the  principal  objections 
to  this  measure  were  the  ill  effects  it 
would  have  upon  the  people ;  but,  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  a  town  in  which  the 
system  of  Sunday  dosing  had  been  tried 
for  some  time,  he  thought  he  could  offer 
valuable  evidence  in  ^e  opposite  direc- 
tion. Nearly  three  years  ago  the  publi- 
cans of  Galway,  acting  on  the  repre- 
sentations of  persons  interested  in  the 
Sunday  closing  movement,  decided  upon 
closing  their  houses  on  Sundays.  Last 
year  he  presented  to  that  House  a  Peti- 
tion signed  by  four-fifths  of  the  publi- 
cans of  Galway,  who,  having  kept  their 
houses  closed  on  Sundays  for  two  years, 
asked  the  House  to  keep  them  dosed. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  very  good  proof 
of  the  feeling  on  the  matter.  The  work- 
ing men  had  made  no  complaint  of  the 
closing,  and  within  the  last  three  months 
held  a  large  meeting,  at  which  he  was 
present,  and  they  unanimously  passed 
resolutions  in  favour  of  the  BiU.  They 
were  told  that  if  they  closed  public- 
houses  the  people  would  resort  to  she- 
beens, and  that  drunkenness  would 
increase;  but  he  believed  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  in  his  possession  a  Report 
from  the  resident  magistrate  at  Galway, 
that  since  this  custom  had  been  adopted 
in  G^way,  the  number  of  people  brought 
up  for  drunkenness  at  the  petty  sessions 
on  Mondays  had  decreased  enormously. 
He  thought  that  evidence  such  as  that 
completely  disposed  of  the  objections  to 
the  ^ill,  and  was  of  far  greater  value 
than  the  theoretical  objections  urged  on 
the  other  side. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  thought 
he  should  not  properly  discharge  his 
duty  if  he  did  not  oppose  this  Bill  at 
every  stage.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  South  of 
Ireland  were  opposed  to  Sunday  closing. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  not  vote 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  mea- 
sure, as  he  was  anxious  to  see  what 
Amendments  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  suggest.  He  admitted  that 
many  of  the  Insh  Eepresentatives  were 
in  favour  of  Sunday  closing;  but  the 
reason  was  that  the  influence  of  the 
wealthier  classes  had  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  them.  The  hon.  Genueman 
the  Member  for  Bosoommon  (the 
O'Oonor    Don)  had  said  that  any  evi- 
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dence  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  wished 
to  bring  before  the  Oonmiittee  was  re- 
ceived ;  but  that  was  not  the  fact,  for 
the  working  classes  were  denied  the  op- 
portunity of  giving  evidence.  The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  the  first  meeting 
on  the  subject  held  in  Limerick ;  but  he 
forgot  to  tell  the  House  that  the  mayor 
remsed  to  hold  the  meeting  in  the  even- 
ing and  fixed  1 2  o'clock  in  tiie  day,  when 
he  knew  the  working  classes  would  not 
be  able  to  attend.  A  second  meeting 
was  called,  and  was  held  at  7  o'clock  in 
the  evening.  It  was  largely  attended 
by  the  working  classes  and  the  trades- 
men, and  at  that  meeting  a  resolution 
against  the  Bill  was  carried  unani- 
mously. The  hon.  Member,  who  had 
forgotten  that,  had  also  told  them  that 
there  were  several  meetings  held  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  challenged  him 
or  any  of  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  to 
show  where  in  the  South  of  Ireland  a 
unanimous  meeting  was  held  in  its 
favour.  It  was  a  fact  that,  in  addition 
to  the  large  public  meetings  held  in 
Dublin,  Lunerick,  and  Belfast,  there 
were  also  public  meetings  held  against 
the  Bill  in  Killamey,  Tradee,  Newcastle 
West,  and  other  places,  at  which  reso- 
lutions were  unammouly  passed  against 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common  had  spoken  about  the  number 
of  Irish  Members  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  large  number  in 
favour  of  it;  but  influence  had  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  them  by  the 
wealtiiy  classes,  and  they  had  not  the 
ear  of  the  working  classes  and  trades- 
men who  would  be  affected  by  the  Bill. 
He  denied  the  hon.  Member's  state- 
ment that  tickets  for  the  Dublin  meeting 
were  only  to  be  had  at  public-houses. 
He  believed  that  none  of  them  were  so 
obtained.  Out  of  the  70  meetings  held 
in  Ireland  in  favour  of  the  Bill  60  must 
have  taken  place  in  the  Sabbatarian 
part  of  Ireland,  and  its  supporters  had 
m  one  case  defeated  their  opponents  by 
burning  cayenne  pepper  in  the  room 
where  a  meeting  was  held.  It  was 
well-known  that  the  Sabbatarians  were 
the  backbone  of  this  Bill.  Adverting 
to  the  adoption  of  the  Forbes  Mackenzie 
Act  in  Scotland,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  in  a  country  where  the 
people  professed  neither  to  drink  nor 
to  whii^e  on  the  Sunday  drunkenness 
had  been  more  steadily  on  the  increase 
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than  in  any  other  park  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions.  With  regard  to  the 
Committee  which  sat  last  year,  some  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  composing  it  ex- 
pressed surprise  that  the  people  were 
not  satisfied  with  its  constitution.  How 
eonJdthey  be  satisfied  when  it  was  found 
t2iat  out  of  the  18  Members  who  com- 
posed it  the  Sabbatarians  from  the  North 
of  Ireland  had  more  than  one-third  of 
that  number?  It  included  the  hon.  and 
giliant  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Colonel 
Ode),  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
W.  Johnston),  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Donegal  (the  Marquess  of 
Hamilton) ;  and  Londonderry,  the  hotbed 
of  this  agitation,  was  not  satisfied  with 
her  dty  Member,  but  wanted  both  the 
Membcors  for  the  county  of  London- 
deny,  or  just  as  many  as  there  were 
&r  all  Munster.  How,  therefore,  could 
HiQ  people  of  Ireland  be  satisfied  with 
that  Committee  ?  He  found  by  a  Re- 
tmn  presented  to  that  House  last  Session 
tihat  drunkenness  was  alarmingly  on  the 
increase  in  Scotland.  The  number  of 
ganons  apprehended  for  drunkenness  in 
Edinburgh  had  increased  from  5,106  in 
1870  to  6,825  in  1873.  One  of  his  chief 
reasons  for  opposing  this  Bill  was  that 
he  bdieved  it  would  tend  to  demoralize 
the  working  classes  of  his  country.  It 
Todd  drive  the  people  to  shebeen-houses, 
or  Uiey  would  carry  drink  home  with 
tiiem,  and  they  would  be  obliged  to  do 
bj  stealth  that  which  they  coiUd  not  do 
openly.  Ghreat  stress  had  been  laid 
UDon  the  number  of  Members  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  He  found  that  the  total 
munber  of  electors  in  Ireland  was 
227,000.  There  were  22  Members  op- 
posed to  the  Bill,  representing  67,800 
electors,  or  nearly  one-third  of  the 
▼hole.  Taking  one-third  more  as  neutral 
on  this  question,  it  would  then  be  found 
that  the  75  Members  who^were  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  did  not  represent  more  than 
one-third  of  the  whole  electors  of  Ire- 
huid.  But  this  was  not  so  much  a 
question  for  the  electors  as  for  the  non- 
deetors.  He  would  read  a  few  remarks 
of  a  gentleman  who  was  formerly  a 
M^bcor  of  that  House,  and  which  were 
written  to  him  after  the  debate  on  this 
KU  last  year.  Mr.  Stephen  De  Vere 
laid— 


"  I  haye  read  with  much  pleasure  yotur  speech 
hk  the  Hoase  of  Commons  on  the  Sunday  Closing 
BQL  I  felt  the  more  interested  in  it  as  ttie  sta- 
ti^ki  joQ  qiioted  show  the  working  of  the  pro- 


posed law  in  my  own  county.  Upon  entering 
tho  Board-room  of  a  large  Union  lately,  I  f oimd 
the  Board  about  to  adopt  the  Petition  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Smj-th's  Bill  unanimously.  T  opposed 
it,  using  almost  verbatim  the  reasons  you  have 
so  well  put  forward,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Petition  was  immediately  rejected." 

A  short  time  ago  he  was  in  the  Board- 
room at  KilmaUock  Union,  when  a  Peti- 
tion was  brought  forward  by  a  gentleman 
who  strongly  advocated  Sunday  closing. 
Out  of  60  members  only  four  were 
present,  and  as  he  happened  to  be  one 
of  them,  and  as  there  was  another  gentle- 
man who  opposed  the  measure,  the  gentle- 
man who  advocated  Simday  closing  pro- 
posed the  question  should  be  adjourned 
for  a  fortnight,  as  it  was  no  use  to  vote 
two  and  two;  but  at  that  moment  another 
Guardian  who  was  in  favour  of  the 
Petition  came  in,  and  the  subject  was 
immediately  brought  forward  and  carried 
by  a  majority  of  one.  In  his  letter  Mr. 
De  Vere  went  on  to  say — 

"  The^  statistics  to  show  a  preponderance  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  Bill  are  incomplete  and 
iUusory.  The  Petitions  are  no  doubt  signed  bj 
those  who  have  cellars  and  cupboards  of  their 
own,  but  they  do  not  express  the  feeling  of  the 
great  mass  who  will  be  effected  by  the  Bill.  As 
a  magistrate  of  very  long  standing — nearly  sinco 
the  commencement  of  the  reign — I  can  8£if  oly 
say  that  there  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  more 
drunkenness  on  Sundays  than  on  any  other  dpy. 
The  measure  is  false  in  principle,  because  it 
proposes  to  abridge  liberty  without  adequate 
cause,  and  because  it  proposes  to  abridge  tho 
liberty  of  the  many  to  prevent  its  abuse  by  tho 
few.  It  is  fallacious,  because  it  will  not  only 
increase  drinking,  but  will  make  that  drinking 
of  a  worse  sort — will  transfer  it  from  licensed  to 
unlicensed  houses,  and  from  the  bar  to  tho 
family.  It  has  the  two  worst  faults  that  any 
social  enactment  can  labour  under — it  is  tyran- 
nical, and  it  is  ineffectual." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman 
who  sat  in  that  House  as  Member  for 
the  coimty  of  Limerick  for  nearly  20 
years,  and  they  could  not  have  stronger 
evidence  against  the  Bill.  He  boHeved 
that  if  the  whole  of  Ireland  was  polled, 
at  least  two- thirds  would  be  against  the 
principle  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  he  had  no  desire 
to  protract  the  discussion  on  this  stage 
of  the  Bill,  when  its  principle  appeared 
on  all  hands  to  be  approved  and  con- 
firmed ;  but  he  wished  to  correct  certain 
statements  which  had  been  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  City 
(Mr.  Brooks),  and  the  Representative  of 
Limerick  County  (Mr.  O'SuUivan).  The 
great  bulk  of  the  Boman  Catholic  priestt^ 
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of  Ireland  wore  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
Daring  his  constant  intercourse  with 
that  body  he  had  never  met  but  one 
Catholic  clergyman  who  was  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure.  The  Ca- 
tholic Archbishop  and  the  Vicar-General 
strongly  approved  of  the  Bill  in  all  its 
details,  and  not  a  single  clergyman  had 
signed  a  Petition  against  its  becoming 
law.  Out  of  2,500  parochial  der^, 
1,224  signed  the  memorial,  without  in- 
cluding those  who  had  affixed  their  sig- 
natures to  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  This  simple  statement  of  facts 
repudiated  the  insinuation  that  the  Ca- 
tholic clergy  of  Dublin  were  opposed  to 
the  passing  of  this  measure.  Then  with 
reference  to  the  meeting  of  the  working 
men  in  Dublin  about  which  they  had 
heard  so  much  as  a  strong  demonstra- 
tion against  the  closing  of  public-houses 
on  Sunday,  it  was  within  his  own  know- 
lodge  that  that  meeting  had  been  called 
by  the  publicans,  and  was  or^nized  by 
the  publicans,  and  was  organized  by  the 
secretary  of  the  Dublin  Lacensed  Vint- 
ners. There  could  not  be  a  greater 
slander  than  to  assert  that  the  working 
classes  of  Ireland  were  opposed  to  this 
Bill.  Every  tittle  of  evidence  that  he 
had  seen  showed  that  they  strongly  sup- 
ported it.  Out  of  the  26  Roman  Cathouc 
Bishops  in  Ireland,  no  less  thfm  21  of 
them  had  come  forward  to  sustain  the 
movement,  which  had  been  originated 
in  Cashel,  where  from  the  time  that  it 
was  started  nothing  but  good  results 
had  accrued.  The  question  of  closing 
public-houses  in  certain  towns  was  not 
at  present  raised  by  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  Whatever  arguments  could  be 
raised  on  that  point  would  be  willingly 
listened  to  at  the  proper  time  by  uie 
supporters  of  the  Bill,  as  they  would 
endeavour  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  whether 
there  should  be  total  or  partial  closing 
in  those  particular  localities.  It  was 
stated  last  Session  by  those  who  opposed 
the  Bill  that  if  time  were  given  for  the 
fuU  consideration  and  discussion  of  its 
provisions  a  re-action  would  set  in  against 
tlio  proposal,  but  none  such  had  taken 
place.  Out  of  the  seven  elections  which 
had  recently  taken  place  the  Sunday 
closing  movement  had  been  made  a  test- 
question,  and  at  six  of  them  the  success- 
ful candidate  had  declared  himself  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  they 
were  then  asked  to  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Meldon 


The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  not  given  any  pledge ; 
but  it  would  astonish  him  mudi  if  he 
recorded  his  vote  with  the  opponents  of 
the  measure. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  con- 
sidered  that  on  both  sides  of  this  question 
there  had  been  great  exaggeration  of 
opinion  and  argument.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  expressed  him* 
self  in  favour  of  the  Bill  if  five  large 
towns  which  he  named  were  exempted 
from  its  operation.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Downing)  considered  that  if  the  Bill 
were  at  aU  necessary,  it  should  be  ap- 
plied to  large  as  well  as  small  towns ; 
because,  if  they  exempted  large  and 
popidous  cities,  they  would  exempt  those 
particular  localities  were  drunkenness 
most  prevailed  and  crime  existed;  and 
if  they  applied  the  Bill  to  rural  districts, 
they  would  apply  it  to  places  where  the 
evidence  showed  it  was  not  so  necessary. 
For  his  own  part  he  should  like  to  see 
legislation  on  this  subject  of  a  tentative 
character.  Let  them  begin  by  trying 
how  the  plan  would  work  of  having  the 
houses  open  from  2  to  4  or  5  o'dock, 
and  diminishing  the  hours  of  liquor 
traffic  on  Sunday  afternoons.  It  was  a 
fallacy  to  say  that  drunkenness  prevailed 
in  Ireland  on  Sundays.  The  evidence 
taken  by  the  Committee  last  ^ear  showed 
that,  so  far  from  its  having  increased,  it 
had  decreased.  The  number  of  con- 
victions had  increased  since  1874,  be- 
cause by  the  Act  passed  in  that  year  a 
record  would  be  made  of  a  case  of 
drunkenness  unattended  with  violence 
or  disorder,  which  before  would  have 
been  dismissed  by  the  magistrate  before 
whom  the  party  was  brought.  If  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  wanted  to  pass  a 
BUI  that  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
Irish  people,  he  must  linut  the  hours  of 
drinkmg  on  Sunday  to  two,  and  also 
shorten  the  hours  on  Saturday  night. 

Mb.  REDMOND  thought  that  the 
cause  could  not  be  a  very  sound  one 
which  had  to  resort  to  the  argument  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  rejected  because  the 
Members  whose  names  were  on  its  back 
were  Sabbatarians.  He  had  no  doubt 
they  were  aU  of  them  in  that  House  more 
or  less  Sabbatarian ;  but  no  doubt  the 
name  was  given  to  persons  who  believed 
it  to  be  wron^  to  indulge  in  any  recrea- 
tion or  employment  on  the  Sunday. 
For  himself  he  had  always  disclaimed 
such  a  belief,  and  at  every  meeting  on 
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tiie  subject  lie  had  attended  he  had  in- 
Tariably  urged  that  rational  opportunities 
of  recreation  should  be  provided  for  the 
people  on  Sunday.  He  fully  intended 
voting  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor),  but 
was  accidentally  absent  when  it  came 
on.  He  thought  the  present  position  of 
the  question  had  been  fairly  described 
by  file  hon.  Member  who  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  (Mr.  Onslow) 
▼ho  said  that  it  would  cause  a  great 
deal  of  clamour  in  Ireland,  which  might 
be  extended  to  England.  Whether  it 
would  be  extended  to  England  or  not  he 
did  not  know  ;  but  he  protested  against 
that  consideration  having  any  weight  in 
relation  to  Ireland  itself.  The  change 
of  opinion  in  Ireland  they  had  been 
tau^t  to  look  forward  to  had  not  been 
pronounced.  He  expressed  himself  very 
much  surprised  at  the  argument  of  the 
hon.Memoer  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
that  the  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland,  who 
supported  the  Bill,  were  bad  judges  of 
the  wants  of  the  people.  No  InshMem- 
ber  would  join  in  that  opinion,  and  the 
truth  was  that  no  men  could  be  better 
judges.  He  hoped  the  BiU  would  be 
allowed  to  pass  its  second  reading,  and 
that  all  objections  to  it  would  be  con- 
aid^ed  in  Committee. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSEY  said,  he 
had  received  a  communication  from  the 
president  of  trades  in  Limerick  stating 
that  resolutions  had  been  passed  against 
the  BiU. 

Mb.  SXJLUVAN  remarked  that  the 
president  referred  to  was  a  publican. 
The  clergy  of  Ireland  were  undoubtedly 
in  iavour  of  Sunday  closing. 

Major  O'GOEMAN  said,  he  desired, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  before 
he  said  the  few  words  he  had  risen  to 
give  utterance  to,  to  make  a  personal 
explanation.  It  had  been  reported  to 
him  by  several  Members  of  that  House 
that  a  great  deal  of  offence  had  been 
taken  by  hon.  Members  in  consequence 
of  words  he  made  use  of  at  a  recent 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Qnardians  of 
the  Waterford  Union.  He  must  say 
that  those  words  had  been  tolerably  cor- 
rectly reported,  and  he  deeply  regretted 
having  made  use  of  them.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
that  House  that  those  words  were  made 
use  of  under  the  greatest  possible  pro- 
Tocadon ;  but  he  £d  not  brin^  forward 
that  provocation  as  a  palliation  of  the 


words  themselves.  He  most  unreservedly 
begged  to  apolo^e  to  every  Member  of 
the  House,  and  to  every  Englishman 
whose  susceptibilities  he  might  have 
wounded,  and  to  throw  himself  on  their 
good  will.  He  begged  that  the  House 
would  receive  that  apology.  With  re- 
spect to  the  question  before  the  House, 
he  had  a  few  words  to  say.  Ho  had  for 
four  years  resisted  this  Bill,  and  he  ap- 
peared there  to  resist  it  again  that  night. 
He  had  simply  to  say  that  if  the  Bill 
passed  there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  three  great  mischiefs  would  be  es- 
tablished in  Ireland,  and  he  warned  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  with  regard  to  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  already  ex- 
pressed himself  as  favourable  to  the 
settlement  of  the  question  at  this  time. 
He  (Major  O'Gorman)  thought  the  time 
was  not  ripe  for  its  settlement ;  and  if  it 
was  settled  now  in  favour  of  the  Sunday 
closers,  he  warned  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  would  be  the  ruin  of 
families  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  tho 
other ;  it  would  be  the  parent  of  iUicit 
distillation,  and  of  very  many  riota 
throughout  the  country.  He  thanked 
the  House  extremely  for  hearing  him. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday, 

HOUSE  OCCUPIERS  DISQUALIFICATION 

EEMOVAL   BILL— [Bill  46.] 

(Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff,  Sir  Charts  Btmell, 

Sir  Charles  Legavd,  Mr,  Onslow,  Mr.  Ryder.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF,  in 
movingthat  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
a  very  simple  one — namely,  to  enable 
the  voters,  especially  of  towns,  to  let 
their  houses  K)r  a  short  period  without 
being  struck  off  the  electoral  register. 
At  present,  if  a  house  was  let  as  a  fur- 
nished house  to  any  person,  even  for  a 
day,  the  original  occupier  of  it  was  dis- 
qualified. That  led  to  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  in  registration,  especially  in 
watering  places,  where  persons  were  in 
the  habit  of  adding  to  their  income  by 
letting  their  houses  for  a  short  period. 
In  the  borough  which  he  represented 
(Christchurch)  the  voters  of  both  parties 


Digitized  by 


Google 


303 


Merchant 


{COMMONS} 


Seamen  Bill. 


304 


were  put  to  considerable  inconyenience 
by  that  state  of  the  law,  and  if  this 
measure  were  passed  it  would  give  great 
relief  to  constituencies  of  that  character. 
If  a  lodging-house  keeper  lived  in  a 
garret  and  let  the  rest  of  his  house  he 
kept  his  vote ;  while  anyone  who  let  his 
whole  house,  even  for  a  short  period,  was 
disqualified.  Two  years  ago,  for  in- 
stance, a  gallant  Admiral  belonging  to 
the  Liberal  Party  living  at  Bournemouth 
had  lent  his  house  to  another  gallant 
Admiral,  and  had  been  put  to  great 
expense  to  come  up  and  defend  his  vote. 
In  Scotland  the  agents  made  an  agree- 
ment on  both  sides  not  to  raise  this  ob- 
jection ;  and  it  wcks  desired  to  extend  the 
Bill  to  Scotland.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would,  at  any  rate,  after  so  many 
years'  attempt  on  his  part  to  pass  it, 
agree  to  the  second  readmg. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5»r  ff.  Drummond  Wolffs) 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds), 
whose  name  was  down  for  opposing  the 
second  reading,  was  not  present,  and  that 
he  did  not  himself  intend  to  oppose  the 
Bill  at  this  stage ;  but  must  reserve  his 
right  with  regard  to  going  into  Gonmiit- 
tee.  The  chief  objections  which  had 
been  urged  by  lumself  and  others 
against  t£e  measure  were  not  directed 
against  its  principle,'  what  he  and  others 
had  argued  from  that  side  was  that  there 
were  manv  other  hardships  of  a  similar 
kind  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  measure  ought  to  be 
more  comprehensive.  However,  it  was 
so  unmistakably  the  opinion  of  the 
House  that  this  particular  hardship 
should  be  dealt  with  separately,  that  he 
should  not  oppose  the  second  reading. 

Sib  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  his 
only  objection  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  this  Bill 
was  that  the  measure  did  not  apply  to 
Scotland,  where  there  was  a  strong  del- 
ing as  to  the  necessity  for  the  proposed 
change.  He  wished  that  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  could  be  extended  to  that 
country.  It  was  very  much  the  practice 
in  Scotland  for  people  at  the  seaside  to 
^o  to  the  Highlands  for  a  few  weeks, 
letting  their  nouses,  and  for  people  in 
the  Highlands  to  come  to  the  seaside- 
there  was  a  sort  of  temporary  exchange 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


of  houses,  and  it  was  very  hard  that  the 
suffrage  should  be  lost. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ex- 
plained  that  the  reason  why  the  Bill  was 
confined  to  England  and  Wales  was  that 
it  sought  to  remove  an  anomaly  under 
the  33rd  Section  of  the  Representation 
of  People  Act,  which  was  confined  to 
England  alone.  He  believed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
intended  to  introduce  a  measure  dealing 
with  Scotland. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 


MERCHANT  SEAMEN  BILL. 
LEAVB.      FIBST  BEADINa. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sm  CHARLES  ADDERLEY,  in 
moving,  in  a  Committee  of  the  Wliole 
House,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
Amend  the  Law  relating  to  Merchant 
Seamen,  said,  this  Bill  had  for  its  object 
to  redeem  pledges  that  were  given  by 
the  Government  last  year  that  they 
would,  as  soon  as  possible,  attempt  to 
deal  with  seamen  in  two  directions. 
They  wished,  in  the  first  place,  to  intro- 
duce seamen,  as  far  as  possible,  into  the 
provisions  of  the  Acts  which  were 
passed  in  the  year  1875 — namely,  the 
Employers  and  Workmen  Act,  and  the 
Conspiracy  and  Protection  of  Property 
Act;  and,  secondly,  to  consolidate  and 
revise  the  laws  relating  to  the  discipline 
of  seamen.  The  principle  of  the  two 
Acts  of  1875  was  that  the  relations  be- 
tween workmen  and  their  employers 
should  be  one  of  contract,  and  that 
breach  of  contract  should  not  be  treated 
criminally.  The  Conspiracy  Act  repealed 
several  Acts  whidi  made  breach  of  con- 
tract criminal.  It  also  relaxed,  to  a 
^at  extent,  the  law  of  indictable  com- 
binations ;  but  it  left  the  breach  of  con- 
tract between  employers  and  workmen 
to  be  dealt  with  criminally  where  the 
offences  were  malicious,  or  wilfully  and 
knowingly  such  as  to  endanger  life. 
The  iSiployers  and  Workmen  Act 
brought  (usputes  between  the  employers 
and  workmen  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  County  Courts,  giving  these  Courts 
better  powers  both  for  adjusting  such 
disputes  and  of  rescinding  contracts  or 
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d  enfoTciiig  their  performance.  In  both 
these  Acts  seamen  were  specially  ex- 
cepted. The  present  Bill  proposed  to 
deal  with  Uiat  exception.  Merely  to  re- 
peal the  exception  would  leave  seamen 
under  the  special  discipline  law  of  sea- 
men; but  this  Bill  proposed  to  place 
ihem  altogether  under  the  operation  of 
these  Acts  until  they  joined  the  ship  and 
began  work.  In  fact,  the  Bill  would 
place  seamen  until  they  were  on  actual 
sea  service  in  the  same  position  as  ordi- 
nary workmen  under  the  operation  of 
these  two  Acts.  It  would  abolish  arrest 
without  warrant  up  to  that  period  under 
any  circumstances.  With  regard  to  the 
second  point  with  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  deal — namely,  the  subject  of 
seamen's  discipline,  it  must  be  manifest 
upon  the  slightest  reflection  to  everybody 
uat  the  relation  between  the  master  of 
ihe  ship  and  his  crew  after  the  voyage 
was  b%an  could  not  be  that  between 
ordinary  employers  and  workmen.  It 
must  be  the  relation  of  military  disci- 
pline. The  master  of  a  ship  on  a  voyage 
was  req^nsible  for  the  ship,  the  cargo, 
and  the  lives  of  all  on  board.  If  an 
officer  in  command  of  troops,  upon  his 
troops  refusing  to  obey  him,  was  obliged 
to  get  a  writ  of  summons  for  the  appear- 
ance of  his  men  before  the  nearest  Civil 
Court  on  a  charge  of  breach  of  contract, 
one  could  easily  see  how  little  possibility 
there  would  be  of  conmianding  troops 
upon  such  terms.  Precisely  .i|i  the  same 
way  the  master  of  a  ship,  who  had  the 
whole  responsibility  for  the  lives  of  those 
on  board,  must  have  arbitrary  authority 
to  deal  with  any  cases  of  emergency  on 
a  voyage.  He  must  have  the  widest 
discretion.  The  exercise  of  his  power 
was  necessarily  unUmited,  except  in  so 
far  as  he  was  restrained  by  the  lia- 
bility to  an  action  being  brought  against 
him  far  using  it  in  an  unjustifiable 
manner.  The  master  of  a  ship  on 
its  voyage  most  have  unlimited  autho- 
lity,  and  that  was  really  no  more  than 
waa  absolutely  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  lives  and  property  entrusted  to 
him.  He  believed,  indeed,  that  so 
&r  horn  being  relaxed,  the  present  re- 
golations  of  discipline  at  sea  ought  in 
some  reraects  to  be  made  more  strin- 
gent; and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
coisolidate  and  amend  the  laws  of  dis- 
cipline relating  to  seamen.  The  Boyal 
OoBunission  on  Unseaworthy  Ships,  two 
or  three  years  ago,  reported  that  the 


evidence  brought  before  them  clearly 
showed  that  the  masters  of  ships  in  the 
merchant  service  of  this  country  actually 
had  not  sufficient  control  over  their 
crews  for  the  safety  of  those  under  their 
charge,  and  that  sailors  could  be  guilty 
with  impunity  of  the  grossest  dere- 
liction of  duty,  directly  tending  to  the 
loss  of  life.  On  this  point  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  amend  and  consolidate  the  law. 
He  thought  it  necessary,  so  far,  also,  to 
maintain  the  power  of  arrest  without 
warrant,  otherwise  a  ship  having  put 
into  a  port  of  call,  or  by  distress, 
might  lose  half  her  crew  by  men  with 
advance  notes  in  their  pockets  taking 
the  opportunity  to  desert,  repeat  their 
fraud,  and  compel  the  ship  to  pro- 
ceed on  her  voyage  without  a  suffi- 
cient crew.  The  Bill,  however,  pro- 
posed to  give  a  power  of  rescinding  the 
contract  between  master  and  seamen 
after  the  voyage  began,  the  same  as  the 
Employers  and  Workmen  Act  conferred 
upon  master  and  man  on  shore.  In 
considering  this  subject,  it  was  necessary 
to  bear  in  mind  that  the  relation  be- 
tween masters  and  men  in  the  merchant 
service  was  altogether  one  of  special 
legislation,  regulation,  and  protection,  as 
well  as  of  special  discipline.  The  sea- 
man's own  safety,  health,  provisions, 
wages,  discharge,  care  abroad,  and  the 
very  process  of  his  contract,  were  all 
subjects  of  legal  enactment,  and  there 
was  nothing  more  special  in  the  terms 
of  the  discipline  imaer  which  he  served. 
Such  an  artificial  scheme  of  legislative 
protection  had  been  considered  by  Par- 
liament necessary  by  the  special  nature 
of  his  employment.  The  Bill  was  in 
strict  accordance  with  maritime  law  and 
with  the  usages  of  maritime  nations. 
Penalties  for  absconding  with  advanced 
wages,  and  for  the  broaching  of  cargo, 
were  added  in  the  Bill  to  tne  existing 
law.  The  latter  of  these  offences  had 
become  of  late  specially  dangerous  to 
the  safety  of  the  ship  and  the  lives  of 
the  crew.  There  was  also  a  clause  of 
great  importance  relating  to  the  pay- 
ment of  wages,  dealing  with  the  time 
they  become  due,  which  was  at  present 
a  matter  of  some  uncertainty,  and  with 
the  mode  of  paying,  enabling  the  dis- 
charged seaman  to  get  home  as  quickly 
as  possible,  and  not  hang  about  the 
scenes  of  temptation  at  his  port  of  dis- 
charge. By  Olause  26  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  strengthen  the  law  with  respect 
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to  crimping.  The  clause  was  introduced 
at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Boyer  and 
others,  and  by  making  the  penalty 
severe  against  crimps  boarding  vessels, 
not  only  arriving,  but  arrived,  would,  it 
was  hoped,  put  down  an  evil  which  ex- 
isted to  a  great  extent  at  most  of  our 
ports.  The  greater  part  of  this  Bill  was 
also  in  the  Bill  of  1875,  and  many  of  the 
clauses  were  amply  discussed  in  this 
House,  and  passed  through  Committee, 
and  therefore  came  with  a  certain 
amount  of  previous  sanction  alreadv 
established  in  their  favour.  In  the  Bill 
of  1876  the  discipline  clauses  were  not 
introduced,  as  from  their  experience  of 
the  previous  Session  they  thought  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  would  be  sufficient  to 
occupy  all  the  time  available.  He  had, 
however,  now  redeemed  a  promise  he 
made  to  the  House  last  Session  by  laying 
this  Bill  on  the  Table  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment  of  the  Session,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  favour- 
ably take  it  into  discussion. 

Movedy  *'That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Mercmmt 
Seamen." 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  wished  at 
once  to  state  to  the  House  his  conviction 
that  the  alterations  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  make  in  the  law 
affecting  merchant  seamen  were  not  only 
of  a  very  important,  but  of  a  very  serious 
character.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
had  proceeded  on  an  assumption,  alto- 
gether erroneous,  that  the  conditions 
of  the  servitude  of  seamen  and  of 
workmen  on  shore,  and  following  an 
ordinary  occupation  on  the  land,  were 
similar.  Instead  of  the  conditions  of 
servitude  of  seamen  and  of  workmen 
upon  land  being  similar,  any  intelli- 
gent man  must  at  once  feel  that  the 
relations  between  the  two  services  were 
anything  but  parallel.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  said  the  Bill  would  abolish 
the  right  of  arrest  and  criminal  pro- 
secution of  a  seaman  evading  an  agree- 
ment solemnly  entered  into  with  the 
master  of  a  ship  at  the  shipping  office, 
to  attend  on  a  certain  oay  and  be 
ready  to  perform  his  duties  in  a  par- 
ticular ship  as  a  sailor.  He  wished  to 
point  out  the  great  hardship  there  would 
be  in  relaxing  the  conditions  that  were 
now  enforced  in  that  respect.  The  ship- 
owner might  have  a  fine  vessel  ready 
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to  sail  on  a  certain  day ;  he  might  have 
a  full  crew  engaged;  but  at  the  last 
moment  the  ship  might  be  detained  by 
half-a-dozen  loafing,  idle  fellows,  stand- 
ing, perhaps,  at  the  dock-side,  who, 
when  the  ship  was  ready  to  move  away, 
at  the  instigation  of  some  evil-minded 
person,  instead  of  performing;  their  duty 
refused  to  go  on  board.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, the  ship  would  be  under- 
manned, and  the  captain  dared  not  leave 
the  port,  and  the  merchant,  passengers, 
and  shipowner  interested  in  the  vessel 
would  be  exposed  to  serious  loss  and  in- 
convenience, without  any  practical  re- 
medy whatever.  There  was  a  still  fur- 
ther point.  Absolute  danger  of  loss  of 
life  and  valuable  property  would  ensue 
if  the  change  contemplated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  carried  out.  What 
was  the  case  now  ?  It  frequently  hap- 
pened in  the  port  of  London  that  sailors 
failed  to  carry,  out  their  agreement, 
and  a  ship  dropped  down  the  river  to 
Gravesend  short  of  hands.  The  captain 
was,  consequently,  compelled  to  pick  up 
long-shore  men  where  he  could,  in  order 
to  make  up  the  number  of  the  crew — a 
fact  which  could  not  tend  to  improve 
the  service.  At  other  ports  many  ships 
went  to  sea  short  of  hands,  which  would 
have  been  fully  manned  if  the  contracts 
originally  entered  into  were  carried  out. 
And  the  necessary  consequence  of  relax- 
ing the  existing  law  would  be  greatly  to 
increase  the  number  of  these  delinquen- 
cies. With  regard  to  the  disciplinary 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  was  not  aware 
that  a  single  shipowner  had  asked  for 
them.  On  the  contrary,  when  the  ques- 
tion was  under  discussion  a  couple  of 
years  ago,  shipowner  after  shipowner  rose 
and  said — **  We  do  not  care  to  have  these 
excessive  penal  powers  over  the  seamen. 
In  fact,  we  have  too  many  penal  laws  at 
the  present  moment.*'  He  had  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  spared  the  House  the  necessity  of 
re-opening  shipping  questions.  He 
felt  that  he  had  no  right  to  enter  into 
the  subject  at  any  length  at  the  present 
moment;  but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  prepared  to  give 
the  House  an  assurance  on  a  matter  of 
such  importance,  that  he  was  willing  to 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  All 
he  (Mr.  Norwood)  would  do  now  was  to 
content  himself  by  stating  that  the  pro- 
posed alterations  in  the  law  were  of  a 
very  serious  character  indeed,  and  he 
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vas  afraid  thej  would  lead  to  consider- 
able discussion  and  oppositioH.  'He  be- 
Hered  ihere  was  no  desire  on  the  part 
olthe  sliipowners  to  press  unduly  upon 
the  seamen,  and  no  wish  for  the  enact- 
ment of  additional  penal  powers;  but 
he  thought  there  would  be  a  strong 
opinion  that  the  important  distinctions 
which  existed  between  servitude  on  land 
and  at  sea  ought  not  to  be  entirely  got 
rid  of,  and  that  it  was  absurd  to  place 
the  sailor  under  the  same  law  of  con- 
tract as  was  reasonable  with  landsmen. 

Mb.  GK)BST  said,  he  did  iiot  intend 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House  from  the  opposite 
side  into  any  discussion  at  this  stage  of 
&e  Bill  into  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
He  thought  that  most  of  the  points 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
would  be  more  easily  and  more  usefully 
discussed  when  the  House  went  into 
Gommittee,  and  they  had  the  provisions 
of  tiie  measure  regularly  before  them. 
He  merely  rose  now  for  the  purpose  of 
congratulating  the  Government  upon 
having  at  last  redeemed  their  pledges, 
and  placed  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
It  was  not  last  year  that  those  pledges 
WOTe  given,  but  the  year  before  last, 
and  it  was  last  year  that  the  House  en- 
deavoured to  induce  the  Government  to 
redeem  the  pledges  they  had  given. 
Bat  daring  tne  whole  of  last  Session, 
notwithstanding  the  pressure  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Government,  the  Bi&  was 
not  allowed  to  see  the  light.  He  dif- 
fer from  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  in 
the  belief  that  the  scope  of  the  measure, 
80  £Eur  as  he  was  able  to  form  an  opinion 
vpon  it  from  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Ckntleman,  was  very  large.  He 
had  understood  the  pledge  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  be  that  they  would  extend 
to  seamen  the  principles  of  the  two  Acts 
relating  to  labourers  on  land  which 
were  passed  in  the  year  1875.  But,  so 
forashe  was  able  to  gather  from  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  principles  of  those  Acts  were  only 
to  be  extended  to  seamen  for  the  shortest 
possible  time — ^namely,  the  time  between 
the  making  of  the  engagement  and  the 
time  of  ioining  the  smp.  Just  for  that 
short  tune  seamen  were  to  have  the 
benefit  of  the  principles  laid  down  in  the 
Masters'  and  Servants'  Act.  The  mo- 
ment they  joined  the  ship,  the  principles 
of  tiiat  Act  would  cease  to  apply  to  them, 
and  they  would  come  xmaer  a  special 


maritime  code.  He  hoped  it  was  not 
too  late  to  induce  the  Government  to 
alter  the  principles  of  their  Bill  in  this 
respect.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 
be  a  far  better  fulfilment  of  the  pledges 
they  had  given,  and  would  make  their 
Bill  a  better  measure,  if  they  would 
boldly  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
Masters'  and  Servants'  Act  altogether  to 
seamen.  A  great  many  of  the  provi- 
sions of  that  Act  might  be  made  to  apply 
to  seamen  when  at  sea,  just  as  well  as 
when  on  shore,  and  especially  those  re- 
lating to  contract,  and  a  considerable 
number  of  those  relating  to  the  treat- 
ment and  position  of  apprentices.  The 
question  of  apprentices,  and  especially 
in  the  fishing  trade,  was  one  of  the 
questions  which  would  have  to  be  consi- 
dered by  that  House,  and  it  was  one 
which  had  had  a  great  efiPect  in  bring- 
ing forward  the  demand  for  the  mea- 
sure. Everyone  admitted  that  when  a 
sailor  was  at  sea  he  must  be  subject  to 
special  maritime  rules,  and  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  not  so  much  an  alte- 
ration of  the  law  in  regard  to  discipline 
that  was  required  as  that  there  should 
be  greater  skill  and  efficiency  in  putting 
the  law  into  force.  Whatever  special 
regulations  might  be  necessary  at  sea 
ought  to  be  embodied  in  a  special  code 
of  maritime  law  applicable  to  seamen 
when  at  sea ;  and  during  the  time  they 
were  on  shore,  and  during  the  whole 
time  of  their  engagement,  when  not  ac- 
tually performing  8ie  duties  of  seamen, 
they  ought  to  be  subject  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Masters'  and  Servants'  Act. 
He  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  further,  because  these  were  mat- 
ters which  could  only  be  discussed  at 
length  when  the  provisions  of  the  BiU 
were  fairly  before  them;  but  he  had 
thought  that  he  could  not  allow  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  HiiU 
to  remain  unanswered,  because  he  be- 
lieved the  hon.  Gentleman  was  alarming 
the  House  unnecessarily.  The  measure 
washy  no  means  so  large  in  its  extent  and 
scope  as  the  hon.  Gendeman  supposed  it 
to  be,  and  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  no  doubt 
that  when  it  came  to  be  printed  it  would 
prove  to  be  a  very  harmless  and  inno- 
cent measure. 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  remarked  that 
until  the  House  saw  the  Bill  itself,  it 
would  be  extremely  difficult  to  criticize 
its  details.  It  might,  however,  be  di- 
vided into  two  parts.    The  first  part 
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dealt  with  the  question  of  engagement — 
the  engagement  which  a  man  entered 
into  when  he  signed  his  contract,  and 
they  heard  a  great  deal  as  to  this  being 
a  penal  contract.  It  was  a  simple  con- 
tract between  an  employer  and  a  work- 
man, which  the  latter  entered  into  with 
his  eyes  perfectly  open.  It  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Smith)  that  the  tendency  of 
the  measure  was  not  so  much  in  the  di- 
rection of  freedom  of  contract  as  in  the 
direction  of  freedom  of  breach  of  con- 
tract. He  saw  great  force  in  the  re- 
marks of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hull  upon  this  matter,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  very  dangerous  and  awkward 
complications  might  arise  hereafter  if 
the  bill  was  passed  as  shadowed  forth 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  because  he  was  aware 
that  there  was  a  feeling  in  favour  of 
carrying  this  view  considerably  further, 
and  he  was  willing  to  accept  the  propo- 
sitions of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  as  a 
compromise.  He  should,  however,  ask 
for  one  condition — namely,  that  having 
given  freedom  of  breach  of  contract  to 
the  sailor,  the  right  hon.  .Oentleman 
shoidd  give  freedom  of  breach  of  con- 
tract to  the  employer.  If  the  seaman 
was  to  have  immunity  from  the  conse- 
quences of  a  breach  of  contract,  they 
must  allow  the  employer  to  have  full 
liberty  to  make  his  contract  as  he  liked, 
and  he  should  not  be  compelled  to  go 
before  a  Oovemment  officer  to  make  a 
contract  under  Oovemment  inspection 
when  the  seaman  was  able  to  break  it 
subject  only  to  a  money  penalty.  He 
thouffht  that  was  a  matter  in  which 
equal  justice  should  be  done  to  both 
parties.  As  to  increasing  the  penalties 
upon  seamen,  he  would  only  re-echo  the 
view  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  that  it  was  unnecessary.  The  cap- 
tains of  all  good  merchant  ships  comd 
manage  their  discipline  very  well  when 
at  sea.  They  did  not  want  increased 
discipline,  or  anythinc^  that  would  create 
or  increase  a  je^dous  deling  between  the 
employer  and  the  einployed,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  persevere  with  this  part  of  his  Bill. 
There  was,  however,  one  thing  which  he 
wished  strongly  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  and  it  was  this — that 
the  seamen  in  the  United  Kingdom — 
and  he  had  a  good  many  of  them  among 
his    constituents  —  were    a    travelling 

Mr.  T.  £,  Smith 


people,  and  that  many  of  them  were 
constantly  from  home.  They  were  a 
set  of  people  nine-tenths  of  whom  were 
away  from  home  at  any  given  moment, 
and  therefore  it  was  impossible  to  obtain 
any  concerted  action  among  them.  Un- 
der these  oiroumstances,  and  as  he  be- 
lieved there  would  be  a  general  concur- 
rence of  opinion  against  the  propriety  of 
increasing  the  stringency  of  the  penal 
laws,  he  hoped,  upon  consideration,  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  admit  the 
importance  of  acceding  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull,  thai  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, so  that  they  might  afiPord  some 
opportunity  of  eliciting  me  views  of  sea- 
faring people.  If  they  were  only  to 
discuss  the  details  of  the  measure  in  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  he  was 
afraid  they  might  run  into  a  course  of 
legislation  that  might  be  dangerous,  and 
that  might  lead  to  serious  consequences. 
As  the  seamen  had  no  means  of  express- 
ing their  views  in  any  other  way,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  call  upon  some  members  of 
their  body  to  give  evidence,  so  that  the 
House  might  hear  what  the  real  opinion 
of  the  sailors  was  upon  the  subject.  He 
therefore  pressed  upon  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  most  earnestly  the  necessity 
of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. In  the  meantime,  he  would  assure 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that  in  the 
remarks  he  had  made  he  had  not  the 
least  wish  to  oppose  the  Bill.  He 
thought  the  law  as  to  brecich  of  con- 
tract was  fairly  drawn  at  the  present 
moment,  and  that  it  gave  every  satisfac- 
tion both  to  the  shipowner  and  to  the 
seaman.  He  certainly  hoped  that  the 
whole  matter  would  be  thoroughly  in- 
vestigated by  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  OOUELEY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
see  the  long-promised  measure  for  deal- 
ing with  the  laws  afiPecting  the  merchant 
service  introduced  at  last.  He  saw  no 
reason  why  the  penal  laws  should  be  in 
the  slightest  degree  increased.  He  had 
constantly  had  seamen  brought  before 
him  on  cases  of  desertion,  and  he  had 
generally  found  the  existing  laws  so 
severe  that  he  had  on  more  than  one 
occasion  dismissed  the  men  without  any 
punishment.  He  was  satisfied,  therefore, 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  this 
respect  would  not  be  satiafSactory  to  the 
generality  of  seamen.    So  far  as  the 
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qoflstaon  of  discipline  was  oonoemed,  it 
was  TS^  difficult  to  sugg^est  how  far 
tliey  coiud  go  satisfactorily  in  the  direc- 
tion  of  amending  the  existing  law.  His 
own  experience  and  view  was  that  they 
did  not  want  any  increase  of  discipline. 
Ihe  shipowners  had  quite  enough  power 
orer  the  seamen  already,  and  if  the 
Legialatare  increased  the  power,  the 
onfy  result  would  be  that  vobj  would 
iicroase  the  barbarous  and  mhuman 
treatment  of  the  men.  Their  legislation 
ought  to  be  of  such  a  character  as  to 
indace  the  masters  of  vessels  to  treat 
their  seamen  in  a  more  humane  manner. 
One  part  of  the  question  which  was  very 
impcotant,  and  which  he  hoped  would 
be  ^roughly  dealt  with,  was  that  of 
eomping.  He  had  no  doubt  that  a  great 
many  of  the  desertions,  in  conneotion 
with  the  merchant  shipping,  arose  from 
the  existence  of  the  crimping  system.  It 
was  frequently  found  that  the  men,  after 
tiiey  had  aimed  articles,  were  taken 
possession  of  by  the  crimps  in  the  sea- 
ports, deprived  of  the  money  they  had 
received  on  their  discharge,  furnished 
with  advance  notes,  and  when  they  ought 
to  join  their  ship  thev  were  in  a  state  of 
inebriation  and  unable  to  do  so.  He 
thought  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  sha- 
dowS  forth  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  this  part  of  the  question  miffht 
be  improved.  Until  thev  had  tiie  full 
details  of  the  measure  before  them  it 
would  be  impossible  to  discuss  them 
aatisfinetorily.  So  for  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  only  given  mem  the 
principles  of  theBlQ  without  enterineinto 
ran  detafls  of  all  that  he  proposed.  It 
was,  therefore,  quite  impossible  to  criticize 
tlra  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they  ought 
to  be  criticized ;  and,  imder  these  circum- 
stances, he  ventured  to  support  the  sug- 
gestion, of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  Norwood)  that  the  measure,  before 
oeing  proceeded  with  fMher,  should  be 
tefened  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Ka.  D.  JENEINS  said,  his  experience 
c^the  seamen  who  were  in  the  nabit  of 
refraining  from  joining^  their  ships  was 
that  they  were  generally  worthless  when 
they  did  join.  He  thought  the  present 
Mudties  were  quite  sufficient.  It  might 
De  relied  upon  that  when  they  found  a 
crew  in  a  state  of  bad  discipline  the 
fuilt  was  not  entirely  on  the  part  of  the 
crew ;  either  the  ship  was  defective  or 
the  men  were  not  properly  treated. 
Wheare  a  8hq>  was  well  managed  and 


well  fitted  out  they  seldom  found  any 
cases  of  breach  of  discipline.  He  agreed 
with  the  opinion  alreamr  expressed  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  re&rred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  thought  a  great  deal  of 
advantage  would  be  obtained  from  such 
a  reference,  and  the  BiU  would  be  made 
a  much  better  measure  than  it  could  be 
otherwise. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  was  sure 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  wiSi  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place.  At  the  same  time,  of  course, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  discuss  a  Bill 
until  the  measure  itself  and  its  provisions 
were  fully  before  the  House.  For  in- 
stance, his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gorst)  would  find,  when  he  came  to  see 
the  Bill,  that  it  did  contain  a  clause  for 
rescinding  contracts,  which  it  was  hoped 
would  be  of  use  in  a  matter  now  much 
brought  before  the  countiy — the  cases  of 
breach  of  discipline  by  fishing  lads  at 
Grimsby  and  at  Hull.  Although  there 
were  clauses  which  increased  some  penal- 
ties, there  were  also  clauses  which 
reduced  certain  other  penalties.  There 
was  a  power  to  infiict  forfeiture  of  wages 
as  an  alternative  for  imprisonment,  and 
a  clause  to  permit  the  cancellation  of  en- 
tries in  thelog  against  a  sailor.  It  was 
hardly  necessarv  to  refer  more  in  detail 
to  these  provisions  now  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  see  them  for  themselves  when 
the  Bill  came  before  them..  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  had 
pointed  out  that  the  Bill  contained  de- 
tails of  a  most  difficult  character.  The 
Government  were  well  aware  of  that ; 
but  they  had  considered  the  matter  very 
carefully  and  were  quite  prepared  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  in  order 
that  there  might  be  a  close  examination 
of  all  these  details ;  but,  on  their  part, 
they  thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  case  to  try  and 
assist  them  in  obtaining  a  settlement 
before  a  Select  Committee  as  soon  as 
possible,  in  order  that  the  Bill  might 
be  proceeded  with  during  the  present 
Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Charlbs  Addbrlby  and  Mr. 
Edward  Stanhopb. 

BUipresented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 
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STAlTDINa  0BDEB6. 

Select  OoxnxniUee  on  Standing  Orders  ftofnt- 
nated : — Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Brubn,  Sir  Edwabo 
CoLBBROOKB,  Mr.  CuBiTT,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr. 
Thomson  Hanket,  Mr.  Howard,  ^ir  Graham 
Montgomery,  The  O' Conor  Don,  Mr.  Rodwbll, 
and  Mr.  Whitbrbad. 


SBLEOnON. 

Committee  of  Selection  nominated :  —  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr.  Thomson  ELankby, 
Sir  Graham  'Montgomery,  The  O* Conor  Don, 
and  Mr.  Whitbrbad. 


BRBAOH    OF    PBOHISE  OF  MABRIAGB   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbbschbix,  Bill  to  abolish 
the  action  of  Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  HbrscheIl, 
Mr.  KoDWBLL,  and  Mr.  Ryder. 

Wlpresentedy  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 


T.mnT.  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hutchinson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  of  Libel,  ordwed  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Hutchinson,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cowbn, 
Mr.  Puleston,  Mr.  Morley,  Mr.  Waddy,  Mr. 
Edward  Jenkins,  and  Colonel  Gourley. 

Wlpresentedt  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 


LICENSINa  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resohedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Licensing  Laws. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Stavbley  Hill,  Mr.  Mun- 
DBLLA,  and  Wr.  Heath. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

LANDED  ESTATES  0OX7BT  (IBELAND)  LEASES 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  French,  Bill  to  enable 
Judges  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court,  Ireland, 
to  grant  leases  to  tenants  on  Estates  sold  in 
their  Court,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
French,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  O'Bbilly,  and  Mr. 
Richard  Power. 

BUlpreaented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 


POLITICAL  PBISONEES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Bill  to 
make  better  provision  for  the  treatment  of  per- 
sons convicted  under  the  Troason-Felony  Act, 
and  of  aU  persons  imprisoned  for  political 
offences,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power,  Sir  Wilprid  Lawson,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowbn,  and  Mr.  O'Donnbll. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 


VOLUNTEEB  C0EP8   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Clbry,  Bill  to  authoriae 
the  enrolment  of  Volunteer  Corps  in  Ireland, 
established  on  the  principle  aud  subject  to  the 
regulations  controlling  the'  various  Corps  now 
in  existence  throughout  Great  Britain  and  the 
Colonies,  ordered  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Clbry. 
Major  Nolan,  Lord  Francis  Conynoham,  and 
Mai  or  O'Beirne. 

iUip^eented,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

House  adjourned  at  Twelve  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

Tuesday/,  22nd  January,  1878. 

QUEEN'S   SPEECH— HEE   MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  LOED  STEWAED  (The  Earl 
Bbauchamp)  reported  Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lords, 

I  HAVE  received  with  much  satisfaction  yonr 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address. 

Your  assurance  that  the  measures  which  wiU 
be  submitted  to  you  will  receive  your  earnest 
consideration  affords  Me  sincere  gratification; 
and  you  may  rely  with  confidence  on  My  cordial 
oo-operation  in  every  effort  to  improve  the  wel- 
fare and  security  of  My  People. 

METROPOLIS— HYDE  PARK  CORNER. 
QUESTION. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  that  early 
last  Session  he  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  very  inconvenient  confluence 
of  vehicles  at  Hyde  Park  Corner  diiring 
the  London  season.  At  the  same  time, 
he  suggested  a  plan  by  which  at  a  small 
expense  the  inconvenience  might  be 
obviated  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 
The  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Gh> 
vemment  said,  in  reply,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  under  their  consideration  a 
plan  for  effecting  the  required  improve- 
ment, and  he  did  not  thmk  it  advisable 
that  a  partial  scheme,  which  at  best 
would  only  serve  for  a  short  time,  and 
the  remedial  effect  of  Which  would  be 
infinitesimally  small,  should  be  adopted. 
Although  he  (Earl  Fortescue)  did  not 
intend  on  the  present  occasion  to  sug- 
gest imy  remedy,  yet  he  continued  to 
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think  that  what  lie  had  ventured  to  pro- 
pose would  have  much  diminished  the 
moouTenience.  Notwithstanding  the  ad- 
mirable efforts  of  the  police,  the  con- 
fiiakm  at  Hyde  Park  Comer  was  such 
IS  would  be  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized 
e^ital,  and  especially  so  to  Ihat  capital 
which  was  the  most  pojpulous  and  the 
ndiest  in  the  world.  He  had  to  repeat 
thfi  Question  he  put  last  year.  He 
wished  to  know  m>m  Her  Majesty's 
Govomment,  Whether  there  were  to  be 
any  steps  taken  to  diminish  the  very 
ineenvenient  confluence  of  vehicles  at 
Hyde  Park  Comer  during  the  London 
season;  and,  if  so,  when  it  was  proposed 
to  commence  the  requisite  works  ? 

The  Dukb  of  EICHMOND  and 
GORDON,  in  reply,  said,  that  he  could 
only  repeat  the  answer  given  last  Session 
by  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Qoremment.  He  quite  admitted  the 
existenoe  of  the  evil  complained  of,  and 
theie  was  in  the  Office  of  Works  a  plan 
ibr  remedying  it ;  but  the  cost  of  the 
purchase  of  the  pronerty  necessary  in 
Older  to  carry  out  mat  plan  properly 
woold  cost  so  large  a  sum  of  money  that 
at  the  present  time  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
▼emment  were  not  prepared  to  recom- 
mend Parliament  to  take  any  steps  in 
that  direction. 

House  adioomed  at  half  i»ast  Five 

o  clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

hall  past  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
TSmday,  22nd  Januarff,  1878. 

MOfUTEai— SiLECfT  CoMMnTBB— East  India 
(Pi^jHc  Works),  appointed ;  PubKc  Petitions, 
tppoint€d  and  nominated;  Kitchen  and  Re- 
freihment  Booms  (House  of  Commons),  op- 
fmnted  and  nominated. 

Ptblic  Bills — Ordered — Criminal  Appeals  •. 

5»Mtff  Beading — Parliamentary  Elections  (Me- 
tropolis) *  [14] ;  Parliamentary  Franchise 
(IrelMid)*[77]. 

QUESTIONS  . 


THE  1)00  TAX— USELESS  DOGS. 
QUESTION. 

8iB  OEOBGE  DOUGLAS  asked  Mr. 
Ohaafellor  of  the  Ezohe^eri  Whether 


he  is  prepared  to  propose  any  means  by 
which  the  public  may  be  protected  from 
a  recurrence  of  the  injuries  to  person 
and  property  to  which  they  have  been 
so  much  exposed  in  consequence  of  the 
great  increase  in  the  number  of  useless 
dogs  throughout  the  Country  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  will  under- 
stand that  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
protection  of  the  public  from  injury  to 
property  and  person,  except  in  so  far  as 
it  might  be  connected  with  the  levying  of 
the  dog  tax.  I  have  no  doubt,  however, 
from  mformation  I  have  received,  that 
the  dog  tax  is  not  of  as  restrictive  a 
nature  as  it  ought  to  be ;  and  I  am  now 
in  communication  with  the  Board  of 
Inland  Bevenue  for  the  purpose  of  tak- 
ing further  measures  for  effecting  that 
object.  I  hope  that  those  measures  may 
be  effective,  but  I  am  not  at  the  present 
moment  in  a  position  to  give  any  further 
details. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  AMERICAN  MAIL 
SERVICE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  be  the  fact 
that  on  Uie  26th  September  1876,  he 
issued  a  Circidar  announcing  the  aban- 
donment of  monopoly  in  the  Ameri- 
can Mail  Service,  that  thereafter  only 
monthly  arrangements  would  be  entered 
into,  based  on  efficiency  of  service,  and 
that  the  payments  woidd  be  equivalent 
to  the  rates  paid  by  the  American  Oo- 
vemment,  viz.,  2«.  4rf.  per  pound  for 
letters,   and  2d.  per  pound  for  news- 

Sapers;  whether  it  be  the  fact  that 
uring  the  Becess  the  monopoly  has 
been  re-established,  excluding  some  of 
the  Companies  which  had  been  doing 
the  service  at  these  rates,  and  paying 
the  favoured  Companies  4«.  per  pound 
for  letters,  and  Ad,  per  pound  for  news- 
papers, or  nearly  double  the  rates  re- 
cently paid  by  us,  and  still  paid  by  tiie 
American  Oovemment,  for  a  service 
without  monopoly ;  and,  if  he  will  state 
his  reasons  for  taking  what  seems  to 
be  a  retrograde  step,  how  long  the  new 
monopoly  is  to  last,  and  whether  the 
contract  is  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  for 
confirmation  by  the  House  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS :  Sir,  it  is 
a  fact  that  in  September  1876  the  Cir- 
cular as  mentioned  was  issued,  and  that 
arrangements  were  made  for  carrying 
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letters  at  the  rate  of  2«.  per  lb.,  and 
newspapers  at  the  rate  of  4d,  It  is  also 
the  fact  that  since  then,  during  the  Be- 
cess,  a  new  agreement  has  been  made 
with  the  Cunard,  Inman,  and  White 
Star  Lines,  that  they  shall  be  paid  at  the 
rate  of  4«.  per  lb.  for  letters  and  4d.  per 
lb.  for  newspapers.  The  alteration  was 
rendered  necessary  by  the  owners  of  the 
fast  vessels  declining  any  longer  to  pro- 
vide the  service  required ;  and  the  mails, 
therefore,  had  to  be  sent  by  the  slower 
vessels  or  a  change  made.  The  arrange- 
ment is  for  1 2  months  certain,  terminable 
at  six  months'  notice,  and  therefore  there 
is  no  contract  which  must  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  for  confirmation  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  As  the  answer  is 
unsatisfactory  I  give  Notice  that  I  shall 
bring  the  subject  before  the  House. 

PARLIAMENT— THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTIONS. 

The  O'OONOR  DON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  could  state  whether  it  was  intended 
that  the  Motion  for  Thursday  relating  to 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  to  take 
precedence  over  the  other  Orders  of  the 
bay? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHEr 
QUEE :  Yes ;  I  propose  to  give  Notice 
that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
imtil  after  that  matter  has  been  disposed 
of,  in  order  that  it  may  be  brought  on 
with  all  possible  speed. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
would  add  to  his  Motion  for  a  Committee 
on  the  Business  of  the  House,  so  that  it 
should  include  his  (Mr.  Mowbray's) 
Motion  on  the  12.30  rule? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  he  would  com- 
municate with  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  advis- 
able. 


POST    OFFICE —TELEGRAPHIC     COM- 

MUNICATION  WITH  BELMULLET. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BROWNE  asked  the  Postmaster- 
General,  If  there  is  any  prospect  of 
telegraphic  communication  being  ex- 
tended to  Belmullet,  county  Mayo  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  beg  to 
inform  the  hon.  Qentlemanthatnegotia- 

Lord  John  Manners 


tions  have  been  opened  with  a  view  to 
provide  this  .communication,  but  the 
propositions  which  have  been  made  have 
not  up  to  the  present  been  accepted. 

INDIA— KHELAT— OCCUPATION  OF 
QUETTA.— QUESTION. 

Me.  O'REILLY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What 
troops  are  stationed  at  Quetta;  what 
buildings  or  entrenchments  they  occupy  ; 
whether  it  is  intended  to  occupy  mat 
station  permanently ;  and,  if  not,  when 
it  is  proposed  to  withdraw  the  force  now 
stationed  there  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
according  to  the  last  Return,  the  total 
number  of  troops  then  at  Quetta  was 
1,362 ;  but  this  includes  a  special  escort 
of  Major  Sandeman,  which  was  to  have 
accompanied  him  on  a  mission  to  settle 
a  boundary  dispute  at  the  other  end  of 
Beloochistan.  The  mission  being  post- 
poned for  three  months,  the  escort  is 
waiting  at  Quetta.  The  troops  occupy 
an  old  native  fort  and  temporary  bar- 
racks. In  reply  to  the  last  two  parts  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am 
sure  he  will  excuse  me  if  I  refer  him  to 
my  speech  of  last  Session,  in  which  I 
stated  at  some  length  the  reasons  for  the 
occupation  of  Quetta,  at  the  Elhan  of 
Khelat's  request,  by  British  troops.  I 
have  nothing  now  to  add  to  that  state- 
ment. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— TERMS  OP 
PEACE— DESPATCH  OF  EARL  OP 
DERBY,  DEC.  26,  1877.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  askedMr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the 
Despatch  from  Lord  Derby  toMr.Layard 
of  the  25th  December,  1877  (No.  7  of 
Papers,  Turkey,  No.  2, 1878),  instructing 
him  to  bear  in  mind  a  oommimioation 
made  by  him  to  the  Sultan  in  July  1877, 
Whether  there  will  be  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  table  Papers  on  this  sub- 
ject; and,  whether,  when  or  soon  be- 
fore Her  Majesty's  Government  thus 
**  soimded  "  the  Porte  in  July,  1877,  as 
to  ^'possible  terms  of  peace,"  and 
promised  that  their  good  offices  should 
be  exerted  to  secure  for  Turkey  the  most 
fayourable  terms  possible,  any  Com- 
mimication  had  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  and  the  Neutral 
Powers  of  Bussia  as  to  the  possible 
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of  peace  on  the  side  of  BuBsia ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  views  of  the 
Fbwers  and  of  Bossia  at  that  period  will 
be  commnnicated  to  Parliament  ?     

^K  CHANGELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  with  reference  to  the 
fint  part  of  the  Question  of  the  right 
boo.  Gaitleman,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
nbBtanoe,  and,  indeed,  the  entire  effect 
oiihB  commnnication  to  Mr.  Layard  on 
the  28th  of  July,  is  given  in  the  despatch 
which  he  has  quoted.  It  contains,  in 
£Mt,  the  whole  of  what  passed,  sent  hy 
telegraph.  With  respect  to  the  second 
part,  I  have  to  state  that  certain  com- 
monicationsdid  pass  at  the  time  indicated 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
other  Powers,  but  they  were  of  a  confi- 
dential character,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
possible  tolay  them  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  should  be  right  in  asking 
whether  one  of  the  other  Powers  was 
BnsBia  herself? 

ThbCHANOELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Yes.  I  may  take  this  oppor- 
timity  of  referring  to  a  matter  to  which 
I  denre  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Yesterday  it  may  be  in  the  recollection 
of  hon.  Meinbers  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  me,  oi  which  he  had  not  given 
me  previous  Notice,  with  regard  to  a 
rtstement  which  appeared  in  the  news- 
pi^ers  with  reference  to  a  communication 
said  to  have  been  made  by  Her  Majesty 
to  the  Emperor  of  Bussia.  I  was  not 
then  prep«a^  to  answer  such  a  Question 
pot  without  Notice,  but  I  will  now  state 
to  the  House  exactly  what  occurred.  It 
was  this.  Her  Min  esty ,  having  received 
from  the  Sultan  a  direct  personal  appeal, 
sent  b^  the  advice  of  her  Ministers  the 
foilowmg  telegram  to  ike  Emperor  of 


"I  hftTo  reoeiTed  a  direct  appeal  from  the 
Mtsn  which  I  cannot  leave  without  an  answer. 
Knowing  that  jtm  are  sincerely  desirous  of 
pnee,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  communicate  this  fact 
to  jOQ,  in  the  hope  that  you  may  accelerate  the 
M^otiataons  for  the  conclunon  of  an  armistice 
v^udi  may  lead  to  an  honourable  peace." 

Ka.  HANBUBY :  I  be^  to  ask  the 
Under  Seoretaiv  for  Foreign  AfGedrs  a 
Qnestion-— of  which  I  have  given-  him 
priTste  Notice — ^Whether  the  attention 
of  the  Foreign  0£Eice  has  been  called  to 
^  telegrams  in  the  morning  papers  an- 
ao«ncing  the  advance  of  a  strong  Bus- 
Ban  fbroe  upon  GFallipoli,  and  whether 

YOL.  OUXXXVU.  [thibd  sbbies.] 


any  confirmation  of  this  news  has  been 
received  at  the  Foreign  Office. 

Me.  BOUBKE  :  My  hon.  Friend  has 
been  kind  enough  to  send  me  a  copy  of 
the  Question  which  he  has  just  put.  We 
have  no  authentic  information  at  the 
Foreig|n  Office  that  a  strong  Bussian 
force  is  advancing  on  Oallipoli.  We 
have  received  reports  that  the  Bussians 
are  advancing  in  the  direction  of  Gtdlipoli; 
but  whether  those  reports  are  well 
founded  or  not  our  present  information 
does  not  enable  me  to  state. 

Mb.  dillwyn  asked  whether  any 
answer  had  been  received  to  the  telegram 
sent  by  Her  Majesty  to  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia? 

The  CHANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB:  The  communication  addressed 
by  the  Sultan  to  Her  Majesty  was  a 
private  and  personal  communication,  and 
similarly  the  communication  with  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  and  his  reply.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  convenient  or  right 
that  these  matters  should  be  brought 
before  the  House ;  but,  as  Her  Majes^'s 
communication  to  the  Emperor  of  Bussia 
was  made  by  the  advice  oi  Her  Ministers, 
and  there  seems  to  be  some  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  its  precise  character,  I  have 
received  Her  Majesty's  permission  tolay 
it  before  the  House. 


METROPOLIS— THE  NEW  LAW  COURTS. 
QT7ESTI0N. 

Colonel  WALKEB  (forMr.  Hofwood) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  the  building  of  the  Courts  of 
Justice  is  progressing  satisfactorily,  con- 
sidering the  public  importance  of  its 
early  completion ;  whether  any  date  has 
been  fixed  by  which  it  is  to  be  finished ; 
and,  whether  any  indulgence,  by  exten- 
sion of  time  or  otherwise,  has  been 
granted  to  the  contractor  on  account  of 
disputes  with  his  men  or  for  any  other 
reason? 

Mb.  GEBABD  NOEL:  Sir,  I  regret 
I  cannot  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
Courts  of  Justice  are  progressing  satis- 
factorily, for  there  are  portions  of  the 
building  which  should  by  this  time  be 
completed,  and  they  are  not  completed. 
The  date  for  the  entire  completion  of  the 
contract  is  August  7,  1880.  The  con- 
tractors will  be  entitled  to  extension  of 
time  imder  the  strike  clause  of  their 
contract ;  but  no  indulgence  on  account 
of  disputes  with  their   workmen    has 
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hitherto  been  granted  to  them.  The 
contract,  is,  however,  in  two  parts — the 
one  regarding  works  to  be  completed  by 
the  9th  of  August,  1879,  the  other  con- 
cluding the  contracts  as  stated  above.  A 
short  indulgence  of  nearly  three  months, 
on  account  of  frost  and  stress  of  weather, 
has  been  granted  in  respect  of  the  first 
part. 

MOTIOirS. 


EAST  INDIA  (PUBLIO  WORKS). 
MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  inrising 
to  move  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed **  to  inquire  into  and  report  as  to 
the  expediency  of  constructing  Public 
Works  in  India  with  money  raised  on 
them,"  said,  he  made  the  Motion  in  con- 
formity with  a  promise  he  had  previously 
given,  last  Session,  when  opposing  a 
Motion  for  a  Oommittee  upon  Indian 
Finance.  Of  all  the  classes  of  expendi- 
ture which  were  in  any  way  under  the 
control  of  the  Indian  Government,  there 
were  none  on  which  there  had  been 
greater  controversy  or  fl;reater  discre- 
pancy of  opinion  than  that  relating  to 
JPublic  Works  Extraordinary.  It  was 
not  only  the  most  controversial  branch 
of  the  expenditure,  but  also  the  most 
controllable.  The  Famine  which  within 
the  last  18  months  had  devastated 
Madras  had  invested  with  a  new  interest 
this  old  controversy,  and  afforded  strong 
reasons  for  the  Motion  he  was  making ; 
and  it  also  had,  he  thought,  given  greater 
interest  to  the  question  as  to  the  results 
to  be  obtained  by  a  considerable  annual 
expenditure  on  public  works.  In  making 
the  Motion  it  was  desirable  that  he  should 
state  briefly  the  origin  and  growth  of 
the  expenditure  into  which  he  proposed 
to  inquire.  Before  Lord  I>alhousie 
became  Governor-General  of  India  he 
was  for  seven  years  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  naturally  took 
great  interest  in  the  enormous  develop- 
ment of  English  manufactures  and 
English  trade  by  the  extension  of  railway 
communication.  Upon  taking  the  new 
appointment,  he  was  anxious  to  confer 
as  rapidly  as  possible  the  same  benefits 
on  India,  but  there  were  difficulties  in 
the  way.  The  credit  of  the  East  India 
Company  in  India  was  not  very  good,  and 
its  borrowing  powers  were  exhausted 

Mr.  Q&rard  Noel 


in  England.  Lord  Dalhousie  suggested 
a  plan  by  which  money  might  be  raised 
through  the  agency  of  certain  oom- 
panies,  and,  in  fact,  the  making  of  the 
desired  railways  was  handed  over  to 
those  companies,  who  were  induced  to 
find  the  capital  by  being  guaranteed 
high  rates  of  interest.  That  was  the 
origin  of  guaranteeing  railways  in  India* 
Lord  Damousie  also  proposed  to  hand 
over  irrigation  works  to  similar  com- 
panies, and  on  the  abolition  of  the  old 
Military  Boards  some  few  years  later 
various  offices  for  the  construction   of 

Sublic  works   in  connection  with  the 
ivil  Department  were  consolidated  into 
a  new  Department,  to  which  the  name 
of  the  Public  Works  Department  was 
given.     It  was  proposed  that  this  I3e- 
partment  should  annually  expend  about 
£2,000,000    in     productive     irrigation 
works.     The  outbreak  of  the  Indian 
Mutiny  stopped  the  Aill  developm^it  of 
Lord  Dalhousie's  proposals,  but  when 
it  became  evident  to  the  Indian  authori- 
ties  that  great  advantage,  direct  and 
indirect,  would  accrue  from  a  further 
development    of    railways    in    India, 
numerous  contracts  were  entered  into, 
much  of  the  same  character  as  those 
initiated  bv  Lord  Dalhousie,  and  a  large 
number  of  railroads  were  constructed  in 
dififerent  parts  of  India.     It  was  found 
that  the  guarantee  system  did  not  con- 
duce to  the  cheap  construction  and  cheap 
management  of  Indian  railways,  and 
Lord  Lawrence  proposed  that  tiie  con- 
struction and  management  of  railways 
should  pass  into  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  lines  should  be  of  a 
less  costly  character.    There  were  two 
sources  for  the  construction  of  these  pub- 
lic works— namely,  first,  capital  sup^^ed 
by  guaranteed  companies,  and,  secondly, 
that  supplied  by  loans  which  were  raised 
in  the  market  by  the    State.    As  re- 
garded irrigation,   there  was  a  slight 
difference  in  the  course  adopted  by  the 
Government.    Previous  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Public  Works  Department  a 
considerable  sum  had  been  annually  ex- 
pended in  the  construction  of  irrigation 
works  in  India ;  but  that  was  entirely 
from  the  ordinary  revenue  of  the  year. 
After  the  Mutiny  great  pressure  was  put 
upon  the  Secretary  of  State.    Certain 
companies,  such  as  the  Madras  and  the 
Orissa,  were  formed  for  the  promotion 
of   irrigation,  but  they  were  failures. 
Lord  I^wrenoe  drew  attention  to  the 
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great  ehwgef  tkoae   high   gtuuraoteea 
were   plaeiiig    year   bj   veiur   on    the 
leroiTieB  of  India,   arc  he  sn^^gested 
tiiAt  in  fatare  railwtfYs  and  imeation 
irarkB  fihonld  be  oonstnioled  bj  loana. 
Some  jeara  after  a  proposal  was  made 
bj&e  India  Oovemment,  and  confirmed 
bj  &e    Heme    Goremment,   that  the 
GoYommmt  should  in  future  be  entirely 
responsible  lor  the  oonstruotion  of  irriga- 
tion works.    So   long    as   money  was 
found  for  these  works  by  priyate  oom- 
panies,  the  real  state  of  tke  case  was 
obscored.     But  the  moment  the  State 
undertook  their  construction,  the  whole 
of  the  capital  embarked  was  charged 
ttsinst  the  ordinary  revenue  of  the  year. 
'Bob  eonsequently  led  to  the  erroneous 
aasumptiQn  that  me  Indian  (jK>Ternm0nt 
were  approaching  a  state  of  bankruptcy, 
and  were  disbursing  more  money  than 
they  were  receiving.    Last  Session  the 
Qovermnent  had    proposed  a  form  of 
aeeoont  to  be  sent  out  to  India,  by  which 
the  whole  of  the  transactions  connected 
with  railwayB  and  irrigation  works  were 
broogfat  under  one  head,  and  all  the 
interest  on  the  money  ezpoided  on  them, 
as  wen  as  the  woridng  expenses,  were 
f      charged  against  the  reoeints,  so  that  at  a 
glance  they  oould  see  what  the  actual 
result  of  the  ccmstrootion  of  those  works 
annually  was ;  and  Hius  they  would  be 
able  to  dheok  any  statement  made  by  the 
offioials  of  the  India  Office,  and  also 
to   verify    the     statement    which    he 
himsdf  had  made — ^that  although  the 
area    of    irrigation    and    the    mileage 
<^  the   railways    was   yearly  increas- 
ing in    India,  the  actual  cost  to  l^e 
State  was  yearly  decreasing.    The  sys- 
tem upon  wbioh  this  expenditure  had 
been  hitherto  sanctioned  had  been  one 
of  Ibrecast.     The  two  most  important 
fiire(»sto  which  would  come  unaer  the 
eomideration  of  the  proposed  Committee 
weve  tiboee  of  1878  and  1875.    By  the 
fiittit  was  proposed  to  devote  £4,500,000 
aanually   to   the  construction  of  Pub- 
lic Works    Extraordinary,    of    which 
ils,000,000  w«fe  to  be  devoted  to  rail- 


annual  loss  on  the  total  number  of  pub- 
lic works  would  be  £2,878,000 ;  but  it 
was  estimated  four  years  afterwards  that 
the  loss  would  be  £  1 ,900,000,  thus  show- 
ing an  improvement  of  £478,000.  It 
was  estimated  that  in  the  present  year 
the  total  loss  on  all  the  public  works  in 
India  would  amount  to  about  £2,000,000, 
and  that  the  loss  upon  the  guaranteed 
railroads  would  amount  to  £1,442,000. 
He  was  glad  to  sajr,  however,  that  owing 
to  the  inmiense  increase  in  the  traffic 
receipts  on  the  guaranteed  railroads 
there  would  be  no  loss  at  all  this  year. 
He  had  pointed  out  that  the  allotment 
annually  given  to  irrigation  had  been 
diminished,  and  in  ordinal^  times  he 
would  not  have  considered  it  necessary 
to  call  attention  to  this  fact;  but  owing 
to  the  recent  a^tation  out-of-doors  with 
a  view  to  exercise  pressure  on  the  Indian 
Government  to  induce  them  to  spend 
enormous  sums  on  irrigation  works,  he 
felt  compelled  to  refer  to  this  subiect. 
An  association,  he  beUeved,  had  been 
formed  and  applications  had  been  made 
to  Members  of  Parliament  asking  their 
assistance,  in  order  to  induce,  if  possible, 
the  Indian  Government  to  embark  upon 
a  gigantic  speculation  in  that  direction. 
That,  however,  was  the  continuance  of 
an  old  agitation.  Some  20  years  ago  a 
similar  agitation  prevailed,  there  being 
a  stronff  impression  out-of-doors  that 
tiiey  had  merely  to  construct  an  irriga- 
tion work  in  India,  and  it  must  imme- 
diately pay.  A  chief  sujpporter  of  that 
view  ana  a  very  distinguished  engineer 
was  Sir  Arthur  Gotten,  who  in  the  early 
part  of  his  career  had  been  singularly 
successful  in  the  construction  of  cer- 
tain irrigation  works  in  the  Madras 
Delta.  Those  works  had  proved  satis- 
factory and  had  paid  well,  although 
what  their  exact  actual  returns  were  it 
was  difficult  to  say ;  but,  making  all  al- 
lowance, there  was  no  doubt  that  those 
works  were  a  great  credit  to  their  do- 
sij^ner  and  promoter.  But  the  Delta 
of  Madras  was  exceptionally  favourable 
for  such  works,  and  could  not  be  held  to 
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with  reference  to  the  adyanta^  of  irri- 
gation, by  some  curious  oyersight,  those 
gentlemen  had  wholly  ignored  the  re- 
sults of  recent  experience.  Shortly  after 
the  Mutiny  great  pressure  was  put  upon 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  constaruct  irri- 
gation works  in  Madras  by  means  of  a 
private  compai^.  Lord  Derby  was  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  all 
Lancashire  urging  him,  contrary  to  the 
opinion  of  his  Uouncil,  he  assented  to  the 
project,  and  the  Madras  Lrigation  Com- 
pany was  formed.  In  the  prospectus  it 
was  represented  that  the  undertaking 
would  be  very  remunerative,  and  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  said  he  would  select  for 
execution  the  work  which  would,  in  his 
judgment,  give  the  best  commercial  re- 
turn. In  writing  to  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment on  the  scheme  his  language  was 
peculiar,  considering  what  the  achial  re- 
sults of  that  company  had  been.  It  was 
stated  that  when  they  had  secured  their 
plunder,  it  would  be  an  agreeable  task 
to  sit  down  at  their  leisure  and  divide 
the  spoil.  It  was  the  actual  possession 
which  put  everybody  in  good  humour, 
and  the  80  per  cent  dividend  in  the  case 
of  the  Ganges  Company  was  mentioned. 
It  was  further  stated  that  the  ''  work  was 
composed  of  distinct  parts,  each  of  which 
formed  a  complete  scheme  in  itself,  and 
would  yield  when  executed  its  own 
return  independently  of  the  remaining 
parts."  On  the  recommendations  of  so 
distinguished  an  authority  the  company 
was  constituted  with  a  capital  of 
£1,000,000  sterling,  which  had  been 
spent  without  any  return.  In  conse- 
quence of  an  agitation  that  was  set  on 
foot,  the  Indian  Government  was  autho- 
rized to  lend  £600,000  to  the  company 
at  5  per  cent.  This  money  also  was  laid 
out,  and  no  return  had  been  made.  Not 
only  so,  but  the  Gt)vemment  had  not 
received  any  interest;  and  although  they 
had  been  paid  a  small  portion  of  the 
money  so  advanced,  that  company  had 
never  once  paid  its  working  expenses. 
That  work  ran  right  through  one  of  the 
Famine  districts,  and,  of  course,  it  did 
some  good ;  but  its  most  enthusiastic 
supporter  would  not  say  that  the  crops 
it  had  saved  were  worth  a  moiety  of 
the  expenditure  on  its  construction.  It 
was  necessary,  therefore,  to  be  cautious 
in  regard  to  agitations  ''set  on  foot  to 
put  pressure  on  the  Indian  Gt)V6m- 
ment  and  induce  it  to  incur  an  enor- 
mous  outlay  on  undertakings  of  that 
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character.  One  of  the  main  points  urged 
on  the  public  was  the  advantage  of 
cheap  water-carriage.  No  doubt  India 
had  a  number  of  magnificent  rivers ;  and 
of  all  the  rivers  in  the  south  the  first, 
perhaps,  was  the  Gt)davery.  The  Indian 
Government,  yielding  to  an  appeal  made 
to  it  as  to  the  benefits  that  would  accrue 
from  the  improvement  of  the  navigation 
of  that  river,  sanctioned  an  expenditure 
for  that  object.  The  expenditure  was 
put  at  £80,000,  and  the  works  went  on. 
Lord  Mayo  took  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment under  his  own  particular 
charge,  and,  having  heard  of  the  expen- 
diture upon  the  Godavery,  sent  down 
gendemen  to  inquire  what  the  amount 
was.  The  result  was  startling ;  no  lees 
than  £700,000  had  been  spent  without 
any  return.  This  improvement  was  in- 
tended for  the  benent  of  the  Central 
Provinces.  Mr.  Morris  had  written 
strongly  to  deprecate  the  further  con- 
tinuance of  those  works,  and  had  stated 
that  the  question  in  his  mind  was 
whether  the  Government  could  utilize 
the  expenditure  of  the  past,  the  main 
result  of  which  had  been,  in  many 
places,  nothing  more  valuable  than  a 
rich  deposit  of  thick  black  mud.  The 
Indian  Government  sent  home  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  afiair,  and  the 
conclusion  of  their  despatch  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  project  had  swal- 
lowed up  £700,000,  that  the  work  oould 
not  be  utilized  till  an  expenditure 
of  at  least  £900,000  had  been  incurred, 
and  that  the  river  could  not  be  made 
navigable  for  less  than  £1,200,000.  It 
was  evident  from  that  circumstance  that 
complete  designs  were  necessary  for 
every  project.  Woeful  as  their  ffulures 
had  been,  there  was  a  still  worse  one. 
The  Indian  Gt)vemment  had  oonmiiB- 
sioned  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  to  inspect  the 
Bay  of  Mahanuddy  and  to  suggest  some 
scheme  for  securing  the  neighbourhood 
from  famine.  He  advocated  the  expen- 
diture of  £13,500,000,  but  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accede  to  that  proposal, 
and  after  some  delay  it  was  resolved  that 
the  works  should  be  constructed  by  a 
private  company.  Consequently  the 
Orissa  Company  was  formed,  with  a 
capital  of  £1,000,000;  but  that  proved 
a  failure,  and  the  Government  took  over 
their  works  at  a  very  high  valuation. 
They  then  sent  down  engineers  to  revise 
the  estimates,  and  it  was  toxmd  that  a  sum 
of  £2,700,000  would  give  a  return  of  16 
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percent.  TheDukeof  Ai^llwasinformed 
Off  this,  and  the  Indian  Govemment  had 
reason  to  belieye  the  estimate  safe  and 
sufficient;  but  only  last  August  it  was 
necessary  to  write  with  reference  to 
the  afiGair  that  while  in  1871  the  outlay 
had  been  calcolated  at  £2,700,000,  and 
the  profit  at  16  per  cent,  in  1873  the 
revised  estimate  amounted  to  £4, 400,000, 
and  at  the  present  time  to  £6,208,000, 
the  estimated  receipts  being  diminished 
in  an  eren  greater  proportion.  He  had 
mentioned  this  fact  with  the  idea  that  it 
▼as  desirable  to  know  the  results  of 
recent  experience,  and  seeing  that, 
except  in  the  Delta,  these  irri^tion 
works  had  all  failed,  he  thought  it  was 
wrong  for  anyone  to  support  a  gigantic 
agitation  to  force  the  Govemment  into 
incurring  an  enormous  expenditure  and 
jet  keep  back  these  notorious  facts. 
Espedally  was  he  sorry  to  find  that  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  had  received  countenance 
from  such  a  high  quarter  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright).  His  elo- 
quence was  so  great  that  it  seldom  failed 
to  influence  the  public  mind.  But  that 
made  it  all  the  more  necessary  for  public 
men  of  such  high  position  to  be  careful 
how  they  too  freely  endorsed  the  ideas 
of  speculative  engineers.  In  purely  com- 
mercial life  he  felt  certain  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  ask  the  public 
to  embark  in  any  scheme  respecting  the 
Boocess  of  which  he  was  not  absolutely 
certain.  He  ought  to  be  equally  cautious 
in  lending  his  help  to  an  agitation  for 
pomoting  an  immense  expenditure  of 
money  for  purposes  which  it  had  been 
proved  would  be  valueless.  Caution  and 
prudence  were  all  the  more  necessary  in 
thiB  case,  because  the  Indian  taxpaver 
was  not  directly  represented  in  that 
House;  and  of  all  the  Departments  of 
the  State  none  was  so  weakly  repre- 
sented in  a  financial  sense  as  the  Indian 
Department.  Indian  questions  were  for- 
tunatdNr  outside  the  arena  of  Party  poli- 
tics. The  Bepresentative  of  the  India 
Office  could  not  depend  upon  that  sup- 
port which  Party  organization  afforded  to 
other  Departments ;  and  whenever  any 
tthraie  mvolving  increased  expendi- 
tnre  was  brought  forward,  aU  the  ad- 
▼ocates  of  increased  expenditure  of  any 
tort  took  good  care  to  prime  their 
Friends  in  the  House,  so  that  the  Bepre- 
lentativeof  the  Govemment  found  many 
against  him  and  very  few  in  his  favour. 
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He  was  therefore  extremely  sorry,  and 
it  was  doubly  unfortimate,  that  at  the 
Manchester  meeting  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  have  taken  up  one  of  the 
wildest  and  rashest  of  Sir  Arthur  Cotton's 
schemes — ^that,  namely,  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  construct  a  number  of  navi- 
gable canals  all  over  India,  at  a  cost  of 
£30,000,000.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 
like  to  know  what  might  be  expected  to 
be  the  actual  and  final  cost  of  such  a 
scheme.  He  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
did  not  deny  that  the  reputation  of  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  was  deservedly  great ; 
but  there  was  another  gentleman.  Colonel 
Chesney,  well  versed  in  such  matters,  in 
whose  book,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded,  was  a  passage 
explaining  that  the  cost  of  making  a 
canal  depended  upon  the  supply  of 
water,  the  slope  of  the  ground,  and  the 
drainage  of  the  course.  In  certain 
favourable  conditions  great  canals  might 
be  made  for  a  comparatively  small  sum, 
and  might  be  navigated  cheaply  for 
exactly  those  reasons  which  made  ocean 
traffic  cheap.  But  when  those  favour- 
able conditions  were  absent,  the  case 
wholly  changed,  and  expenditure  on 
canals  was  practically  indefensible.  The 
best  possible  way  to  dispose  of  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton's  ideas  would  be  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee,  before  whom 
the  advocates  of  rival  opinions  could 
be  heard,  and  their  value  estimated; 
but  before  any  Committee  considered 
any  scheme  involving  an  outlay  of 
£30,000,000,  they  should  first  require 
satisfactory  explanations  of  those  past 
failures  to  which  he  had  alluded.  The 
recent  Famine  in  Madras  had  no  doubt 
directed  attention  to  that  part  of  India, 
and  there  were  some  who  thought  that 
much  might  be  done  by  increasing  irri- 
gation in  that  district  to  protect  it 
against  the  recurrence  of  famine.  It 
had  been  found  by  experience  that  it 
was  no  U80  to  construct  canals  or  tanks 
to  prevent  drought  which  was  solely  de- 
pendent on  rainfall  for  their  supply  of 
water.  In  Madras  there  were  only  threo 
rivers  whose  sources  of  supply  were  in- 
dependent of  the  rainfall  of  Madras  and 
Mysore;  and  in  the  opinion  of  many 
competent  engineers,  it  would  not  bo 
possible  to  utilize  the  waters  of  those 
rivers  to  any  further  considerable  extent. 
Moreover,  Sir  Richard  Temple  had  di- 
rected attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
wet  lands  the  famine  had  been  the  worst, 
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and  lie  had  dwelt  on  that  ciroomBtance 
in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Salisbury,  con- 
cluding Dy  depicting  the  sheets  of 
water  and  all  the  apparatus  of  irrigation 
lying  useless.  From  that,  it  was  clear 
uiat  the  construction  of  tanks  or  canals 
which  were  not  connected  with  perma- 
nent sources  was  not  sufficient  to  save 
the  people  from  famine.  In  Bengal  the 
conaitions  were  very  different  from  what 
they  were  in  Madias,  because  not  only 
was  there  a  great  number  of  rivers, 
but  the  coun^  was  flat,  and  canals 
were  easily  constructed.  But  even  in 
Bengal  the  results  were  very  remark- 
able. If  he  took  the  total  expendi- 
ture in  Bengal,  the  result  was  not 
altogether  unsatififactory.  It  appeared, 
from  the  last  account,  that  there  had 
been  expended  about  £12,500,000  in 
Bengal,  and  the  result,  including  di- 
rect and  indirect  receipts,  g^ave  a  re- 
turn of  3^  per  cent  on  the  capital. 
But  the  moment  this  sum  was  ana- 
lyzed it  was  found  that  this  revenue 
was  almost  exclusively  derived  from  two 
canals,  the  Jumna  and  the  Ganges.  The 
capital  expended  on  these  two  works  was 
£3,500,000,  and  the  result  was  10^  per 
cent.  On  the  whole  remaining  expendi- 
ture in  .  Bengal,  which  amounted  to 
£9,500,000,  there  was  only  a  return  of 
i  per  cent,  and  this  proved  very  clearly, 
what  recent  experience  strongly  con- 
firmed, that  it  mainly  depended  on 
physical  conditions  as  well  as  the  rainfall 
whether  a  canal  paid  or  not. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
asked  whether  the  results  referred  to  in 
connection  with  the  Jumna  Canal  were 
independent  of  the  old  works  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  repHed 
that  the  Jumna  Canal  was  an  extension 
of  the  old  work,  and  he  doubted  very 
much  if  the  old  work  was  included  in  the 
calculation.  FGeneral  Sir  Gborgb  Bal- 
four :  Hear,  hear !]  He  believed  that 
was  not  worth  very  much.  Another 
circumstance  to  be  borne  in  mind  was 
that  it  took  12  or  15  years  for  the  re- 
venue of  a  canal  to  be  fidly  developed. 
The  consequence  was  that  if  they  were 
during  that  period  to  adopt  a  strictly 
commercial  system  of  increasing  the 
capital  account  by  compound  interest, 
they  would  make  such  a  capital  account 
as  would  prevent  almost  any  irrigation 
work  from  making  the  least  return. 
Altogether,  the  works  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  constructed  might  be  divided 
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into  three  classes — ^firstly,  those  which 
paid  well  during  ordinair  years ; 
secondly,  those  wHoh  would  not  pay 
during  ordinary  years,  but  which  averted 
famines ;  and,  tlurdly,  those  which  would 
not  pay  in  ordinary  years  and  which, 
would  not  avert  famines.  It  had  been 
shown  that  it  would  be  a  delusion  to 
rely  altogether  on  irrigation ;  but,  on  the 
other  hcmd,  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
ignore  the  service  which  it  had  rendered 
in  the  past.  One  of  the  main  questions 
which  the  proposed  Committee  would 
have  to  inquire  into  was,  what  had  been 
the  result  of  irrigation  works,  and  to 
obtain  from  the  various  officers  of  the 
Public  Works  Department  the  cause  of 
their  failures ;  also  to  see  whether  the 
principle  upon  which  their  receipts  were 
estimated  was  sound  or  not.  It  was  not 
worth  while  to  enter  into  a  comparison 
between  railroads  and  canals,  because 
there  was  not  at  present  data  sufficient 
to  enable  anyone  to  draw  a  comparison 
between  them  as  to  their  financial  re- 
sults. In  the  estimated  returns  from 
canals  the  whole  of  the  indirect  receipts, 
the  enhanced  value  of  the  land,  &c.,  as 
well  as  the  direct  receipts,  were  indaded ; 
but  in  the  case  of  railways  that  was  not 
done,  although  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  railways  also  enhanced  the  value  of 
land  and  enabled  the  Indian  GK)vemment 
to  largely  reduce  the  number  of  Euro- 
pean troops  kept  in  India.  As  to  the 
Amendment  which  was  about  to  be  pro- 
posed, he  cordially  admitted  the  energy 
and  industry  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hacknev  (Mr.  Fawcett)  always 
brought  to  the  consideration  of  Indian 
questions ;  but  he  felt  bound  to  say  that 
if  the  present  Amendment  were  adopted, 
the  Committee  would  not  be  of  much 
use,  during  the  present  Parliament  at 
all  events.  The  main  object  in  appoint- 
ing the  Committee  was  not  merely  that 
it  should  obtain  evidence,  but  also  that 
it  should  report  upon  it,  and  the  GK>vem- 
ment  desired,  if  possible,  to  put  an  end 
to  the  controversy  concerning  the  returns 
from  public  works.  The  reference  which 
he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  proposed 
was  complete  in  itself.  It  would  enable 
any  Member  of  the  Committee  to  examine 
any  witness  not  only  as  to  direct,  but 
also  as  to  indirect  returns,  and  as  to  the 
benefit  which  particular  works  might  do 
to  the  country  in  averting  feunine.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  on  the  other 
hand,  proposed  to  go  further,  and  to  add 
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wcffds  implying  tliat  the  Oommittee 
thoold  inqaire  into  the  means  to  be 
•dopted  for  preventing  the  occurrence 
or  mitigating  the  effects  of  &mines  in 
India.  Now,  it  wonld  be  impossible  for 
anj  Committee  of  that  House  to  obtain 
nffident  local  information  to  enable 
tiiem  to  form  a  sound  judgment  as  to 
erery  locality  in  India,  and  even  if  they 
bad  the  time  and  means  he  could  not 
eoDoeive  anything  more  dangerous  than 
generalizing  from  the  local  experience 
of  two  or  three  witnesses  to  lay  down 
oertain  principles,  the  general  operation 
of  whidi  might  be  found  to  be  much 
more  injurious  than  beneficial.  The  Se- 
cretory of  State  had  recommended  ^e 
Indian  Qovemment  to  appoint  aCommis- 
Bion  to  inquire  into  this  very  question  of 
Madras;  that  Commission  had  been 
i^pointed,  and  it  would  be  far  better  to 
confine  the  work  of  a  Committee  of  that 
House  to  inquiring  into  and  laying 
down  principles  and  conditions  under 
which  pubhc  works  should  be  con- 
strocted  in  India,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  draw  up  their  Heport  so  as  to  afford 
the  Home  and  Indian  Governments 
snfiKdent  latitude  for  modifying  their 
proposals  according  to  the  Reports  they 
mi^it  receive  from  local  Commissions 
they  had  appointed.  The  second  part 
of  the  Amendment  referred  to  military 
and  other  charges  which  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Home  Parliament.  There 
was  a  Committee  three  years  ago  which 
minutely  inquired  into  the  military  ex- 
penditure of  this  country;  and  he  did 
not  believe  any  good  would  result  from 
appointing  another  Committee  to  enter 
into  the  military  charges  that  were  under 
the  control  of  the  War  Office  in  this 
country.  Besides  that  special  Com- 
mittee, there  had  been  Departmental 
Oommittees,  and  these  had  accumulated 
efficient  evidence  to  show  that  although 
the  charges  might  be  high  they  were 
not  too  much  according  to  the  principle 
which  at  present  reculated  them,  and 
which  had  been  stated  by  Lord  CardweU 
to  be,  that  England  was  in  partnership 
wi^  India.  So  long  as  that  principle 
▼as  adhered  to,  we  had  necessarily  to 
bear  our  share  of  the  increase  in  the 
expenditure;  but  if  the  House  or  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Hackney  wished  a 
larger  sum  to  be  paid  by  England  and 
a  proportionately  lees  sum  bv  Lidia,  and 
^oee  to  raise  the  question  m  the  usual 
way  in  Committee  of  Supply,  he  was 
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sure  the  India  Office  would  not  object. 
The  question,  however,  was  not  one  into 
which  a  Select  Committee  could  with 
propriety  inquire.  It  was  a  question  of 
principle,  and  so  long  as  the  principle 
remained  in  force,  so  long  must  the  pre- 
sent system  of  payment  continue.  In 
moving  for  this  Committee,  he  was  not 
actuated  by  a  desire  to  avert  any  pos- 
sible censure  for  any  supposed  neglect 
on  the  part  of  the  Uovemment  of 
India.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  con- 
fident that  the  Indian  Gbvemment  had 
exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not  throw- 
ing away  larger  sums  on  the  prosecution 
of  works  which  past  experience  had  shown 
did  not  pay.  Neither  did  the  Govern- 
ment propose  the  Committee  because 
they  had  no  suggestions  to  make  as  re- 

§  aided  the  future  expenditure  on  pro- 
uctive  works  in  India ;  but  what  they 
considered  necessary  above  all  things 
was  that  this  everlasting  controversy 
should  be  put  an  end  to.  What  they 
wanted  was  to  produce,  if  possible,  an 
authoritative  statement  which  would 
exactly  show  what  the  restdts  of  those 
works  were.  If,  as  he  believed,  those 
works  had  on  the  whole  paid  well,  and 
if  a  mode  could  be  suggested  by  which 
the  results  of  each  work  could  be  dis- 
tinctly shown,  it  might  very  much  en- 
courage private  enterprise  to  undertcike 
some  of  those  works.  Therefore,  ho 
earnestly  recommended  the  Motion  to 
the  House.  He  felt  confident  that  if  the 
Gentlemen  composing  the  Committeo 
showed  the  energy  and  assiduity  which 
had  characterized  the  Members  of  pre- 
vious Committees  they  would  within  a 
reasonable  time  be  able  to  lay  down  per- 
fectly sound  and  intelligible  principles 
for  the  further  prosecution  of  those 
works,  and  suggest  something  as  to  the 
proper  method  of  giving  effect  to  them. 
That  object  might  be  a  leas  ambitious  one 
than  that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney ;  but  he  thought  no  mean 
advantage  would  be  gained  by  his  Motion 
if  it  placed  upon  a  sound  basis  this 
annual  expenditure,  and  made  it  a 
source  of  imceasing  and  increasing  pros- 
perity to  the  population  for  whose  be- 
nefit it  was  alone  incurred. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  as  to  the  exp<Miiency  of 
constructing  Public  VVorks  in  India  with  money 
ruiflod  on  loan."— (Xo/*rf  Oeor^e  JTamiUon.) 
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Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  following  words 
he  added  to  the  Motion  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India : — 

**  And  further  to  inquire  into  the  best  means 
to  be  adopted  to  prevent  the  recurrence  or  to 
mitigate  the  intensity  of  famines  in  India ;  and 
whettier,  b^  greater  economy,  specially  with  re- 
gard to  military  and  other  charges  which  are 
imder  the  control  of  the  Home  authorities,  a 
fund  for  the  reHef  of  famines  may  not  be  pro- 
vided without  subjecting  the  people  of  India  to 
such  burdensome  taxation  as  will  be  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  contemplated  increase  of  the 
salt  duty,*' 

said,  he  agreed  so  generally  with  what 
had  heen  said  hy  the  noble  Lord,  that 
he  should   much  regret  if  either  the 
noble  Lord  or  any  other  Member  of  the 
House    might   be  led   to    regard  the 
Amendment  he  was  moving  as  being 
aimed  at  the  views  expressed  in   the 
speech  they  had  just  heard.    The  Gb- 
vemment  of  Lidia  had  exercised  a  wise 
discretion  in  the  past,  and  would  con- 
tinue so  to  do  if  they  stood  firm  in  their 
opposition  to  any  proposals  to  spend  the 
money  of  the  country  on  reckless  and  ill- 
considered  public  works.    While,  how- 
ever, he  agreed  in  the  main  with  the 
Principles  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord, 
e  thought  his  Motion  inadequate  and 
too  vague  in  its  terms.    It  was  inade- 
quate considering  the  present  critical 
position  of  Indian  finance  and  the  ter- 
rible calamity  which  had  lately  ajQOicted 
that  country,  and  had  produced  a  wide- 
spread feeling  that  something  more  was 
required  £rom  that  House  than  a  simple 
inquiry  such  as  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed.   It  was  vague,  because  unless  in 
some  way  limited  or  strictly  defined  it 
would,  he  believed,  do  exactly  what  the 
noble  Lord  thought    the    Amendment 
would  do,  and  commit  the  House  to  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  field  of  Indian 
finance.     G[?he  principle  of  carrying  out 
public  works  with  borrowed  money  de- 
peuded    not    simply    on   the    question 
of    *' would  they  pay?"  but   on    the 
condition  of  the  revenue   of  the  Go- 
vernment.    If  there   was   a  growing 
surplus,  the  Government  would  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  carrying  out  works 
upon  that  system ;  but  it  became  highly 
inexpedient  if  the  finances  were  not  in 
such  a  condition.    In  India  more  public 
works  meant  increase  of  debt,  and  fur- 
ther financial  embarrassments;   and  it 
was  impossible  for  a  Committee  of  this 
House  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  on 


this  matter  without  knowing  what  was 
the  financial  condition  of  that  country. 
Ap^ain,  the  interference  of  the  House 
with    Indian   matters    might    become 
highly  mischievous,  more  particularly 
if  it  attempted  to  interfere  with  the  in- 
ternal details  of  Indian  administration. 
His  only  wish  was  to  have  an  inquiry 
into  general  principles.    Nothing  could 
be  more  unfortunate  than  for  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament,  in  the  case  of  a  famine 
afflicting  India,  to  lay  down  a  limit  as 
to  the  extent  to  which  relief  should  or 
should  not  be  given  by  the  Indian  Gt)- 
vemment.    This  was  a  question  which 
could  only  be  properly  settled  on  the 
spot  by  persons   acquainted  with  the 
local  circumstances.    The  same  observa- 
tion applied  to  the  construction  of  an 
irrigation  work  or  the  making  of  a  rail- 
way in  any  particular  part  of  the  Indian 
Empire.     In  a  remarkable  speech  re- 
cently delivered  at  Calcutta  by  Sir  John 
Strachey — a  speech  which  the  Gbvem- 
ment    would  do  well   to    circulate    as 
widely  as  possible — that  distinguished 
authority  laid  down  three  cardinal  prin- 
ciples, which  deserved  the  most  careful 
consideration.     In  the  first  place,  Sir 
John   Strachey  held   that  famines    in 
India  could  no  longer  be  regarded  as  ex- 
ceptional  occurrences,    but    must    be 
looked  upon  as  events  to  be  expected 
and  provided  for  out  of  the  ordinary 
revenue  of  the  year ;  secondly,  he  pro- 
posed the  establishment  of  an  Indian 
famine  fund;    and  as  he  said  it  was 
impossible  for  the    Indian  authorities 
to  reduce  the  expenditure  to  any  im- 
portant extent,  it  was  proposed  to  pro- 
vide that  fund  by  additional  taxation, 
amounting  to  £  1 ,  500, 000  a-year ;  thirdly, 
he   said    that   during  the    last   seven 
years  the  ordinary  revenue  of  India, 
excluding  famine  expenditure,  had  only 
just  been  sufficient   to  meet  the  ordi- 
nary expenditure — if  it   did  meet    it ; 
that  that  was  not  a   safe  position  for 
a    great   country  to    be    in,    because 
there  were  other  contingencies  which 
might  arise  besides  famine ;  and  he  pro- 
posed to  place  the  finances  of  India  in 
such  a   position  that  there  would  be 
a  suiplus  of  £500,000  that  might  be 
looked  upon  as  another  reserve  fund. 
Sir  John  Strachey  proposed,  therefore, 
to  raise  £2,000,000  by  additional  taxa- 
tion.   He  did  not  wish,  on  the  present 
occasion,  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  ad- 
ditional taxation  which  was  to  be  levied 
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IB  India  for  raising  this  extra  reyenne. 
With  regard  to  tiiese  proposals,  the 
HoQBe  would  have  an  opportunity  on 
some  future  occasion,  possibly  on  Friday 
next,  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber tor  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bdl),  of  considering  them.  But,  even 
if  for  the  sake  of  the  present  discussion 
it  vas  assumed  that  if  the  money  had  to 
be  obtained  by  additional  taxation,  the 
mode  proposed  by  Sir  John  Strachey 
was  the  best,  it  would  still  be  necessaiy 
to  inquire  whether  the  amount  required 
oonld  not  be  obtained  without  addi- 
tional taxation  by  means  of  greater 
eeonomy,  judicious  retrenchment,  and 
wiser  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
India.  He  admitted  that  those  who 
proposed  economy  ought  to  point  out 
bow  it  could  be  effected.  The  speech  of 
Sir  John  Strachey  contained  some  re- 
markable statements  well  worthy  the 
ittention  of  that  House  and  the  people 
of  this  country  with  respect  to  the  mili- 
taiy  expenditure  of  India,  which  was 
the  great  cause  of  the  financial  difficul- 
ties of  that  country,  of  the  gravity  of 
whidi  the  House  was  not  aware.  He 
did  not  wish  to  inquire  into  the  details 
of  Uiat  expenditure,  but  into  the  prin- 
di^es.on  which  it  was  administered. 
For  many  years  India  had  enjoyed  an 
tlmost  profound  peace,  and  yet  the 
military  expenditure  of  that  country 
had  increased,  between  1863  and  1870, 
by  £1,200,000;  although  in  that  time 
there  had  been  a  decrease  in  the  num- 
ber of  European  troops  of  13,000,  and 
of  Natiye  troops  of  4,000.  Moreover, 
once  the  latter  date,  without  any  in- 
crease having  been  made  in  the  num- 
bers of  the  troops,  the  military  expen- 
ditm^  had  farther  increased  by 
£1,000,000.  While  the  net  revenue  of 
India  was  only  £40,000,000,  her  mili- 
taiy  expenditure  was  no  less  than 
£17,000,000,  or  46  per  cent  of  the  entire 
Imperial  taxation  of  the  coimtry,or  90  per 
cent  of  the  whole  of  the  land  revenue. 
Sir  John  Strachey,  in  referring  to  this 
steady  growtii  of  the  military  expendi- 
tnre  of  India,  said  that  the  increase  of 
£1,000,000  in  a  single  year  arose  chiefly 
oa  Home  charges,  about  which  the  Go* 
vermnent  in  Ijndia  were  not  consulted, 
tad  witii  regard  to  which  they  had  often 
ao  power  of  remonstrance,  adding  that  its 
gravity  could  not  be  exag^erat^.  Sir 
John  Strachey  also  stated  mat  there  was 
no  security  that  these  military  Home 


charges  would  not  go  on  increasing  in 
the  future;  and  he  concluded  by  ear- 
nestly saying  that  he  hoped  the  subject 
would  be  re-considered,  and  that  in  the 
military  relations  between  England  and 
India  consideration  would  be  given  to 
the  question  whether  the  plan  on  which 
the  charges  were  based  between  the  two 
countries  could  not  be  placed  on  a  more 
equitable  basis  with  regard  to  India.  It 
was  on  the  strength  of  these  weighty 
opinions  that  he  ventured  to  appeal  to 
the  English  Parliament  to  do  justice  to 
India.  The  House  was  bound  in  these 
circumstances  not  to  lose  a  single  mo- 
ment in  instituting  an  inquiry,  not  into 
the  details,  but  into  the  principles  of  the 
Indian  expenditure.  If  he  were  asked 
what  would  be  the  practical  result  of 
such  an  inquiry,  he  should  point  to  the 
fact  that  the  Army  Retirement  scheme 
which  had  been  hurried  through  that 
House,  and  which  largely  affected  the 
Indian  expenditure,  had  been  intro- 
duced without  even  having  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  authorities  in  India.  If  he 
were  asked  what  sort  of  evidence  would 
be  given  before  such  a  Committee  as  he 
asked  for,  he  should  say  that  if  he  were 
upon  it  the  flrst  person  he  should  call 
would  be  a  high  Indian  military  autho- 
rity, and  he  should  put  to  him  the  ques- 
tion whether  he  had  not  devised  a  scheme 
for  the  re-organization  of  the  Army  of 
Madras  which  would  save  that  Presidency 
an  expenditure  of  £400,000  at  least — a 
sum  considerably  more  than  would  be 
realised  by  the  increase  of  the  salt  tax, 
and  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the 
scheme  was  approved  by  all  the  autho- 
rities connected  with  India ;  yet,  in  spite 
of  that,  it  could  not  be  carried  out,  and 
having  discovered  the  obstacles  to  its 
being  carried  out,  whether  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  remove  them  ?  The  Eng- 
lish people  were,  he  believed,  anxious 
to  do  justice  to  India,  and  only  desired 
to  know  how  justice  should  be  rendered; 
and  it  was  a  pertinent  and  practical  part 
of  the  inquiry  which  he  suggested  to 
find  out  how  the  English  people  could 
be,  he  would  not  say  more  generous,  but 
more  just  to  India.  He  had  principally 
confined  his  remarks  to  the  military  ex- 
penditure ;  but  it  should  not  be  supposed 
that  there  were  not  other  departments, 
more  especially  in  connection  with  Home 
charges,  in  which  expenditure  could  be 
cut  down.  He  could  give  many  ex- 
amples, but  would  mention  two  only. 
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One  was  the  subject  of  pensions  granted 
by  the  Gtovemment  of  India.  It  was 
surely  time  that  that  subject  was  re- 
considered. Then,  again,  in  1856  the 
cost  of  printing  to  India  was  £90,000, 
a  few  years  later  it  was  £230,000,  while 
at  the  present  moment  it  amounted  to  no 
less  than  £430,000  a-year.  India  was 
too  poor  to  bear  that  kind  of  extra- 
vagance; but  the  fact  was,  the  whole 
expenditure  of  India  was  framed  in 
days  when  the  idea  prevailed  that  India 
was  the  richest  country  in  the  world, 
while  it  was  now  known  that  she  was 
not  only  not  the  richest,  but  was  actually 
one  of  the  poorest.  He  had  no  hesita- 
tipn  in  sa^g  that  to  spend  an  unneces- 
sary shilbng  of  Indian  money  produced 
more  bad  consequences  than  to  spend 
unnecessarily  a  pound  of  English  money. 
So  desperate,  indeed,  were  the  financial 
straits  of  India  that,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  insignificant  sum  of  £300,000,  the 
Indian  Government  were  about  to  in- 
crease the  salt  duty  40  per  cent,  and 
that  in  districts  in  which  the  people  of 
India  were  only  beginning  to  raise  their 
heads  from  the  consequences  of  a  great 
calamity.  Salt  was  as  much  a  necessary 
of  life  as  the  food  they  ate  or  the  air 
they  breathed,  and  yet  they  were  about 
to  increase  the  duty  on  salt  in  the  case 
of  people  still  bearing  the  marks  of 
starvation.  The  evidence  against  such 
an  increase  of  duty  was  overwhelming. 
He  would  ^ve  oidy  two  out  of  many 
high  authorities  against  the  adoption  of 
such  a  course.  liord  Lawrence  stated 
before  a  Conmiittee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  that  in  no  circumstances 
should  the  duty  on  salt  be  increased ; 
and  Lord  Hobart,  speaking  several  years 
since,  said  that  a  then  recent  increase  of 
the  salt  duty  showed  conclusively  in  its 
result  that  it  not  only  decreased  the 
consumption  of  salt  by  human  beings, 
but  that  it  diminished  its  use  in  a^cul- 
ture,  producing  thereby  cattle  disease. 
He  proved  that  increasing  the  duty 
caused  a  decline  in  the  consumption  of 
salt,  by  showing  that  an  increase  of  18 
per  cent  in  the  duty  only  produced  an 
increase  of  12  per  cent  in  the  revenue. 
He  knew  it  would  be  said  that  one  of 
the  objects  in  view  was  to  equalize 
the  salt  duties.  Well,  if  they  wanted 
to  equalize  the  duties,  they  ought  to 
do  it  by  reducing  instead  of  raising 
them.  When  it  was  remembered 
that  to  obtain   £300,000  they  had  to 

Mr.  Fawoett 


resort  to  the  salt  duty,  and  to  in- 
crease it  in  the  case  of  the  very 
poorest  peasants  and  ryots,  surely 
nothing  could  show  more  strongly  the 
necessity  that  existed  •  for  setting  them- 
selves to  work  with  a  view  to  find  out 
how  they  could  save  that  sum  by 
economy  instead  of  raising  it  by  taxa- 
tion. He  quite  agreed  with  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  said  as  to  the  pressure 
which  was  brought  to  bear  on  the  Qco- 
vernment  of  India  to  incur  vast  expen- 
diture in  the  construction  of  public 
works.  When  it  was  stated  that  ex- 
penditure on  irrigation  works  would  yield 
a  return  of  70  or  80  per  cent,  why,  he 
asked,  did  not  the  capitalists  and  com- 
mercial men  of  large  means  who  made 
those  assertions  embark  their  money  in 
so  splendid  an  enterprise  ?  He  strongly 
deprecated  any  partizan  feeling  in  <U8- 
cussing  the  question  whether  railways 
or  works  of  irrigation  were  the  better 
calculated  to  yield  a  profitable  return 
and  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  fSomine. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  railways  had 
done  great  things  for  India ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  all  the  railways  had  not 
paid,  and  in  the  same  way  some  irriga- 
tion works  had  been  disastrous  failures, 
while  some,  no  doubt,  had  been  attended 
with  success.  Every  figure  thai;  had 
been  brought  forward  bv  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  with  regard  to 
irrigation  schemes  could  be  proved  by  a 
reference  to  official  documents  before  the 
House.  He  believed  that  it  could  be 
shown  that  out  of  £9,000,000  that  had 
been  spent  by  the  Indian  Government 
on  irrigation  schemes  of  their  own 
design  and  construction,  there  was  not 
one  that  was  paying  1  per  cent,  and 
many  that  were  not  paying  their  work- 
ing expenses.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  had  alluded  to  the 
case  of  the  Orissa  irrigation  works,  and 
it  was  a  well-known  fact  that  owing  to 
the  great  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon 
the  Government  of  India  they  were  in- 
duced to  purchase  those  works,  not 
at  the  price  at  which  the  shares  of  the 
Company  were  quoted  on  the  London 
market---namely,  at  60,  at  which  price 
they  were  unsaleable,  but  at  their  par 
value  of  £100.  If  any  such  pressure 
were  brought  to  bear  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  the  mture  he  hoped 
they  would  be  sufficiently  strong  to 
resist  it,  or  that  if  they  did  not  the 
House  of  Commons  would  have  its  at- 
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tention  called  to  the  matter.  He  joined 
liis  humble  testiinonY  as  to  the  zeal  and 
ability  which  were  shown  by  all  the  offi- 
dak  in  India  in  relation  to  the  famine, 
and  the  devotion  displayed  by  the  people 
generally.  He  beHeved  it  was  the  set- 
ded  determination  of  the  House  to  spare 
no  effort  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
theie  visitations,  which  had  produced  to 
the  people  of  our  great  dependency 
nnspeakable  woe  and  suffering,  whion 
ihsj  had  borne  with^reat  patience  and 
calm  resignation,  ^e  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Queetioii,  to  add  the  words, 
''sad  farther  to  inquire  into  the  best  means  to 
be  adopted  to  prevent  the  recurrence  or  to  miti- 
g»tdthe  intensity  of  famines  in  India;  and 
wheth€3r  by  greater  economy,  specially  with  re- 
gild  to  nuHtary  and  other  charges  whidi  are 
under  the  control  of  the  Home  authorities,  a 
fond  for  the  relief  of  famines  may  not  be  pro- 
vided without  subjecting  the  people  of  India  to 
KM^  burdensome  taxation  as  wiU  be  imposed 
itfoa  them  by  the  contemplated  increase  of  the 
ah  duty."— (ifr.  Fawcett^ 

Question  proposed,  <<That  those  words 
be  there  adoed." 

Me.  JOHN  BEIGHT :  Sir,  I  am  not 
about  to  address  the  House  at  any  length, 
but  after  the  part  which  I  have  taken  in 
Indian  matters,  and  after  some  of  the 
observations  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  I 
do  not  wish  to  abstain  altogether  from 
Bpealdn^  on  this  occasion.  First,  then, 
I  ^ould  like  to  say,  with  regard  to  the 
Motion  and  the  Amendment,  that  I  think 
both  of  them  are  open  to  very  consider- 
able objection.     The  Motion  is  for 

**%  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  and 
wpxi  as  to  the  expediency  of  constructing 
PahHc  Works  in  India  with  money  raised  on 
loan." 

The  Motion  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
▼ith  any  particular  class  of  public  works ; 
it  does  not  refer  in  any  way  to  the  ques- 
tion which  has  lately  very  much  excited 
the  public  mind  and  feeling  as  to  the 
causes  of  famine,  or  as  to  the  mode  in 
vhich  famines  may  be  prevented.  It 
applies,  I  presume,  to  all  public  works 
in  India,  and  it  is  simply  this  question, 
whether  it  is  expedient,  in  constructing 
pobHc  works,  that  the  money  should  be 
nifled  on  loan.  Now,  that  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  meet  the  requirements 
<^  Uie  case  which  is  before  the  public ; 
•nd  I  think  it  would  have  been  much 
better  if  the  Committee  could  have  been 


842 

confined  to  the  question  as  to  which  I 
think  the  House  now  is — and  I  am  quite 
sure  the  public  in  connection  with  Indian 
matters  is — ^now  thinking.  Then  I  come 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  and  I  object 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  overload  the  Committee  with  so 
much  subject-matter  of  inquiry,  that  I 
think  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  quite  well-founded,  and  that  you 
might  carry  on  that  Committee  for  two 
or  three  Sessions  of  Parliament,  and 
probably  get  no  Report  at  all.  But  the 
main  question  which  I  thought  we  were 
going  to  consider — that  is,  what  should 
be  done  with  reference  to  famines — 
would  be  almost,  if  not  altogether,  lost 
sight  of  in  the  multitudinous  and  pro- 
longed inquiry  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  wishes  to  force  the  House 
to  enter  into.  Now,  on  these  grounds  I 
should  object  to  both  the  Motion  and 
the  Amendment — ^not  that  the  Motion  of 
the  Under  Secretary  may  not  be  of  some 
use ;  but  I  think  it  would  have  been  a 
great  deal  better  if  the  Beferenco  were 
worded  differently,  and  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  kept  more  distinctly  to 
the  question  of  famines,  and  of  what 
can  be  done  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
them  in  future.  The  noble  Lord  has 
made  some — I  will  not  say  attack  on  me 
— remarks  which  I  have  no  doubt  he 
thought  himself  quite  justified  in  making ; 
but  he  has  not  had  so  much  to  do  as  I 
have  with  out-of-door  agitations.  I  can 
tell  him,  £rom  my  own  experience,  that 
nothing  has  been  more  common  for  the 
last  40  years  than  to  hear  denunciations 
of  out-door  agitation  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench.  There  has  been  scarcely  a  single 
great  question  a^eed  to  by  Parliament 
during  that  period  that  has  not  been 
agreed  to  mainly  in  consequence  of  politi- 
ccd  agitation  outside.  Of  course^  the  noble 
Lord  is  entitled  to  his  opinion  whether 
the  statements  made  during  an  agitation 
and  during  the  public  discussions  which 
arise  are  justifiable  or  not.  The  matter 
which  we  are  now  discussing  is  one  upon 
which  we  may  quite  expect  to  have  great 
mistakes  and  great  exaggerations,  be- 
cause the  country  about  which  we  are 
talking  is  a  great  many  thousand  miles 
away;  and  I  find  that  gentlemen  who 
have  lived  in  India  for  20,  30,  or  even 
40  years,  and  have  been  concerned  in 
the  government  of  India,  differ  about 
almost  every  Indian  question.    One  man 
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has  lived  in  the  South  of  India,  and 
another  in  the  North,  and  they  have 
been  as  far  away  from  each  other  as  we 
are  from  Italy.  One  speaks  of  what  he 
saw  in  his  neighbourhood,  and  the  other 
of  what  he  saw  in  his,  and  their  evidence 
conflicts,  and  it  is  difficult  to  come  to  the 
truth  upon  any  matter.  I  think,  there- 
fore, we  may  make  some  allowance  for 
persons  who  discuss  this  question  of  India, 
and  I  think  there  will  be  exaggerations 
and  mistakes.  But  now  as  to  the  cause 
of  this  debate.  What  is  it?  Why  is  it 
the  noble  Lord  has  brought  this  question 
before  us  to-night  ?  If  the  famine  in 
Madras  had  not  happened,  we  should  not 
have  heard  of  this  Committee.  We  have 
heard  of  this  Committee,  but  the  Commit- 
tee, apparently,  is  to  say  nothing  about 
the  famine.  There  is  an  inconsequence  in 
this  which  the  House  might  correct,  and 
which  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  aUow  to 
be  corrected.  I  think  there  is  little  use 
in  this  Committee  unless  it  directs  its 
attention  to  the  special  question  which 
has  caused  it  to  be  appointed,  and  unless 
it  endeavours  to  ascertain  how  it  is  that 
so  many  millions  of  persons  during  the 
last  10  years — and  they  are  to  be  counted 
by  millions — have  died  by  famine.  Talk 
of  *'this  savage  and  destructive  war" 
now  wa^ng  in  the  East  of  Europe — ^we 
hear  of  thousands  being  slaughtered; 
but  all  that  that  war  has  done,  and  all 
that  the  wars  of  the  last  ten  years  have 
done,  has  not  been  equal  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  human  life  to  the  destruction 
caused  by  the  famines  which  have 
occurred  in  the  great  Dependency  of  the 
English  Crown  in  India.  That  is  a 
question  of  some  importance,  and  why 
should  this  Committee  not  be  appointed 
for  the  express  purpose  of  ascertaining 
from  such  evidence  as  we  can  get  in 
England,  and,  if  necessary,  such  as  we 
can  get  from  India,  how  it  is  that  after 
so  many  years  of  possession — 100  years 
of  possession — of  this  very  part  of  the 
countiy,  still  we  have  got  no  further 
than  this,  that  there  is  a  drought,  and 
then  famine?  There  is  no  failure  of 
water,  except  at  particular  times,  and 
over  a  particular  district?  But  take  the 
year  through,  almost  without  exception, 
in  India  there  is  far  more  water  than  is 
necessary  there  for  what  is  required  for 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  yet  almost  no 
step  has  been  taken  to  provide  irrigation 
works.  We  hear  that  there  has  been 
£9,000,000    or  £16,000,000    spent    on 
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such  works.  What  is  that  in  India? 
The  town  of  Manchester  alone  with 
a  population  of  500,000  has  spent 
£2,000,000  already,  and  is  coining  to 
Parliament  now  to  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
spend  £3,500,000  more — ^that  will  be 
£5,500,000 — to  supply  the  population  of 
that  town  and  its  immediate  surround- 
ings with  pure  water,  and  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  it.  But  in  India  we  liaTe 
200,000,000  of  population  subject  to  the 
English  Gbvemment,  and  with  a  vast 
supply  of  rainfall,  and  great  rivers 
running  through  it,  with  the  means — 
as  I  believe  there  are  the  means — of 
abundant  irrigation,  and  still  the  whole 
sum  expended hasbeen  only  £16,000,000. 
We  have  heard  some  other  authorities 
say  it  is  £20,000,000;  but  be  it 
£16,000,000  or  £20,000,000,  what  is  it 
when  we  consider  the  vast  extent  of  the 
country,  and  the  greatness  of  the  need  ? 
I  remember  years  ago  that  Sir  James 
Hogg,  l^e  Chairman  of  the  East  India 
Company,  and  the  late  Mr.  Mangles, 
stood  up  in  this  House  and  insisted  that 
the  Indian  Government  had  not  failed 
in  its  duty  with  regard  to  the  public 
works  in  India.  I  showed  then — that 
was  in  1856  or  1857 — that  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Manchester  had,  during  the 
preceding  14  years,  spent  more  in  public 
works  for  the  good  of  its  own  population 
than  the  East  India  Company  had  spent 
in  ^e  same  14  years  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  vast  territories  which  were 
subjected  to  their  care  or  to  their  neglect. 
Now,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  not- 
withstanding what  has  been  said,  and 
notwithstanding  what  may  be  said,  of 
the  condition  of  their  finances,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Indian  Government  in  some 
way,  if  possible,  to  find  a  remedy ;  but  if 
not  possible,  of  course  famine  must  come 
and  the  doomed  must  die ;  but  I  believe 
it  is  possible,  and  I  will  not  rely  on  the 
authority  of  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  alone ; 
but  if  hon.  Members  will  take  that  book 
which  the  noble  Lord  quoted  from,  they 
will  find  there  the  evidence — I  was 
going  to  say  of  scores  of  eminent  men — 
as  to  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what 
may  be  done  in  India.  There  is  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Chesney,  in  which 
he  shows  how  much  may  be  done,  and 
how  much  has  been  neglected  in  regard 
to  the  question  of  irrigation.  The  noble 
Lord  stated  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  had  ordered  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  in  India  as  to  some  matters  having 
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Ngaid  to  the  fiirther  piogroae  of  works 
of  imgaiion.  What  I  want,  and  wliat , 
Bir  Aitiiiir  Cotton  wants,  is,  not  that 
jou  should  believe  me-— for  I  am  no 
anthority  on  the  matter— or  even  that 
joa  ahonld  believe  him,  but  that  jou 
should  have  a  fair  and  full  inquiry  on 
the  spot.  You  have  a  great  Govern- 
ment in  Caloutta,  and  you  have  what  is 
ealled  a  Gt)vemment  m  other  parts  of 
India.  Surely  it  would  be  possible  in 
aU  parts  of  India  to  have  a  complete 
sdeiitifio  inquiry  and  engineering  report 
of  what  is  possible  to  be  done;  and 
some  great  plan  might  be  devised,  not, 
perhaps,  to  be  immediately  carried  out, 
but  to  be  looked  forward  to  as  a  por- 
tion of  the  duty  of  the  Government  of 
India  towards  the  people  of  India.  If 
^bat  Commission  be  appointed,  and  if 
its  purpose  be  such  as  I  have  indicated, 
then  it  may  possibly  be  said  that  this 
Committee  which  we  are  about  to 
appoint  need  not  go  into  these  ques- 
tions. But  I  fear,  £rom  the  terms  in 
which  the  Committee  is  moved,  that 
when  hon.  Members  get  into  the  Com- 
mittee thev  will  find  that  they  have  a 
vast  problem  before  them ;  the  terms 
are  so  vague  that  it  will  be  scarcely 
possible  to  keep  the  Committee  within 
any  bounds ;  whUe  if  the  terms  were 
such  as  I  think  necessary  thev  would 
simply  inquire  into  the  aesirability  of 
irrigation  works  for  the  prevention  of 
famine.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
has  asked  a  Question  which  other  persons 
have  asked — ^Why  is  it  that  if  some  of 
these  schemes  will  pay  70  or  80  per  cent, 
tiie  people  of  Mandiiester,  or  the  Cihr  of 
London  or  elsewhere,  with  capital  to 
employ,  do  not  go  to  Lidia  and  establish 
these  great  works,  and  put  in  their 
fotket  this  greatprofit  ?  1  will  tell  the 
hon.  Gkmtleman  why  they  will  not  do  it. 
There,  are  no  people  in  tius  country  who 
win  iorm  public  companies  and  expend 
money  in  India  wimout  a  guarantee 
from  the  Oovemment.  There  are  cai- 
comstanoes  which  make  it  very  doubtf^ 
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only  last  year  a  deputation  waited  upon 
the  SeoretaiT  of  State  for  India  to  ask 
permission  that  the  Nizam  of  Hyderabad, 
who  was  represented  here  by  Sir 
Salar  Jung,  should  be  at  liberty  to  bor- 
row money  in  England  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  railway  about  200  miles 
long  in  ms  country.  The  Indian  Go- 
vernment objects.  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  Lord  Salisbury  objects ;  but  the 
Lidian (Government  objects.  They  say — 
'^  No ;  we  will  make  the  railway  for  you 
if  you  like ;  or,  if  you  can  make  it  out 
of  your  own  funcU,  you  can  construct 
it."  But  I  suppose  Sir  Salar  Jung 
would  say,  if  he  said  ezactlv  what  he 
thought — "No;  I  have  not  the  ftmds  to 
make  it  for  myself  or  for  my  Govern- 
ment, and  I  do  not  wish  you  to  make  it 
and  get  more  absolute  possession  of  my 
country  than  you  have  now,  and  diminish 
in  any  degree  what  I  have  now — an 
independent  position  in  India;  but  I 
can  go  to  London,  and  there  find 
^enty  of  people  who  will  trust  the 
Government  of  Hyderabad ;  and  I  can 
raise  a  million  sterling  for  the  purpose 
of  makinff  this  railway  of  200  miles 
long,  whidi  will  enable  me  to  commu- 
nicate from  Hyderabad  with  the  line 
that  runs  frt>m  Bombay  to  Calcutta, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  carry  a  branch 
railway  through  extensive  coal  fields 
thatpromise  to  be  of  the  greatest  value." 
Sir  Sialar  Jung  makes  that  proposition, 
and  the  Indian  Government  say — '*  No, 
we  will  not  give  you  liberty  to  borrow 
money.  En^ish  capitalists  may  think 
they  have  security  enough  in  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Nizam ;  but  we  do  not 
wish  that  English  capitalists  in  London 
should  have  possession  of  a  railway  track 
in  your  country,  or  the  influence  it  would 
give  them  in  your  State.  Therefore, 
unless  you  can  make  it  out  of  your  own 
funds,  or  allow  us  to  make  it,  the  popu- 
lation of  the  State  must  be  deprived  of 
the  great  advantage  of  this  railway." 
Now  that  is  a  specimen  of  the  narrow, 
jealous,  and  miserable  spirit  in  which 
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it  is,  of  fhe  failure  of  that  Boheme  has 
been  the  mismanagement  of  the  (}oTem- 
mentin  connection  with  it.  Howeyer, 
I  do  not  wish  now  to  go  into  it.  Every- 
body must  admit  tiie  tremendous  diffi- 
culties which  any  Oovemment  must  have 
in  managing  the  a£Bairs  of  that  vast 
coimtry  and  its  population  of  200,000,000 
persons.  I  admit  that ;  and  therefore, 
perhaps,  it  is  not  reasonable  or  just  that 
one  should  bring  strong  charges  against 
men  who,  I  dare  say,  do  the  best  they 
can  in  their  position,  but  who  fail  in 
much  that  they  do.  The  noble  Lord 
quoted  two  or  three  cases  in  which  irri- 
gation had  failed.  .  There  may  be  works 
of  irrigation  that  may  pay  nothing  to 
the  Gbvemment,  but  which  will  save  the 
lives  of  their  people ;  and  I  do  not  like 
to  hear  the  ^retary  of  State  or  the 
Under  Secretary,  in  discussing  this  quee- 
tion,  always  treat  it  as  if  it  were  a 
shopkeeper  in  London  or  a  merchant  in 
Manchester  who  was  considerinfi^  whe- 
ther he  should  open  another  shop  or 
another  mercantile  house.  It  is  not 
exactly  in  that  spirit  in  which  the  ques- 
tion should  be  dealt  with.  I  believe 
there  are  many  cases  in  Lidia  in  which, 
probably,  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
the  Government  to  sav — '*  We  shall  get 
10  per  cent  out  of  the  expenditure  of 
£1,000,000,"  but  a  year  afterwards 
they  might  say  that  the  expenditure  of 
that  £1,000,000  had  probably  saved 
1,000,000  of  human  lives ;  and  therefore 
it  might  be  worth  while  for  the  Govern- 
ment, as  a  dear  duty,  to  expend  that 
£1,000,000  in  that  work.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  any  more  to  say  than 
this.  If  the  noble  Lord  intends  that  the 
Ck>mmittee  shall  thoroughly  examine 
this  question,  and  if  they  can  do  anything 
in  India,  it  should  be  done  by  a  Com- 
mission in  India.  I  do  not  ask  them 
to  take  my  opinion,  or  the  opinion  of 
Sir  Arthur  Cotton.  But  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton  lived  45  years  in  India.  He 
has  more  information  in  connection 
with  works  of  irrigation  in  India  than 
any  other  engineer.  He  has  given  the 
attention  of  a  lifetime  to  them ;  he  is  a 
man  of  the  most  undoubted  honour,  and 
of  the  highest  character;  he  believes 
absolutely  what  he  says  as  to  what  is 
necessary  to  be  done  and  what  may  be 
done.  I  confess  I  think  it  will  be  diffi- 
cult— almost  impossibles-after  discuss^ 
ing  this  question  with  him,  not  to  come 
to  the  opmion  that  his  aotiiority  is  one 
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which  ought  to  have  great  weight  with 
the  House.  He  is  willing  to  say — ^I 
have  myself  heard  him  say — ^that  mere 
have  been  many  mistakes  made — there 
have  been  mistakes  in  the  railroads,  in 
the  irrigation  works ;  but  that  if  famine 
comes  &om  want  of  water,  clearly  to  get 
rid  of  famine  you  must  have  water.  You 
cannot  have  water  except  by  works  of 
irrigation.  You  have  the  rain  from 
Heaven ;  you  have  the  great  rivers ;  and 
you  have  a  great  Government,  which 
has  conquered  the  country,  and  which, 
having  conquered  it,  at  least  ought  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  of  its  intellect 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  its  people 
from  this  simering  and  tUs  ruin,  and 
ought  to  save  this  coimtrjr  and  this  Par- 
liament from  the  degradation  and  hu- 
miliation of  allowing  it  to  be  known 
throughout  the  world  that  millions  of 
the  subjects  of  the  Crown  in  India,  in 
the  course  of  10  years,  perish  by  famine, 
which  great  engineers  and  men  of 
character  and  experience  say  positively 
might  altogether  nave  been  prevented. 

Si&  GEOEGECAMPBELLconsidered 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  had  made  out  some  case  for 
inquiry  into  the  military  and  other 
charges  which  were  under  the  control 
of  the  Home  authorities,  if  it  were  only 
that  statements  on  the  subject  had  been 
made  by  high  official  authority  in  India, 
and  that  the  educated  Natives  of  India 
had  been  led  to  think  that  there  ouffht 
to  be  such  an  inquiiy ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  was 
right  in  saying  that  such  an  addition 
to  his  Motion  as  that  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  would  make 
the  inquiry  which  he  proposed  too  lai^, 
and  therefore  he  would  recommend  his 
hon.  Friend  rather  to  move  for  a  separate 
Committee  to  inquire  into  all  those  im- 
portant questions  which  he  had  brought 
before  the  House.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  question  whether  or  not  irri- 
gation works  in  general  were  good, 
right,  or  proper  m  themselves-^-^^at 
would  be  for  the  proposed  Committee 
to  decide— -but  having  had  much  per- 
sonal experience  in  regard  to  several 
of  the  works  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  referred,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  support  him  in 
several  of  his  staitements.  He  felt  bound 
to  point  out  the  utterly  unreliable  diarac- 
ter  oi^aa  reports  of  Sit  Arthwr  Ootlcm. 
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TiLst  gendeman  was  a  man  deserving  of 
▼ay  great  respect,  but  he  was  in  this 
mstter  wholly  unreliable.  Though  he 
did  not  donbt  Sir  Arthur  Cotton's 
honestj,  he  thought  there  was  some 
troth  in  the  saying  regarding  him  that 
he  had  water  on  the  brain.  He  was 
ht^iekssly  enthusiastio,  and  had  been 
earned  away  beyond  all  bounds  of  reason 
in  hisTiewSy  and  was  neither  to  bind  nor 
to  hold  in  his  statements  of  what  might 
he  done  if  his  recommendations  were 
earned  out.  It  was  because  of  the  reck- 
lenmanner  in  which  he  had  set  forth 
his  views  that  he  had  prevailed  with  so 
many;  but  he  (Sir  Oteoree  Campbell) was 
•ony  that  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  had  pre* 
vailed  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright).  As 
lieotenant-OoTemor  of  Bengd,  he  had 
had  experience  of  great  public  works 
which  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  had  designed 
and  forced  upon  the  Goyemment,  and  as 
Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Central  Pro- 
vinces he  had  also  had  experience  of 
Bome  of  Sir  Arthur's  projects.  The 
nohle  Lord  had  stated  the  facts  in 
tepid,  to  one  or  two  of  these  when  he 
isd  they  neyer  could  return  interest  on 
the  money  expended  on  them,  and  that 
they  had  never  extended  over  more 
than  a  limited  area,  or  done  more  than 
a  veiT  limited  amount  of  good.  One  of 
fir  Arthur's  projects  was  to  create  an 
enonnous  reservoir  in  the  centre  of 
India,  to  store  water  there  during  the 
lainy  season,  and  to  let  it  down  on  the 
eoontiy  when  drought  prevailed.  That 
Bdiemewas  submitted  to  him  as  Chief 
Goomiiasioner  of  the  Central  Provinces. 
He  found  that  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  had 
never  been  in  the  coimtry  where  he  pro« 
poeed  to  place  his  reservoir,  and  nad 
nerer  obtained  information  in  regard  to 
it  He  had  simply  taken  a  map,  and 
haring  found  that  there  were  two  or 
three  rivers  in  the  country,  he  had 
maiked  a  cirole  on  the  map  and  said — 
"Tou  can  make  a  large  reservoir,  a 
gnnd  bike  there."  They  found  that  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  had  no  osta  on  which  to 
Inmd  his  aaaertions.  They  obtained  men 
to  examine  and  work  out  these  projects, 
hot  having  gone  into  them  they  saw  there 
veie  physical  conditions  which  made  it 
iapoaailde  to  carry  them  into  effect. 
That  was  the  last  he  had  heard  of  Sir 
Aithor  Cotton,  until  he  was  resuscitated 
hy  the  xi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
farB&Bmghsm.    There  was  ano&er  of 
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his  projects  equally  wild.  India  and 
China  were.  Sir  Arthur  said,  great 
countries.  Water  was  the  panacea  for 
all  evils,  and  it  was  the  easiest  thing 
possible  to  make  a  canal  between  the  two 
coimtries.  He  was  oblivious  of  the  fact 
that  between  them  there  were  mountains 
19,000  or  20,000  feet  high,  and  when 
somebody  pointed  this  out,  he  said  it 
was  the  simplest  thing  in  the  world  to 
make  locks.  While  pointing  out  the  im- 
reliability  of  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  in  these 
matters,  he  would  admit  that  this  was  a 
great  and  important  subject.  It  had 
been  well  said  that  some  projects  had 
been  failures,  but  other  projects  might 
be  successful.  It  was  important  that  the 
general  principle  on  which  these  might 
be  grappled  with  should  be  inquired  into 
and  reported  on  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House.  No  doubt  the  details  would 
need  to*^be  investigated  by  a  Commission 
in  India,  but  as  regarded  the  general 
principle  a  strong  Committee  of  the 
House  might  take  up  the  matter,  and 
the  Beport  would  be  one  of  a  very 
valuable  character.  That  was  all  he 
had  to  say  in  regard  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  He  should  just  like  to  say 
one  or  two  words  in  regard  to  the 
observations  that  fell  £rom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham. 
He  set  forth  that  a  large  profit  could  be 
made  out  of  public  wowcs  m  India  if  they 
were  carried  out  by  public  companies, 
and  that  the  reason  that  the  works  were 
not  undertaken  was  because  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  would  not  let  these  com- 
Sanies  do  it,  but  discouraged  them,  and 
id  not  give  them  fair  play.  That,  he 
thought,  wasthegistoftherighthon.  Gen- 
tleman's observations.  He  was  sorry  to 
pit  himself  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  to  venture  to  contradict  him  in 
this  matter ;  but  he  must  say  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  the  Government  if  people 
abstained  from  starting  companies  and 
constructing  works  out  of  which  they 
could  not  make  a  profit.  Were  there 
not  tea  companies  in  India  ?  were  there 
not  coffee  companies  in  India  ?  and  were 
there  not  jute  and  cotton  and  other 
companies  there?  Ordinary  companies 
had  been  found  profitable,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  unfainy  discouraged  or 
hindered  them.  In  the  matter  of  taxa- 
tion, he  thouffht  the  Government  had 
given  too  much  encouragement  to  com- 
panies at  the  expense  of  the  poor  people 
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of  India.  He  thouglit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
was  not  justified  in  sajingthat  the  people 
of  this  country  could  not  form  compames 
and  send  money  to  India  to  work  out 
their  projects,  ^ey  had  done  so  in  many 
cases.  They  had  not  done  so  in  the 
case  of  irrigation  works,  because  money 
invested  in  this  way  had  been  lost  or 
only  recouped  from  the  Oovemment 
by  means  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  had  alluded  to,  and  they 
were  not  satisfied  that  it  would  now 
yield  80  or  100  per  cent  as  Sir  Arthur 
Gotten  had  asserted.  He  did  not 
know  whether  he  should  touch  upon 
another  matter  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  introduced  into  this 
debate  —  the  proposal  that  Sir  Salar 
Jung  should  raise  a  loan  in  this  coun- 
try to  construct  public  works.  He 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  thought  the 
Government  of  India  had  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  in  not  allowing  this.  It 
was  all  very  well  sayinp^  he  had  come 
there  as  a  publio-spinted  man.  His 
object  was  to  create  a  financial  interest 
in  this  country,  and  there  were  other 
reasons  behind.  The  Legislature  of  this 
country  had,  indeed,  exercised  a  wise 
discretion,  looking  to  the  intrigues  in 
India,  the  financial  adventurers  and 
other  adventurers  that  tried  there  to  get 
hold  of  Native  Princes,  in  saying  that  no 
European  should  lend  money  to  Native 
Princes  without  sanction. 

Mb.  JOHN  BEIGHT:  The  Govern- 
ment did  allow  it  in  one  case. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  they 
had  in  a  particular  case,  and  they  might 
allow  it  in  another  case,  but  if  the 
Government  had  thought  fit  to  allow  it, 
and  capitalists  went  to  India  with  the 
pemuBsion  of  the  Government  at  home 
and  lost  their  money,  they  would  come  to 
the  Government  and  say — **  You  permit- 
ted and  sanctioned  these  loans,  and  you 
are  bound  to  see  them  paid,"  and  whe- 
ther their  arguments  were  right  or  wrong 
they  would  put  pressure  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  cause  that  money  to  be  re-paid. 
This  had  convinced  him  that  the  Gbvem- 
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— ^thej  would  be  raisinff  large  sums  tiU 
their  revenues  were  ][>ledged,  and  tiU 
their  countries  were  in  that  position 
that  their  finances  were  hopelessly  em- 
barrassed, and  then  the  burden  was 
liable  to  be  thrown  over  into  the  hands 
of  our  Government.  He  thought  the 
Government  did  wisely  in  considering, 
before  sanction  was  given  to  such  loans, 
whether  the  object  was  to  promote 
public  works,  or  whether  there  was  some 
ulterior  object.  At  the  same  time,  he 
admitted  this  was  a  great  and  difiSenlt 
subject,  and  had  been  brought  somewhat 
unexpectedly  before  them.  He  thought 
it  right  that  the  House  should  suspend 
its  judgment  in  regard  to  Sir  Salar  Jung, 
and  not  be  led  away  by  the  great 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  Many  things  would  crop 
up  connected  with  this  subieot  before 
long,  and  a  suspension  of  judgment  was 

the  more  necessary^ 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  said,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  be  tempted  by  the 
numerous  and  collateral  issues  which 
had  been  raised  to  wander  too  far  away 
from  the  main  subject.  The  question 
raised  by  this  Motion  and  Amendment 
was  whether  it  would  be  expedient  to 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  on  Public 
Works  in  India,  and  what  would  be  the 
best  order  of  reference  to  that  Commit- 
tee? He  hoped  the  House  would  not 
elect  to  go  into  the  larger  question 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawoett).  It  appeared 
to  him  {Mr.  Grant  Duff)  that  the  ques- 
tion raised  on  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  a 
sufficiently  wide  one  to  occupy  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  considerable  amount  of 
time.  He  would  only  suggest  to  the 
noble  Lord  that,  considering  all  that 
had  recently  passed  out-of-doors,  it 
might  not  be  unwise  to  introduce  into 
his  Motion  some  words  which  would 
show  that  the  Indian  Government  and 
the  House  were  especially  anxious  for 
the  avoidance  of  famine  in  India.  He 
might,  for  example,  add  to  the  Motion 
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Genxbal  Sib  GEOEGE  BALFOUB 
said,  lie  had  heard  with  regret  the 
remarks  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India,  had  made 
with  reference  to  Sir  Arthur  Cotton. 
Havinff  had  many  years'  acquaintance 
with  Sir  Arthur  Cotton,  and,  having  ex- 
amined the  works  which  he  had  made 
in  Madras,  he  could  say  that,  so  far  from 
Sir  Arthur  Cotton  being  justly  charge- 
able with  the  mistakes  attributed  to  him, 
he  believed  him  to  be  entirely  free  from 
blame.  Standing  up  before  the  House 
he  would  say  that  he  did  not  believe 
that  a  singe  work  which  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton  had  executed  had  ever  been  a 
failure.  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  was  a  man 
of  mighty  genius ;  he  was  a  man  who 
had  done  much  for  the  people ;  he  had 
been  a  great  benefactor  to  India,  and  his 
name  would  go  down  to  posteritv  as  one 
who  had  done  great  thin^  for  that 
country.  His  hon.  Friend  Sie  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
had  attacked  Sir  Arthur  Cotton ;  but  ho 
would  say  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  known  Sir  Arthur  Cotton  and  his 
great  services  as  well  as  he  and  those 
who  had  worked  with  him  did,  he  would 
never  have  given  utterance  to  the  con- 
sure  he  had  passed  upon  him.  When 
the  investigation  was  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee which  he  hoped  would  be  made, 
it  would  be  found  that  there  was  no 
groimd  for  some  of  the  particular  charges 
fiiat  had  been  made  against  Sir  Arthur 
Cotton .  The  Under  Secretary  had  made  re- 
marks about  the  Madras  Irrigation  Com- 
pany, with  the  view  of  throwing  on  Sir 
Arthur  Cotton  the  blame  of  failure.  But 
it  was  the  Government  itself  which  as- 
signed to  the  company  the  particular 
works  to  be  undertaken,  and  he  believed 
it  could  be  proved  that  thoy  had  not 
shown  good  faith  to  the  Madras  Irriga- 
tion Company.  No  doubt,  great  mis- 
takes had  been  made ;  but  the  mistakes 
and  bad  management  were  greatly  due, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  had  said,  to  the  Go- 
vernment themselves.  He  believed  tha^^ 
if  Sir  Eichard  Temple,  a  man  of  groat 
independence  and  integrity,  and  quite 
capable  of  judging  about  these  matters, 
were  examined  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee it  was  proposed  to  appoint,  he 
would  show  that  there  was  great  mis- 
management on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment officers.  In  many  parts  of  the 
eountrythe  reservoirs  were  empty,  and  a 


question  that  had  bo  often  been  agitated 
with  reference  to  the  railways  and  irri- 
gation works  in  India,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  most  desirable  that  that  question 
diould  be  raised,  and  that  Paniament 
should  thoroughly  understand  the  prin- 
ctplee  upon  which  irrigation  works  and 
nulway  works  had  recently  been  made 
in  India,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  been  paid  for.  He  thought  it 
highly  important  and  most  advantageous 
to  the  Indian  authorities  to  have  the 
principles  upon  which  they  had  been 
working  submitted  to  the  best  financiers 
in  this  House,  who  might  bring  to 
bear  upon  the  discussion  experience 
gained  in  other  fields  of  pubuc  busi- 
ness, and  who  did  not  look  at  the 
matter  with  purely  Indian  eyes.  But  he 
ooold  not  think  that  any  advantage 
woold  be  obtained  by  going  into  the 
wide  question  as  to  how  the  recurrence 
of  famines  was  best  to  be  averted.  He 
tfaoo^t  if  they  stuck  to  the  question  re- 
lating to  railways  and  irrigation  works 
they  would  cover  a  suffioiendy  wide  sub- 
ject. Inquiries  as  to  the  prevention  of 
famines  must  be  carried  on  in  India,  and 
even  there  they  would  branch  into  many 
local  inquiries  which  would  have  to  be 
carried  on  in  different  parts  of  India. 
If  they  were  to  attempt,  in  this  country, 
to  go  into  the  many  details  necessary, 
the  veiT  acutest  men  would  be  puzzled 
with  them,  and  no  result  would  be 
anived  at.  Very  possibly  the  end  would 
be  that  the  Committee  would  not  report 
at  an,  but  merely  give  the  evidence. 
That  was  the  melancholy  fate  of  the 
Committee  appointed  in  1871,  which  sat 
for  three  years.  The  first  year  was  use- 
fully employed,  part  of  the  second  year 
was  also  usefully  employed;  but  after 
that  the  Committee  got  involved  in  so 
many  details  and  so  many  minutiae,  that 
it  exhausted  itself,  and  did  nothing  but 
lose  the  time  of  its  Members,  the  time 
of  the  witnesses  called,  and  the  time  of 
the  officials  in  the  India  Office.  He 
trusted  they  would  not  again  see  a 
flpectade  of  this  sort,  but  that  the 
Government  would  keep  a  very  clear 
and  definite  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. All  that  he  would  suggest  was 
the  addition  of  a  few  words  at  the 
end  of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
Bamely — 

**  Eipecially  such  works  as  may  be  adapted  to 
'  the  recutrence  or  mitigate  the  intensity 


TOL.  CUXXXVil.  [thibd  ssaixs.] 


N 


Digitized  by 


Google 


855       Sitehm  and  SefreihfMnt      (COMMONS)  Sooms  (E6u$e  of  Commom).   856 


large  number  of  tanks  in  the  Madras 
Presidency  were  thoroughly  out  of  re- 
pair. There  was  in  the  Madras  Fresi- 
dencg^  only  one  irrigation  work  which 
Sir  Bichard  Temple  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  out.  This  project,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  have  cost  only 
£270, 000,  and  after  all  expenses  had  been 
paid,  the  Government  would  have  de- 
rived from  the  work  an  annual  revenue 
of  £25,000.  The  Government  of  India 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  work  was  not  yet 
matured,  although  the  Papers  laid  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons  in  1870 
showed  that  the  project  was  matured  in 
all  its  details. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  after  the  satisfactory  tone  of  the 
debate,  he  should  not  detain  the  House 
with  many  remarks.  He  thought  there 
was  some  amount  of  force  in  the  objec- 
tion raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  as  to  the 
terms  of  Reference  which  he  had  pro- 
posed, and  which  might  not  be  •  under- 
stood out-of-doors  to  be  applicable  to  the 
mitigation  or  prevention  of  famines.  He 
himself  thought  that  the  Eeference  was 
sufficiently  large  as  it  stood,  but  he 
should  not  object  to  add  certain  words 
to  make  that  pomt  clearer  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  In  that  case,  he  would  pro- 
pose that  the  Motion  should  be  in  the 
following  terms : — 

*'  That  a  Select  Ck)mmittee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  as  to  the  expediency  of 
constructing  Public  Works  in  India  with  money 
raised  on  loan,  both  as  regards  financial  results 
and  the  prevention  of  famine." 

As  to  the  scope  of  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  he  might  explain  that  its  duty 
was  to  inquire,  not  merely  into  the  irri- 
gation works  in  Madras,  but  also  into 
the  various  measures  adopted  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor ;  and  also,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  collect  evidence  on  those  points  of 
famine  administration  on  which  there 
was  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
Madras  Government  and  the  Supreme 
Government.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
Commission  was  to  inquire  into  the 
capacity  of  the  ryots  to  dig  wells  and 
tanks,  and  to  suggest  means  by  which 
the  construction  of  such  works  might  be 
expedited.  He  mentioned  these  circum- 
stances in  order  that  it  might  not  be 

OeMral  Sir  George  Balfour 


supposed  that  the  proposed  Oommittee 
was  to  be  a  small  and  pettifogging 
inquiry. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS,  after  the  explana- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  with  whom  he 
entirely  concurred,  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  would 
not  object  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
By  the  addition  of  the  proposed  words 
the  greater  part  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
object  would  DO  attained. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  though 
the  proposal,  as  it  stood,  did  not  touch 
a  great  deal  of  what  he  had  in  view,  he 
would  gladly  accede  to  the  request  which 
had  been  made,  and  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  He  thought,  perhaps,  it 
would  be  better  to  raise  the  question  of 
military  expenditure  on  another  occa- 
sion. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
mthdraum. 


EAST  INDIA  (public  WORKS). 
Select  Ck)mmittee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
and  report  as  to  the  expediency  of  constructing 
Public  Works  in  India  with  money  raised  on 
loan,  both  as  regards  financial  results  and  the 
prevention  of  famine.** — {Lard  George  EamilUm,) 


KITCHEN  AND  REFRESHMENT  ROOMS 

(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS). 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  OOMMITTEE. 

Lord  KENSINGTON  (for  Mr.  Adam) 
moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, 

**  to  control  the  airangements  of  the  Kitchen 
and  Refreshment  Rooms,  in  the  department  of 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House :  ** — 
Mr.  Adam,  Mr.  Dick,  Sir  Williak  Ha&t 
Dyxjb,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Goldney,  Captain 
Hayter,  Lord  Kensinoton,  Mr.  Muntz,  Mr. 
Richard  Power,  Mr.  Stacpoole,  and  Sir 
Henry  Wolpp. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the  Com- 
mittee.*' 

Mr.  HABDOASTLE  said,  there  was 
a  very  general  feeling  in  the  House  tiiat 
the  kitchen  and  especially  the  wine  de- 
partment were  in  an  unsatisfactory  state. 
He  mentioned  this  matter  on  behalf  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  from 
time  to  time  compelled  to  dine  in  the 
House,  and  with  me  view  of  effecting  a 
remedy   he   moved   that   the   quorum 


Digitized  by 


Google 


357        PuNie  P$Hiumi. 


( Javttabt  23,  1878)        5^#d  CommitUe.         858 


should  oonaist  of  five  instead  of  three 
pcnons. 

Amendment  piopoaedi  to  leave  out 
Ae  irord  "  Three,  '  in  order  to  insert 
tlie  word  "Five,"— (Ifr.  HardcMiU,)^ 
instead  thereof  . 

LoBD  KENSINGTON  assented  to  the 
SQggestion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Question,  "That  the  word  < Three' 
stand  part  of  tho  Question,"  put,  and 

Qnestion,  "That  the  word  'Five' 
be  inserted,  instead  thereof,"  put,  and 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Orieredy  That  Five  be  the  quorum  of 
the  Oommittee. 

And,  on  Jannaiy  24,  Lord  Himbt  Thtkne 
and  Mr.  Monk  adtUd. 


ORDER 8     OF    THE    DAT. 


PAKLUMBNTABT  ELECTIONS  (METRO- 
POLIS) BILL— [Bill  14.] 
(Ar  CKurU*  W.  IHlk4,  Mr.  Fortpth,  Mr.  Ritehi$, 
Mr,  Gordon^  Colonel  Beretford^  Mr.    William 
Biwmrd  FortUr.) 

SSOOND  RBADINO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

SiE  CHAEIiES  W.  DILKB,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  it  would  carry  out  the  Eeport 
of  the  Oommittee  of  last  Session  on  this 
Bnbjeci  It  was  also  recommended  that 
the  Committee  should  this  year  be  re- 
appointed, to  take  into  consideration  Uie 
case  with  regard  to  the  rest  of  the  coun- 
try. He  had  accordingly  moved  for  the 
re-anpointment  of  the  Committee,  and  it 
had  been  re-appointed.  The  case  of  Lon- 
don seemed  to  the  Committee  last  year 
to  stand  alone,  and  all  parties  were 
^J^  as  to  the  necessity  for  the  present 


PAHLTAMKNTARY  FRANCHISE  (IB£. 

LAND)  BILL-4B1LL  77.] 

{Mr.  M$Uon,  Mr.  Hmry.) 

SIOOND  BKADnia. 

Order  for  Seoond  Heading  read. 

Mb.  MELDON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,  said, 
he  would  make  only  a  few  obser- 
vations, as  the  Bill  he  asked  tho 
House  to  read  a  seoond  time  was  sub- 
stantially read  last  year,  with  this  al- 
teration only — that  certain  objections 
to  it  were  pointed  out  last  Session, 
and  he  had  tried  by  certain  omissions  to 
meet  the  objections  that  had  been  raised 
to  it.  He  merely  asked  the  House  to 
approve  of  its  second  reading.    * 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."-.(irr.  Meldan.) 

Mr.  OHAELES  LEWIS,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move 
uiat  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoond  time  upon 
that  day  six  months,  said,  he  would  not 
to-d^  move  his  Amendment ;  but  when 
the  Bill  went  into  Conmiittee  he  would 
move  the  omission  of  one  of  the  clauses. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  Begistration 
Law  of  Ireland  beine  assimilated  to  that 
of  England,  but  he  oDJected  to  its  being 
carried  further. 

Motion  agr$ed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ammitted 
for  Wedn$9day  Idth  February. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  whom  shall 
be  rcdPerred  all  Petiiionfl  presented  to  the  House, 
with  tho  exception  of  such  as  relato  to  Private 
Bills ;  and  that  such  Committoo  do  classify  and 
prepare  abstracts  of  the  same,  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  shall  appear  to  them  best  suited  to 
convey  to  the  House  all  requisite  information 
respecting  their  contents,  and  do  report  the  same 
fnnn  time  to  time  to  the  House ;  and  that  such 
Reports  do  in  all  cases  set  forth  the  number  of 
Signatures  to  each  Petition: — And  that  suc^ 
Committee  have  power  to  direct  the  printing  in 
extenso  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  sucn  parts  of 
Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it : — And 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  report  their 
opinion  and  observations  tiiereupon  to  the 
House : " — Committee  nominated : — Sir  Charlbb 


Digitized  by 


Google 


359 


PuiUc  Parh 


(OOMMONS)  {aeotlmt)  Bitt.  960 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
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MINTJTES.]--Nbw  Writ  Issued— Jbr  Perth 
County,  V.  Sir  William  Stirling-Maxwell,  ba- 
ronet, deceajsed. 

Public  Bills — Second  Beading — Public  Parks 
(Scotland)  [34]. 

Committee — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  [44] — r.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Motropoli8)Tl4]. 

Withdrawfh  —  Hypothec  (Scotland)  (No.  2) 
[49]. 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


PUBLIC  PARKS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.    Fortescue   Harrison^   Dr.    Cameron,    Mr, 
William  Holms,    Sir    Oeorge  Balfour,  Sir 
Windham  Anstruther.) 

[bill  34.]      SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  FOETESCUB  HARRISON,  in 
moving  that  theBiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  it  was  a  measure  to  enable 
the  corporations  and  public  bodies  in 
Scotland  to  acquire  lands  for  the  purpose 
of  making  parks  and  recreation  grounds 
in  Scotland  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
and  other  classes  in  that  country.  There 
was  no  new  principle  in  the  Bill.  It  was 
exactly  the  same  as  the  Bill  which  he  in- 
troduced last  year,  and  which  the  House 
then  permitted  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
Unfortunately  he  had  been  unable  to  get 
it  into  Committee  on  that  occasion,  and 
the  result  was  that  he  now  asked  the 
House  to  extend  the  same  indulgence  to 
him  as  it  did  last  year  by  agreeing  to 
the  second  reading.  There  was  great 
need  in  Scotland  for  a  measure  of  this 
character.  In  that  country  there  were 
large  towns  containing  ^eat  numbers  of 
the  working  classes,  witnout  any  recrea- 
tion grounds  for  the  people.  He  had 
endeavoured  hj  his  BiU  to  place  Scotland 
in  the  same  favourable  position  in  this 
respect  as  England.  In  fact,  every 
clause  in  the  Bifl  was  already  law  in  this 
country.  He  might  mention  that  the 
Lord  Advocate,  as  representing  the  Go- 
vernment, was  not  only  willing  that  the 
measure  should  pass,  but  had  afforded 
him  valuable  assistance  in  arranging  its 
clauses.    He  would  not  further  occupy 


the  time  of  the  House,  but  merely  move 
now  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  reserve  any  further  informa- 
tion it  might  be  necessary  to  give  until 
it  was  in  Oommittee. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Forteseue  Morrison.) 

Mr.  BIGKIAR  said,  he  had  last  year 
opposed  going  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill  for  a  number  of  reasons,  which  he 
need  not  now  explain.  On  ^e  present 
occasion,  however,  he  did  not  intend  to 
offer  any  objection  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  measure.  He  thought  that,  on 
the  whole,  the  Bill  was  necessary  and 
desirable ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
were  some  of  its  provisions  which  would 
require,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  modified  in 
Committee.  Certain  of  its  clauses  were 
perfectly  proper,  those,  for  instance, 
which  referred  to  cases  in  which  lands 
could  be  taken  by  compulsion ;  but  in 
connection  with  which,  notwithstanding 
the  compulsion,  there  must  be  proper 
notice  ^ven  by  advertisement  and  other- 
wise, in  cases,  however,  where  land 
was  proposed  to  be  taken  by  agreement, 
no  provision  was  made  for  advertisements, 
and  thus  an  opportunity  might  be  offered 
for  jobbery  on  the  part  of  town  com- 
missioners or  town  councillors,  in 
burghs  in  Scotland.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  in  a  general  way  that  parties  in 
Scotland  were  disposed  to  jobbery ;  but 
it  would  be  well  if  no  opportunity  was 
given  for  it,  but  a  sub-section  of  Clause  6 
stated  that  no  notice  was  required  in 
cases  where  land  was  to  be  taken  by 
agreement.  In  the  same  clause,  in 
another  sub-section,  when  property 
belonged  to  two  or  more  owners  in  com- 
mon, it  was  proposed  that  it  should  be 
sufficient  to  serve  three  of  them  with 
notice ;  but  those  three  might  be  obscure 
persons  not  likely  to  take  any  interest  in 
the  subject,  and  they  might  act  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  interests  of  the  majority. 
Practically  speaking,  a  notice  to  three 
only  might  be  giving  no  notice  at  all. 
That,  therefore,  was  an  objectionable 
feature,  and  should  be  amended.  Then, 
again,  power  was  given  to  town  councils 
to  let  land  to  private  persons  on  lease, 
and  no  provision  was  made  that  that 
should  be  at  a  fair  rent.  An  Amendment 
should  be  introduced  in  that  clause, 
making  it  imperative  tiiat  the  rent  to  be 
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given  by  the  person  who  took  the  land 
^om  tiie  town  council  should  be  fair  and 
reasonable.  He  would  go  further,  and 
voald  saj  that  if  afterwards  it  could  be 
ahownthat  the  land  was  not  let  fot  a 
furrent,  the  lease  should  become  null 
and  Toid,  and  the  person  who  took  the 
lease  should  not  be  able  to  take  advan- 
tage under  it.  There  must  always  be  a 
certain  amount  of  temptation  to  town 
coondllors  to  be  Mendly  to  their  con- 
nections and  political  friends.  In  passing 
Aetsof  this  nature,  the  Legislature  should 
guard  very  strictly  against  the  possibility 
of  anything  unfair  or  imreasonable  in 
tke  way  of  the  rates  being  aggrieved  for 
the  benefit  of  certtiin  parties.  Clause  1 0 
gave  power  to  the  council  to  charge  the 
rates  with  the  expenses  that  were  legiti- 
mate imder  the  Act  as  carried  into  opera- 
tiozL  That  would  be  perfectly  legitimate 
if  the  Bill  were  to  be  carried  into  opera- 
tion, but  if  a  town  council  made  an 
appHcation  for  certain  powers,  and  that 
application  proved  to  be  unsuccessful, 
presumably  irom  some  fault  of  their 
oirn,  the  members  of  such  a  body  should 
be  made  liable  for  the  charge,  which 
should  not  in  such  a  case  be  put  upon 
the  rates.  If  the  Bill  were  carried  into 
force,  then  the  expenses  should  be  borne 
by  the  ratepayers ;  but  there  was  always 
the  possibility  to  be  guarded  against 
that  the  solicitor  of  a  town  coimcil  might 
encourage  his  friends  in  it  to  involve 
themselves  in  an  application  which  was 
nntenable  and  uncalled  for,  and  it  would 
only  be  fair  that  a  council  in  framing 
any  project  under  a  Bill  of  this  sort 
Khould  Ixave  clearly  before  their  eyes  the 
risks  which  were  being  incurred .  Another 
objectionable  provision  of  the  Bill  was 
that  which  gave  power  to  add  to  taxa- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  making  public 
parks.  This  was  an  important  point — 
mach  too  serious  and  important  to  be 
caniedinto  operation  under  a  Provisional 
Older.  Of  course  places  of  recreation 
were  very  good  in  their  way,  but  they 
might  entail  upon  the  ratepayers  an 
aoHmnt  of  expense  which  it  woxdd  not 
be  desirable  for  them  to  bear.  Certainly 
it  should  not  fall  upon  them  without 
their  opinion  being  asked  upon  the  sub- 
ject The  application  might  be  made 
vhen  no  election  was  pending,  and  in 
that  case  the  ratepayers  had  no  oppor- 
tonity,  except  at  considerable  trouble 
and  cost,  of  disputing  the  dictum  of  the 
town  council,  and  the  property  of  the 
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borough  might  be  mortgaged  to  a  serious 
extent  for  all  time  to  come.  He  would 
not,  however,  make  any  Motion  against 
the  second  reading. 

TheLORD  ADVOCATE  said,heshould 
offer  no  opposition  whatever  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill,  which  he  believed  would 
be  a  useful  one.  It  was  framed  very 
much  upon  the  lines  of  the  English 
Statute,  the  Public  Health  Act,  38  & 
39  Viet,  and  would  upon  the  whole,  he 
thought,  be  found  serviceable  in  Scotland. 
But  in  tiie  working  of  the  English  mea- 
sure some  limitations  had  suggested 
themselves  as  necessary  and  desirable, 
and  it  might  be  requisite  to  move  Amend- 
ments in  that  direction  when  the  BiU 
was  in  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Tu$Bday  next. 

HYPOTHEC    (SCOTLAND)   (No.   2)  BILL. 

{^Sir  George  Balfour^  Mr,  Laing^  Mr,  Barclay.) 

[bell  49.]      SECOND  EBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {General Sir  George  Balfour.) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  in 
connection  with  the  measure  he  desired 
to  direct  Mr.  Speaker's  attention  to  a 
point  of  Order.  JJeave  had  been  given 
by  the  House  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Sir  George  Balfour)  to  intro- 
duce a  BUI  on  the  subject  of  Hypothec, 
for  which  BiU  another  had  since  been 
substituted,  and  had  only  been  deUvered 
to  hon.  Members  that  morning.  Ho 
wished  to  inquire  whether  it  was  in 
Order  for  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentle- 
man to  ask  the  House  to  give  a  second 
reading  to  a  BUI  which  he  had  not  ob- 
tained leave  to  introduce,  and  which  had 
not  been  read  a  first  time  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  replied  that  he  had 
noticed  that  some  material  alterations 
had  been  made  in  the  BiU.  Hon. 
Members  might  make  cUnical  or  verbal 
alterations  in  BiUs,  but  it  would  not  be 
in  Order  for  an  hon.  Member  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  a  BUI  which, 
although  bearing  the  same  title,  differed 
materiaUy  and  substantiaUy  from  the 
measure  which  he  obtained  leave  to 
introduce.  The  BiU  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  now  asked  the  House  to 
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read  the  seoond  time,  was  not  the  one 
which  he  was  allowed  to  introduce,  and 
therefore  the  only  course  open  to  him  was 
to  withdraw  the  Order  &t  the  seoond 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  ask  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill  in  substitution  for  it. 

Gbnebal  Sm  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  that  under  the  circumstances  he 
would  withdraw  the  altered  Bill,  and 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  one  which 
he  had  originally  introduced. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  suggested 
that  the  course  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  proposed  to  take  would 
be  as  far  out  of  Order  as  his  original 
proposal  that  the  House  should  read  a 
second  time  a  Bill  which  he  had  substi- 
tuted for  the  one  he  had  leave  to  intro- 
duce. He  submitted  that  the  proper 
course  to  pursue,  would  be  to  move  to 
discharge  the  present  Order,  and  to  give 
Notice  for  leave  to  introduce  another 
BiU. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  ruled  that  the  proper 
course  open  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  to  move  that  the  Omer  for 
second  reading  be  discharged,  and  then, 
if  he  thought  fit,  to  move  for  leave  to 
introduce  the  amended  Bill  which  had 
been  delivered  to  hon.  Members. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  that  if  he  was  not  permitted  to  go 
on  with  the  present  Bill  he  should  desire 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  first 
Bill. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  he  had 
already  ruled  that  it  was  not  in  Order, 
imderthe  circumstances,  to  proceed  with 
the  first  BiU.  The  proper  course  would 
be  to  move  to  discharge  the  present 
Order,  and  to  ask  leave  to  introduce 
another  Bill. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  it  was  unfortu- 
nate that  the  Bill  (No.  2)  had  only  been 
circulated  to  hon.  Members  that  morning. 
It  was  still  more  a  matter  of  regret  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  should  not 
be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  discus- 
sion of  his  first  Bill  upon  its  merits.  It 
was  a  more  comprehensive  measure 
than  any  Bill  previously  before  them. 
[*' Order,  order!''] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  the  House 
was  deaJing  with  a  point  of  Order,  and 
it  would  be  clearly  out  of  Order  to  pro- 
ceed with  anv  discussion  upon  the  merits 
of  a  Bill  untii  that  question  was  disposed 
of. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE : 
Then,  Sir,  I  now  beg  to  move,  with  your 

Mr,  Speaker 


permission,  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  be  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged;  Bill  toithdrawn. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUOKS  ON 

SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  44.] 

(2%«   0' Conor  Don,  Mr,   Richard   Smyth,  Mr. 

Charles  Lewis,  Mr,  James  Corry,  Mr,  JFiUiam 

Johnston,    Mr,     Dease,    Mr,    Dickson,     Mr. 

Redmond,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (7%«  0' Conor  Bon.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BiU  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Preamble  postponed. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  moved  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  as  he 
did  not  consider  it  would  be  fair  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  in  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  many  Members  who 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  measure, 
and  who  had  stated  their  intention  to 
move  Amendments  in  Committee.  He 
had  moved  the  House  into  Conmiittee 
mainly  to  prevent  an  imnecessary  debate 
upon  me  question  of  Mr.  Speaker  leaving 
the  Chair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  upon  Wednesday,  13th  February. 

PARTJAMENTABY  ELECTIONS  (METBO- 

POLIS)  BILL-[BiLL  14.] 
{Sir,  Charles  W,  Dilke,  Mr.  Forsyth,  Mr,  Riiehie, 
Mr,  Gordon,   Colonel  Beresford,  Mr,  WilUam 
Edward  Forster,) 

GOMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Me.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  wished  to 
say  one  word  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
He  thought  that  some  time  should  be 
allowed  to  elapse  before  the  next  stage 
of  the  Bill  was  taken,  on  the  ground 
that    the    Attorney   Qeneral   had   an 
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Amendment  to  propose  in  it.  He  had 
not  opposed  eimer  the  second  reading 
of  ^  Bill  or  the  going  into  Oommittee 
upon  it;  but  he  thought  it  was  a  measure 
tovhich  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
Oe&eral  should  be  directed. 

8iB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  desired  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman;  but  he  might 
state  that  the  Attorney  General  had  seen 
tiieproTisions  of  the  ^biU  and  had  offered 
DO  objection  to  them,  and  that  it  was  a 
measure  upon  which  all  the  Metropolitan 
Members  were  agreed.  The  Bill  merely 
earned  out  the .  recommendations  of  the 
Sdect  Committee  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
believed  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
9G&1  the  Bill,  but  he  (Mr.  Assheton 
Cross)  wished  to  considt  him  in  refer- 
eoce  to  some  of  its  provisions  before  the 
Bepoii. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  upon  Wednesday 
next. 


Uouso  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  24th  January,  1878.  ^ 

MINTJTES.l  —  5a<  First  in  Parliament  — The 
Lord  Ranforly,  after  the  death  of  his  Brother. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION  —  STATE- 
MENT-BY  HER  MAJESTY'S  GOVERN- 
MENT.—QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend  who 
leads  the  Opposition  in  your  Lordships* 
House  (Earl  Ghranville),  I  rise  to  put  a 
Qaeetion  to  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  have 
waited  tiU  close  on  the  hour  of  a  quarter 
past  5  o'clock  to  see  whether  any  com- 
monication  would  be  volunteered  by  Her 
U^eety's  Government  on  a  subject  re- 
directing which  we  are  aU  anxious  in  this 
ooantiy  at  Hhe  present  moment.  My 
I^itdB,  a  report  has  reached  us  in  this 
House  ihai  a  statement  of  great  gravity 
a&d  importance  haa  been  made  by  Her 


Majesty's  Government  in  "  another 
place."  Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  wiU  allow  me  to 
ask  him,  Whether  he  means  to  submit 
any  communication  to  this  House  upon 
that  subject  ? 

The  Eakl  of  BEACONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  only 
in  accordance  with  the  custom  of  Parlia- 
ment that,  when  a  Notice  of  the  kind 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Duke  is  given 
in  the  other  House,  ParUament  should 
wait  till  a  statement  has  been  made  by 
that  Minister  whose  pecuHar  province  it 
is  to  bring  financial  matters  imder  the 
notice  of  the  other  House. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
will  the  noble  Earl  allow  me  to  ask,  as 
it  is  matter  of  notoriety  that  a  statement 
of  great  gravity  has  been  made  to  the 
other  House— of  such  gravity  that  it 
looks  in  the  direction  of  involving  this 
country  in  war — perhaps  the  noble  Earl 
will  be  kind  enough  to  say  whether  ho 
will  lay  on  the  Table  of  this  House  soon 
any  further  Papers  explanatory  of  the 
resolution  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  come  ?  I  ask  this  Ques- 
tion because,  from  the  proceedings  which 
occurred  in  ParHament  last  week,  it  was 
understood  by  those  who  sit  on  the  oppo- 
site side  to  the  Government  in  both 
Houses,  that  no  change  was  likely  to 
take  place  in  the  attitude  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  this  very  grave 
matter  until  the  terms  which  Eussia 
might  propose  to  Turkey  should  bo 
known  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  until  they  should  have  come  to  the 
determination  that  those  terms  involved 
serious  danger  to  those  neutral  interests 
which  it  is  the  business  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  defend.  That,  I  say,  was  the 
understanding  of  those  who  sit  on  tho 
opposite  side  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  both  Houses,  and  it  has  been 
the  understanding  of  all  since,  which 
may,  perhaps,  account  for  the  absence  of 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville)  this 
evening.  I  do  not  wish  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  do  or  say  anything  which 
might  seriously  embarras  the  public  ser- 
vice. All  I  would  respectfully  ask  is, 
that  before  any  discussion  on  the  subject 
comes  on  in  this  House,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wiU  take  an  opportunity  of 
laying  on  the  Table  such  Papers  as  may 
explain  the  change  of  attitude  which 
must  have  occurred  since  last  week  with 
regard  to  this  matter. 
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TheEarlopBEACONSFIELD:  My 
Lords,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will, 
of  course,  take  care  that  all  Papers  shall 
be  placed  on  the  Table  of  this  House 
that  they  can  produce  consistently  with 
their  sense  of  public  duty.  It  is  always 
agreeable  to  them  to  take  Parliament 
into  their  confidence;  but  your  Lord- 
ships must  feel  that  this  is  a  subject  in 
respect  of  which  much  discrimmation 
ought  to  be  exercised.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  understanding  to  which  the 
noble  Duke  hoa  alluded,  that  no  Resolu- 
tion should  be  submitted  to  Parliament 
of  the  character  of  that  of  which  Notice 
has  been  given  in  the  other  House  to- 
night, except  when  the  conditions  of 
peace  proposed  by  Bussia  were  made 
known,  I  can  only  say  that  was  an  un- 
derstanding not,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  of 
a  formal  character.  An  observation  was 
casually  made  by  one  of  the  Ministers  in 
the  other  House  that  no  Motion  such  as 
that  of  which  Notice  has  been  given 
should  be  made  until  the  conditions  of  the 
Eussian  Oovemment  were  known.  But 
at  that  time  we  had  reason  to  believe, 
and  had  received  information  which  in- 
duced us  to  accept  it  as  true,  that  those 
conditions  would  be  made  known  im- 
mediately. Now,  a  considerable  period 
has  elapsed  since  then ;  and  the  noble 
Duke  must  feel  that  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment  might  think 
it  their  duty  to  recommend  Parliament 
to  take  cannot  depend  on  the  will  of  any 
foreign  Government  in  keeping  back 
any  information  as  to  the  conditions. 
Therefore,  I  must  protest  against  the 
interpretation  which  the  noble  Duke  has 
put  upon  words  which  may  have  been 
spoken  in  debate  in  the  other  House. 
Wo  should  have  been  very  glad  to  have 
boon  made  acquainted  with  those  con- 
ditions of  peaqp  at  the  time  we  thought 
wo  ought  to  be  made  acquainted  with 
them ;  but  we  have  not  yet  been  made 
acquainted  with  them,  and  I  have  no 
authority  for  saying  when  we  shall  be 
put  in  possession  of  them.  Under  these 
circimistances,  it  is  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  pursue  that  course  which 
they  feel  it  their  duty  to  their  Sovereign 
and  their  country  to  pursue. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2ith  January,  1878. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblect  Committbb  —  Public 
Business,  appointed;  Irish  Land  Act,  1870, 
appointed ;  Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms 
(House  of  Commons),  Lord  Henry  Thynne 
and  Mr.  Monk  added. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Marriage  Preliminaries  (Scotland)*  [86]; 
House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal 
(Scotland)*  [87];  Bar  Education  and  Dis- 
cipline* [88], 

Second  Beading — Roads  and  Bridges!  (Scotland) 
[4];  PubUc  Health  (Ireland)*  [1];  linen 
and  Yam  Halls  (Dublin)  ♦  [2]. 

Seeond  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committer — 
Parliamentfioy  and  Municipal  Registration* 
[78]. 


NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 
notiob  of  motion. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on 
Monday  next,  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
I  shall  move  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  the  Naval  and  Military  Services. 

QUESTIONS, 

ROYAL  PARKS,  &c.— KEW  GARDENS. 
QUESTION. 

Sm  HEl^Y  PEEK  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  the  opening  of 
Kew  Gardens  at  an  earlier  hour  than  at 
present  ? 

MB.GERAED  NOEL:  Sir,  tKe  matter 
to  which  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  has  been  carefully  considered  by 
several  of  my  Predecessors  in  the  Office 
of  Works  as  well  as  by  myself,  and 
what  is  asked  could  not  be  conceded 
without  a  large  increase  of  expenditure 
and  without  materially  interfering  with 
the  daily  work  in  the  Gardens.  In  fact, 
I  may  say  the  change  demanded  would 
involve  the  consideration  whether  Kew 
could  continue  what  it  originally  was  in- 
tended to  be — a  scientific  utilitarian  in- 
stitution^-or  merely  a  resort  for  plea- 
sure-seekers. The  present  arrangements 
I  really  believe  satisl^  ever^  one  but 
those  who  live  in  the  immediate  neigh* 
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bourhood.  The  visitors  from  the  metro- 
polis and  elsewhere,  as  a  rule,  never 
airive  till  long  after  the  Gardens  are 
opened,  and  sometimes  days  and  weeks 
pass  without  any  visitors.  What  a 
▼aste  of  public  money  would  be  in- 
coired,  therefore,  were  the  Gardens 
always  opened  at  10  in  the  morning, 
and  we  constantly  had  to  maintain  an 
additional  staff  of  men  all  the  year 
round.  Kew  is  open  every  day  gratis 
to  all,  Sundays  as  well  as  week-days. 
Christmas  Day  is  the  only  holiday,  the 
only  closed-day  in  the  year.  No  institu- 
tion in  the  country,  I  may  say  in  Europe, 
is  80  freely  open  to  the  public  every  day 
from  1  P.M.  till  dark.  Notwithstanding 
this,  the  authorities  are  so  anxious  to 
meet  the  reasonable  demands  of  the 
pnblic  that,  for  the  future,  we  are  pre- 
pared to  open  the  Gardens  at  10  in  the 
moniing  on  Bank  Holidays.  I  trust 
this  wul  be  satisfactory  to  my  hon. 
Friend.  He  will  see  from  what  I  have 
stated,  that  more  could  not  be  conceded 
without  altogether  altering  the  character 
of  tho  Gardens,  without  doing  away 
with  the  original  intention  for  which 
the  Oardens  were  established,  and  with- 
out largely  increasing  the  annual  expen- 
diture. 

REGISTRATION  OF  LAND,  &c. 
QXTESTION. 

Dr.  BRADY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  revelations  of  fraud,  forgery, 
conspiracy,  and  obtaining  money  by 
false  pretences,  which  have  come  to  light 
^y  the  trial  and  conviction  of  certain 
parties  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court  on 
tho  1 5th  instant,  If  he  intends  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  to  establish  in  this  country 
a  system  of  registration  of  land  and  other 
property  similar  to  the  Law  or  Laws 
now  in  force  in  our  colonies  ? 

Mr.  A8SHET0N  GROSS,  in  reply, 
sud,  he  had  had  the  advantage  of  con- 
sulting with  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Attorney  General  on  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  in  the  hon.  Member^s  Ques- 
tion, and  he  was  able  to  state  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  to  introduce  a  measure  re- 
lating to  it  at  present. 

CEYLON— FOOD  TAXES.— QUESTION. 

HB.POTTEB  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tuy  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 


action  will  be  taken  by  Government  on 
the  Eeport  of  "  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Taxes  on 
Home-grown  Grain  and  the  Customs 
Duties  on  Imported  Grain"  in  the  Island 
of  Ceylon;  and,  whether  these  Food 
Taxes  and  the  system  of  farming  the 
Revenue  will  be  abolished  in  Ceylon  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Sir,  the  Eeport 
of  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  subject  has  only  arrived  by  the 
last  mail,  and  until  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  had  an  opportunity  of 
taking  it  into  consideration,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say  what  steps  will  be  taken  in 
the  matter. 


MALTA  — FOOD    TAXES. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  POTTER  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether, 
after  Mr.  Rowsell's  Report  on  the  food 
taxes  in  Malta  has  been  laid  upon  tho 
Table  of  the  House,  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  abolish  the  XOs.  a  quarter 
Duty  levied  on  grain  imported  into  the 
island,  and  other  food  taxes  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  As  I  stated  the 
other  evening,  Sir,  Mr.  Rowsell's  Report 
has  not  yet  been  fully  considered  by  the 
Government,  and  therefore  my  hon. 
Friend  will  no  doubt  agree  with  me  in 
thinking  it  would  be  premature  if  I  en- 
tered into  any  of  the  details  he  alludes 
to  pending  a  full  consideration  of  the 
whole  subject. 


MERCANTILE  MARINE— MISSING 
STEAMERS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PLIMSOLL  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  When  inquiries 
will  be  held  into  the  causes  of  the  loss 
of  the  steamship  **  Wells,*'  the  steam- 
ship ''Kinshan,"  and  the  steamship 
"  Rose,"  all  of  which  vessels  have  been 
lost  with  all  hands  ? 

SiB  CHARLES  ADDERLEY :  Sir,  I 
gave  all  possible  information  about  ihe 
loss  of  the  Wells  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (l^fr.  Macdonald) 
last  March.  As  I  then  stated,  an  in- 
quiry had  been  held ;  but  nothing  has 
transpired  since,  nor  could  be  expected. 
As  regards  the  Etnshan,  I  am  communi- 
cating about  her.  She  left  Cardiff  last 
October  with  coal  for  Bombay,  and  has 
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not  been  heard  of  since.  As  regards  the 
Mose,  she  disappeared  after  passing  Co- 
penhagen December  20,  bound  for  Eevel, 
and  no  evidence  can  be  obtained  as  to 
the  cause  of  her  loss.  She  had  a  cargo 
of  iron  bridgework  not  excessive  for  her 
tonnage. 
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NAVY— JUDICIAL   POWERS  OF  NAVAL 
COMMANDERS.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  native  of 
Tanna,  in  the  Pacific,  was  handed  at 
the  yard  arm  of  Ber  Majesty *s  schooner 
"The  Beagle,"  as  reported  by  the  Eev. 
T.  Neilson,  Eesident  Presbyterian  Mis- 
sionary at  the  island;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  competent  for  the  commanders  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  to  pronounce  and 
execute  capital  sentences  upon  their 
own  authority  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  it  is  correct 
that  the  native  aUuded  to  was  hanged 
at  the  yard-arm  of  H.  M.  S.  Beagle.  An 
Englishman,  named  Easterbrook,  had 
been  murdered  at  Tanna.  Mr.  Neilson, 
a  Presbyterian  missionary  there,  re- 
ported the  circumstance  to  Mr.  Layard, 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Noumea.  Mr. 
Layard  recommended  the  commodore  to 
demand  that  "the  murderer  should  be 
required  from  the  tribe,  and  hung  at 
the  yard-arm  as  a  warning  to  others." 
Commodore  Hoskins  ordered  Lieutenant 
Caflin,  of  H.  M.  S.  Beagle,  to  proceed 
to  the  island,  and  directed  that  if,  after 
inquiry,  he  should  be  fully  convinced 
that  it  was  not  the  misconduct  of  Easter- 
brook that  led  to  his  being  murdered, 
he  was  to  cause  the  murderer  to  be 
executed  according  to  judicial  forms  in 
the  most  public  manner  possible.  A 
Court  was  formed  of  Lieutenant  Caffin, 
Lieutenant  Pugh,  and  Mr.  Neilson,  the 
missionary,  and  the  murderer  was  tried 
and  f oimd  guilty,  and  then  hung  at  the 
yard-arm.  As  regards  the  competence 
of  the  officer  to  take  these  measures,  the 
islands  in  question  not  being  imder  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  competent  Court  of 
any  civilized  country,  this  was  the  only 
course  open  for  the  punishment  of  such 
crimes.  Only  a  short  time  ago  for  such 
a  murder  the  course  would  have  been  to 
bombard  the  village  and  destroy  it, 
which  would  have  occasioned  the  loss  of 
many  innocent  lives. 

Sir  Charles  Adderley 


GEOLOGICAL   SURVEY  OF  IRELAND— 

THE  "  FREEMAN'S  JOURNAL." 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fa.ct  that  on  Monday,  the  14th  instant, 
the  following  notice  was  posted  on  the 
Geologiccd  Survey  Office  Dublin : — 

"Notice.  Geological  Survey  of  Ireland, 
Dublin.  Considering  the  manner  in  which  the 
'Freeman's  Journal'  has  encouraged  the  dis- 
loyal demonstration  of  yesterday  evening,  the 
13th  instant,  the  Director  trusts  to  the  good 
spirit  of  the  officers  of  the  Survey  not  to  allow 
that  paper  inside  the  public  office.  —  I4th 
January,  1878." 

And,  whether,  if  this  notice  was  so 
posted,  it  was  with  the  knowledge  or 
approval  of  the  Government;  and,  if 
not,  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  will 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  the  repeti- 
tion of  similar  conduct  in  Government 
offices  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH: 
The  Geological  Survey  Office  is  not 
under  my  control ;  but  1  find,  on  inquiry, 
that  the  Director,  on  his  own  authority, 
had  posted  up  such  a  notice  in  his  own 
office  as  has  been  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member.  I  have  read  the  articles  in 
Ute  Freeman^ s  Journal  to  which  the  no- 
tice, I  presume,  related,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  am  not  surprised  that  tho 
Director  of  the  Geological  Survey  con- 
sidered the  articles  in  question  as  de- 
serving of  severe  condemnation.  But  I 
think  he  might  have  left  it  to  the 
good  sense  and  the  good  spirit  of  his 
subordinates  to  form  their  own  opi- 
nion ;  and  if  he  considered  it  necessary 
to  post  any  notice  whatever  on  the 
subject  of  newspapers  he  might  havo 
been  more  general,  and  informed  his 
subordinates  that  a  Public  Office  was  a 
place  for  the  transaction  of  public  busi- 
ness, rather  than  for  the  reading  of 
newspapers  of  any  kind.  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  for  my  taking  any  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  gave  No- 
tice that  on  an  early  day  he  would  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  doctrine  just  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  newspapers 
should  be  excluded  from  Public  Offices, 
should  not  be  applied  to  England  as  well 
as  to  Ireland  ? 
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CIVIL  BILL  EJECTMENTS— RETURNS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.M'CAETHY  downing  asked 
the  Chief  Seoretaiy  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
tiier  the  Betoms  of  the  number  of  Civil 
Bill  Ejectments  entered  and  tried  in 
each  comity  in  Ireland  ordered  by  the 
Hoaae  on  tiie  11  th  of  May  last  has  been 
made  ;  and,  if  not,  when  it  may  be  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  the  Betums  have  been  collected  and 
▼ill  be  presented  on  an  early  day.  The 
delay  which  has  occurred  is  mainly  due 
to  the  difficulty  experienced  in  obtaining 
Betoms  from  the  sheriffs  of  counties. 
No  Betums  were  received  from  the  high 
aherife  of  four  counties,  though  repeated 
applications  were  made  for  them,  and  in 
several  instances  the  sheriffs  stated  that 
they  were  unable  to  furnish  the  infor- 
mation, or  were  only  able  to  give  a  part 
of  it.  In  other  respects  the  Betum  is 
complete,  but  it  is  feared  that  that  por- 
tion of  it  which  was  to  be  obtained  ^m 
the  high  sheriffs  must,  for  the  reasons 
above  stated,  be  presented  in  a  some- 
what imperfect  form. 


PARUAMENTARY   ELECTION    PETI- 
TIONS—LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'CONOB  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  he  intends  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  this  Session  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Trial  of  Parliamen- 
tary Election  Petitions  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL,  in  re- 
ply, said,  it  was  his  intention  to  intro- 
dooe  snch  a  measure. 


THE  BANKRUPTCY  LAW— LEGISLA- 
TION.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  FBESHFIELD  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney  Oeneral,  Whether  he  intends  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  in  the  present  Session  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bankruptcy  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  it  was  his  intention  at  an  early 
pmod  of  the  Session  to  introduce  such 
a  Bill 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION. 

DESPATCHES  OF  JANUARY  4,  8,  AND  10. 

QUESTIONS. 

LoBD  BOBEET   MONTAGU  asked 
tlkfi  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


Affairs,  Whether  Despatches  intervening 
between  the  three  f  ollowingcan  be  given, 
in  explanation  of  their  apparent  incon- 
sistency, viz. 

(1).  That  from  Lord  Derby  (January  4th, 
No.  16) :  "  It  is  clearly  indispensable  that  the 
conditions  on  which  it  (the  armistice)  is  to  be 
granted,  should  be  discussed  between  the  two 
(belligerent)  Governments,  and  not  merely  be- 
tween Generals.  .  .  .  The  armistice  may  well 
be  arranged  between  the  immediate  belli- 
gerents," but  the  ''other  Powers  also  are  inte- 
rested in  the  conditions  of  peace  :'* 

(2).  That  from  Lord  Derby  (January  8th, 
No.  22):  "Under  these  circiunstances  (the 
supposition  that  the  Russian  Conmianders  have 
received  the  instructions)  Her  Maiesty's  Go- 
vernment consider  that  the  conditions  which 
appeared  to  them  essential,  in  order  to  givo 
eflfect  to  Prince  Gortchakow's  suggestion  for  an 
armi8ti(^,  have  been  practically  fSfiUed  :** 

And  T[3).  The  Statement  of  the  Imperial 
Commander  in  Chief  (January  10th,  No.  32): 
**  The  negotiations  can  only  take  place  directly 
with  me.  There  cannot,  however,  be  any  ques- 
tion of  an  armistice  at  this  moment  wiUiout 
bases  of  peace." 

Me.  BOURKE  :  8ir,  there  are  no  in- 
tervening despatches;  but  in  the  despatch 
of  the  1 1th  of  January,  which  has  been 
already  laid  before  ^Parliament,  Lord 
Derby  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  re- 
concile the  terms  in  which  the  reply  of 
the  Grand  Duke  Nicholas  was  couched 
with  those  of  the  message  they  commu- 
nicated to  Her  Majesty*s  Government, 
on  the  authority  of  Prince  Gortchakoff, 
from  St.  Petersburg. 

Lord  ROBEET  MONTAGU  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  Despatch  was 
written  and  reply  received  in  explana- 
tion of  the  two  conditions,  on  negotia- 
tions for  peace,  imposed  by  the  Eussian 
Government  (January  9th,  No.  28): 
namely,  , 

*'That  the  Russian  Army  should  advance, 
and  that  the  Turks  should  be  convinced  that 
they  would  receive  no  aid  from  ^gland  ?  " 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  no  despatch  was 
written. 


fiUSSIA    AND    TUBKEY-THE    WAR- 
PROPOSED  TERMS  OF  PEACE. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  HANBUEY:  I  beg  to  ask  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  Question  of  which  I  have 
^ven  private  Notice — namely.  Whether 
me  Eussian  terms  of  peace  have  yet 
been  received;    and,  if  so,    whether. 
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without  inconvenience,  he  can  lay  them 
before  the  House  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  the  Eussian  terms  of  peace 
have  not  been  received  by  or  communi- 
cated to  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 
question. 
The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
roferencG  to  the  Notice  which  he  has 
given  at  the  commencement  of  the  Busi- 
ness, Whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
when  the  Supplementary  Estimates  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ?  It 
was  my  intention  to  have  askM  the 
Question  which  has  just  been  put  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Teun- 
worth  (Mr.  Hanbury);  and  perhaps, 
without  trespassing  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  the  House  would  allow  me  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  has  no  further  explanation  to  give  on 
that  matter  than  that  which  he  has 
given  ?  It  will  bo  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  this  day  last  week  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  a  de- 
mand for  further  Supply  would  not  be 
made  until  the  terms  of  the  Eussian 
Government  had  been  received  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  answer 
which  has  just  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  appear  to  be 
altogether  consistent  with  that  assurance, 
and  I  would  therefore  ask  him  whether 
he  has  any  further  explanation  to  give 
on  that  point.  And  perhaps,  further, 
the  House  would  allow  me  to  ask,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  very  grave  anxiety, 
grief,  and  aleurjn,  which  no  doubt  wUl 
bo  produced  throughout  the  country 
by  the  Notice  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  it  necessary  to 
give,  it  is  in  his  power  now  to  make 
any  further  statement,  in  anticipation 
of  that  which  it  wiU  be  his  duty  to 
make  on  Monday,  which  may  tend  in 
any  degree  to  diminish  that  anxiety, 
relieve  that  alarm,  and  calm  the  public 
excitement  consequent  upon  it  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  With  reference  to  the  first  Ques- 
tion put  by  the  noble  Lord,  I  hope  that 
the  Estimate  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  or,  at  all  events,  that  I  shall 
be  able  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  to-morrow 
evening.    I  am  not  in  a  position  to  do 

Mr.  Eanhury 


so  to-night.  With  reference  to  tho  second 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord — ^that  is  to 
say,  the  Question  which  relates  to  what 
he  regards  as  the  inconsistency  between 
the  Notice  I  have  now  given  and  what 
fell  from  me  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session — I  wish  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House  of  what  I  reaUy  did 
state  on  the  first  night,  because  it  was 
not  exactly  what  the  noble  Lord  has 
stated.  The  noble  Lord  had  asked  me 
in  the  speech  which  he  made  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address  whether  it  was 
intended  to  ask  for  a  Vote  immediately, 
as  had  been  shadowed  forth  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech.  In  reply  to  that 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  stated  that 
communications  were  going  on  with  re- 
gard to  the  terms  of  peace,  and  that  as 
we  had  then  heard  that  it  was  likely  that 
within  a  day  or  two  days  those  communi- 
cations would  lead  to  the  terms  being 
proposed,  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  make  any  im- 
mediate proposal  to  the  House,  because 
it  might*  very  weU  happen  that  when 
those  terms,  which  were  expected  to  bo 
disclosed  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two, 
came  to  be  known  they  would  appear  to 
be  such  as  might  be  accepted  by  the 
Porte  and  also  be  acceptable  to  the 
Powers  of  Europe.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  said,  cadet  quosstio ;  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  any  proposal 
being  made.  Subsequently  my  right 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ghreen- 
wich,  in  commenting  upon  these  state- 
ments of  mine,  put  to  me  across  tho 
Table  the  Question,  whether  he  was 
right  in  understanding  me  to  say  that  no 
proposal  would  be  made  until  the  terms 
of  peace  had  been  received,  and  I  nodded 
assent.  But  I  must  ask  the  House  clearly 
to  understand  that  I  did  that  in  tho 
anticipation  that  what  I  had  contem- 
plated at  the  time  I  w£is  speaking  would 
take  place — that  is,  that  within  a  few 
days  we  shoidd  be  in  possession  of  those 
terms  of  peace.  At  all  events,  the  posi- 
tion was  such  that  I  think  the  House 
wiU  gather  that  I  could  have  had  no 
other  expectation  than  that  within  a  very 
few  days  we  should  be  in  possession  of 
those  terms  of  peace.  But  since  that 
time  a  week  has  elapsed,  and  not  only 
have  the  terms  of  peace  not  been  com- 
municated, but  we  nave  observed  that  a 
very  considerable  and  rapid  advance  has 
taken  plaoe  on  the  part  of  the  forces  of 
Bussia.    Under  these  oiroomstances  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  have  felt  it  ne- 
cessary not  to  delay  any  longer  that 
which  Her  Majesty  intimated  in  Her 
Chtudous  Speech  might  be  necessary — 
the  neoeesity  of  addng  Parliament  to 
enable  them  to  make  provision  if  any 
circnmstances  should  arise  requiring  that 
ocmrse  to  be  taken.  I  am  perfectly  con- 
scious of  the  inoonvenienoe  of  a  Notice 
such  as  that  which  I  have  been  obliged 
to  give;  but  the  Government  have 
thought  it  best  that  that  Notice  should 
be  given  at  once,  and  that  fair  and  due 
Notice  should  be  given  to  all  Members 
of  Parliament,  whether  actuallv  present 
in  London,  or  having  to  come  m>m  any 
distance,  that  the  subject  would  be 
broueht  forward  on  Monday.  I  think, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  also, 
that  is  the  flaii^  and  the  best  course,  and 
al^ugh  it  leads  to  the  inconvenience 
ol  a  few  days'  delay,  it  is  better  than 
that  the  Gk>vemment  should  be  open  to 
ai^  diarge  of  taking  the  House  by  sur- 
prise. I  regret  that  I  cannot  find  it 
within  my  duty  to  make  any  ftirther 
statement  upon  the  subject  at  this  time, 
but  I  shall  be  prepared  to  do  so  on 
Monday. 

Thb  Mabqttess  op  HAETINGKUON  : 
Perhaps  the  House  would  forgive  me  for 
patting  one  further  Question  to  the  right 
non.  Gentleman.  I  should  like  to  ask 
him,  Whe^er  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  before  Monday,  to  present 
to  the  House  any  farther  Papers  on  the 
Eastern  Question?  In  explanation  I 
ought,  perhaps,  to  say  that  tne  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
called  by  one  or  two  Questions  to  the 
fact  that  among  the  Papers  which  have 
heeu  presented  there  are  none  that  have 
any  reference  to  our  relations  widi  the 
Courts  of  Europe  generally.  I  would 
ask  whether  the  Government  now  intend 
to  lay  before  the  House  any  Papers  on 
thissuUect? 

The  CHANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QI7£R :  I  wiU  consider  the  subject  in 
concert  with  my  Colleagues,  and  we  may 
be  able,  perhaps,  to  hiy  some  Papers 
upon  the  Table  to-morrow. 


878 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  to  discuss 
at  the  same  time  the  Motion  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Mowbray)  had  given  Notice— namely, 
that  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no  Order 
of  the  Day,  or  Notice  of  Motion  be  taken 
after  Hdf-past  Twelve  o'clock. 

Thb  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  had  no  objection  to  that 
course,  if  it  were  considered  to  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MOWBEAY  trusted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  consent  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke). 

Mb.  RYLANDS  thought  it  would  save 
the  time  of  the  House  if  the  right  hon. 
G^entleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  place  on  the  Table  the 
reconunendations  of  the  Government  on 
the  subject,  and  challenge  the  opinion  of 
the  House  upon  them.  At  the  same 
time,  he  would  observe  that  not  one  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  this  subject  in  1871  had 
been  adopted  as  a  Standing  Order  by 
the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Motion  to  refer 
this  question  to  a  Select  Committee  is 
not  now  before  the  House.  The  Motion 
before  the  House  is  that  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  be  postponed. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said, 
that  there  would  no  doubt  be  a  consider- 
able advantage  in  the  whole  of  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  Public  Business  being  taken 
consecutively.  He  would  therefore  pro- 
pose so  to  alter  the  proposal  of  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Mowbray), 
which  was  not  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, as  to  terms  that  it  would  read — 

"  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ho  postponed 
until  after  the  KotieeB  of  Motion  relating  to  the 
Pahlic  Business  of  the  House." 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  expressed 
his  satisfaction  with  the  course  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
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PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
motion  fob  a  ssleot  oommitteb. 

ThbOHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER :  I  think  I  shall  best  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  House  by  being  very 
brief  in  the  proposal  which  I  now  wish 
to  submit  to  it.  I  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  appoint  a  Select  Oommittee  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  promoting 
the  despatch  of  Public  Business  in  this 
House ;  and  I  do  so  partly  to  redeem  a 
ple^e  which  I  gave  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  partly  because  I 
think  it  would  be  for  tne  convenience  of 
this  House ;  and  of  Public  Business  that 
we  should  consider  whether  there  are 
not  some  amendments  which  might  be 
made  in  the  method  of  conducting  our 
proceedings.  What  I  am  anxious  to 
induce  the  House  to  agree  to  is  the 
appointment  of  a  Oommittee  with  this 
object,  and  I  should  propose,  among 
other  names,  my  own  to  serve  on  that 
Oommittee.  In  the  event  of  the  House 
choosing  to  place  me  upon  it,  I  should 
be  ready  to  present  to  the  Oommittee,  on 
the  part  of  tne  (Jovemment,  certain  pro- 
posab  having  for  their  object  the  greater 
facilitating  of  the  conduct  of  J?ublic 
Business  m  the  House.  I  think  those 
proposals  would  be  better,  in  the  first 
mstance,  considered  in  the  Oommittee 
than,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  proposes,  by  discussing 
them  in  the  shape  of  Resolutions  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  I  desire  to  say 
that  in  making  this  proposal  I  have  not 
at  all  exclusively,  or  even  mainly,  in 
view  what  may  be  called  the  interests  of 
the  (Jovemment  in  this  matter.  I  have 
sat  for  many  years  in  this  House,  and 
have  had  occasion  to  notice  the  course  of 
Business  both  from  an  official  and  an  un- 
official position ;  and  I  think  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  all  classes  of 
Members  and  of  the  House  at  large  that 
this  matter,  which  is  a  very  important 
one,  should  be  considered  frankly  and 
fairly  by  those  who  have  been  most  con- 
versant with  the  subject,  who  have  at- 
tended to  the  manner  in  which  Business 
is  conducted,  and  who  have  viewed  it 
from  different  sides.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  give  the  impression  that  I  was  making 
proposals  that  were  intended  simply  to 
facilitate  Ch)vemment  Business,  and  that 


Iwasenoroaohing  onwhat  are  regarded, 
and  properlv  regarded,  as  the  rights  of 
the  general  body  of  Members.  Nobody 
could  be  more  reluctant  than  I  am» 
either,  to  interfere  with  old-established 
rules,  if  they  work  fairly  well,  for  the 
sake  of  introducing  new  ones  that  might 
at  first  siffht  look  better;  nor,  on  the 
other  hand,  is  there  anyone  who  is  lees 
disposed  to  inMnge  on  undoubted  rights 
of  unofficial  Members  or  of  the  House 
generally,  or  who  is  less  disposed  to 
inMnge  on  the  rights  of  minorities.  I 
think  it  is  most  essential  that,  even 
if  we  have  occasionallv  to  suffer  in- 
convenience, we  should  observe,  and 
observe  venr  strictly,  those  great  princi- 
ples which  nave  been  handed  down  to 
us  by  our  forefathers  in  this  House  for 
so  many  generations.  But  I  have  re- 
marked— as  every  hon.  Member  must 
have  done — that  from  time  to  time  it 
has  been  found  convenient  to  revise  and 
to  some  extent  adapt  our  particular 
Bules  of  proceeding,  m  order  to  attain 
in  a  better  way  the  objects  we  have  in 
view.  Business  naturally  changes;  as 
a  whole.  Business  increases ;  the  number 
of  hon.  Members  who  take  part  in  dis- 
cussion naturally  also  increases;  and, 
moreover,  the  amount  of  work  that  has 
to  be  done  in  Oommittee  of  Supply  has 
of  late  years  very  much  increased.  I 
wish,  therefore,  particularly  to  consider 
whelher  this  House  is  as  well  enabled 
now  to  perform  that  which  is  its  prin- 
cipal object  and  purpose — ^the  proper 
criticism  of  the  Estimates  in  Oonmiittee 
of  Supply — as  it  might  be.  I  may  be 
told — and  I  entirely  recognize  the  rule 
— ^that  it  is  is  one  of  the  first  principles 
of  the  British  Oonstitution,  that  the  con- 
sideration of  Grievances  should  precede 
the  granting  of  Supply.  But  I  would 
point  out  that  when  your  Business  is  so 
conducted  as  practicsdly  to  prevent  hon. 
Members  from  taking  their  proper  part, 
as  they  desire  to  do,  in  the  discussion  of 
Supply  itself,  that  is  a  grievance  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  which  ought  itself 
to  be  considered.  And  although,  no 
doubt,  it  is  desirable  that  there  should 
be  as  great  a  latitude  as  possible  in 
the  manner  in  which  Business  is  con- 
ducted, and  to  give  hon.  Members 
the  jweatest  possible  freedom  in  bring- 
ing forward  any  subjects  to  which  they 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
still  there  is  nothing  more  important  for 
hon.  Members  in  aU  parts  of  the  House 
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than  that  there  should  be  as  much  rea- 
sooaUe  certainty  in  the  Business  which 
IB  to  be  brought  forward  and  discussed 
ts  is  attainable.  That  is  important  for 
tileOovemment;  but  it  is  quite  as  im- 
portant, or  perhaps  even  more  impor- 
tant to  other  hon.  Members,  because  the 
Qtifemment  are  obliged  to  be  here,  and 
if  they  are  not  doing  one  part  of  their 
fiuainess,  they  are  probably  doing  an- 
other. But  it  may  happen,  and  often 
does  happen,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
come  down  to  this  House,  perhaps  at 
some  little  inconvenience  to  themselves, 
ifter  remaining  here  for  a  considerable 
time  for  the  express  purpose  of  discussing 
a  particular  subject,  and  which  they  had 
reason  to  believe  would  be  brought  for- 
ward, may  find  that  some  wholly  unex- 
peeted  subject  occiipies  the  sitting,  and 
they  are  compelled  to  go  away  without 
the  opportunity,  it  may  be,  of  afterwards 
taking  part  in  the  debate  when  the 
matter  is  again  introduced.  Now,  I 
wish  to  have  the  opportunil^  of  maMnff 
to  the  Committee,  consistmg  of  sucn 
hon.  Members  as  you  may  please  to 
place  upon  it,  some  proposals.  They 
are  not  many,  nor  very  mtricate,  but 
they  are  nroposals  which  the  Gbvem- 
ment  think  it  right  to  propose  with  a 
new  to  the  simplification  of,  and  the 
attainment  of  rather  more  certainty  in, 
the  Bnsinees  brought  before  the  House. 
I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to  throw  these 
propositions  loose  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  nor  do  I  think  that  a  desultory 
discosfiion  would  be  the  best  way  of 
thrashing  them  out,  so  to  speak.  I 
think  that  they  would  be  first  better  con- 
sidered by  a  Oonunittee,  from  whom  they 
would  come  in  a  shape  in  which  they 
could  be  discussed  by  the  whole  House, 
and  accepted,  or  modified,  or  rejected, 
as  you  may  please.  I  desire  to  say,  also, 
that  although  I  purpose  making  these 
proposals,  yet  in  omer  that  the  Com- 
laittee  should  not  be  one  of  a  ''fishing" 
^iaracter,  it  would  not  be  at  all  proper, 
in  my  opinion,  to  exclude  from  conside- 
ration any  other  proposals  which  other 
hon.  Members  thougnt  they  had  a  right 
to  bring  forward,  and  which  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  disposed  to  entertain. 
1  hope,  however,  it  will  be  understood 
^  these  are  the  conditions  on  which 
fte  Committee  is  to  be  appointed — ^that 
^  is  a  Gemmittee  for  the  purpose  of 
conadering  the  ''best  means  of  pro- 
moting the  despatch  of  Public  Business 


in  the  House.''  I  make  this  remark 
because  there  are  one  or  two  Amend- 
ments which  ^  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
subjects  to  which  I  think  the  Committee's 
inquiry  should  be  directed — as,  for  in- 
stance, when  it  is  proposed  that  the  Com- 
mittee shall  consider  the  possibility  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  dealing  with 
the  afiairs  of  the  whole  Empire — an 
Amendmentwhich  distinctly  goes  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  how  much  Business  Parlia- 
ment can  undertake,  but  how  Parliament 
can  do  the  Business  it  has  to  do  in  the 
best  and  most  expeditious  maimer.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Committee  will 
be  required  to  confine  itself  to  that  in- 
quiry alone,  and  that  it  will  not  be  asked 
to  go  into  the  longer  and  more  difficult 
inquiry  of  the  limits  of  Parliamentary 
junsdiction.  Again,  I  would  wish  to 
say  that  I  am  making  these  proposals 
for  the  consideration  of  Amendments  in 
our  course  of  Public  Business  on  the  as- 
sumption that  every  hon.  Member  will 
desire,  in  a  fair  and  straightforward 
manner,  to  promote  the  proper  conduct 
of  the  afiPairs  of  the  House ;  and  I  am 
not  making  the  proposals,  as  has  been 
stated  out-of-doors,  with  the  view  of 
meeting  what  is  called  "  wilful  obstruc- 
tion." I  have  no  such  idea,  and  if  at 
any  time  we  have  to  deal  with  such  a 
thing,  we  must  deal  with  it  on  different 
principles  and  different  grounds.  I  hope 
that  such  matters  will  never  again  cause 
us  trouble  in  this  House ;  but  u  any  such 
misfortune  should  arise — which  I  do  not 
anticipate — ^I  trust  that  the  House  will 
be  able  to  vindicate  its  own  dignity,  and 
to  carry  on  its  Business  in  spite  of  such 
untoward  opposition.  But  apart  from 
wilful  obstruction,  there  are  many  occa- 
sions on  which  time  is  wasted — ^not  wil- 
fiiUy  but  thoughtlessly  pasted — and  we 
ought  to  consider  how,  without  limiting 
the  free  liberty  of  Members,  we  can  get 
rid  of  the  inconvenience  which  thus 
arises.  I  have  argued  for  this  Commit- 
tee in  very  simple  terms,  and  I  see  that 
several  special  directions  are  proposed, 
some  of  which  lie  within  and  some 
beyond  its  scope.  Some,  no  doubt,  may 
be  brought  under  its  consideration ;  but 
I  deprecate  the  enumeration  of  them  be- 
fore the  Committee  is  appointed.  We 
need  not  give  Instructions  which  would 
point  to  conclusions  at  which  we  are  not 
likely  to  arrive  in  the  debate  to-night. 
Therefore,  without  any  further  comment. 
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I  will  moye  for  the  Select  Oommittee  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  promoting  the  De- 
spatch of  Public  Business  in  this  House." — (Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, ") 

Thb  O'OONOE  don,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  add  at  the 
end  of  the  Motion  the  words — 

"and  espedalljr  to  inquire  into  the  desira- 
bility of  committmg  Bills,  unless  when  other- 
wise ordered,  to  Grand  Committees,  instead  of 
to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House," 

said,  that  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  towards  the  close  of 
the  last  Session  he  had  intended  to  move 
that  BiUs  read  a  second  time  should  be 
referred  to  Grand  Committees.  He  had 
meant  to  bring  forward  that  Motion 
early  this  Session,  but  the  Chetncellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  Motion  rendered  it  ne- 
cei^sary  for  him  to  do  so  in  the  form  of 
an  Amendment.  If  it  were  desirable 
that  the  Select  Oommittee  should  be  ap- 
pointed— a  proceeding  the  benefit  of 
which  in  common  witn  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  he  doubted 
— ^it  would  be  better  to  point  out  certain 
matters  for  its  consideration  than  to 
leave  it  with  so  vague  a  Reference  as 
was  proposed.  A  Committee  to  be  use- 
ful should  have  its  attention  directed 
to  particular  subjects,  and  it  was  in 
that  belief  that  he  had  proposed  that 
it  should  give  particular  consideration 
to  the  stage  known  as  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  Such  a  Committee, 
he  thought,  was  almost  a  contradiction 
in  terms,  the  very  word  '*  Committee  " 
usually  implying  selection  from  a  larger 
number  of  men  intended  to  save  the 
time  and  supplement  the  knowledge 
of  the  majority.  That  was  a  very 
generally  aaopted  arrangement ;  but  the 
House  of  Commons  was  unique  in  its 
adoption  of  a  system  which  was  certain 
to  defeat  its  primary  objects.  One  of 
these  was  the  competent  supervision 
and  examination  of  details,  which  the 
present  arrangement  failed  to  secure. 
Nor  did  it  save  time,  for  the  only  differ- 
ence between  it  and  the  House  itself 
was  that  the  Speaker  was  not  in  the 
Chair,  and  moreover  further  facilities 
were  afforded  for  obstruction,  since  each 
hon.  Member  was  allowed  to  speak  as 
often  as  he  chose.  Decisions  were  very 
often  come  to  in  that  House  by  G^ntle- 

Th$  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


men  who  had  not  heard  a  word  of  the 
arguments  and  did  not  understand  the 
merits  of  the  question.  That  was  an 
evil  which  applied  to  all  stages  of  their 
proceedings,  but  it  applied  in  an  espe- 
cial manner  to  proceedings  in  Committee; 
for  even  if  they  heard  the  question  put,  it 
conveyed  no  information  to  them,  and 
they  could  not  tell  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment  what  would  be  the  effect  of  in- 
serting or  omitting  certain  words  in  par- 
ticular clauses.  It  very  often  happened 
that  when  hon.  Members  came  up  to 
vote  upon  questions  raised  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  they  were  entirely 
ignorant,  not  alone  of  the  merits  of  the 
question,  but  of  what  it  nominally  was ; 
and  this  especially  happened  in  relation 
to  measures  affecting  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land. There  were,  for  instance,  two 
measures  affecting  those  countries  with 
which  it  was  proposed  to  proceed  in  the 
present  Session — the  Eoads  and  Bridges 
^Scotland)  Bill  and  the  Grand  Juries 
(Ireland)  Bill.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
very  few  Members  unconnected  with 
Scotland  knew  anything  about  the  first, 
and  certainly  very  few  unconnected  with 
Ireland  knew  anything  about  the  second ; 
yet  numerous  Amendments  would  be 
placed  on  the  Paper,  which  would  be 
utterly  unintelligible  to  any  persons  not 
acquainted  from  personcJ  experience 
with  the  subject,  and  votes  would  be 
given  by  hon.  Members  who  had  heard 
nothing  of  the  discussions,  and  who 
knew  nothing  of  the  Bills  themselves. 
Again,  how  frequently  did  it  not  occur 
that  a  Gentleman  had  convinced  those 
who  had  heard  the  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee that  it  was  desirable  to  adopt  a 
certain  Amendment  and  then  found  him- 
self defeated  by  a  sudden  rush  of  hon. 
Members  who  had  not  heard  the  argu- 
ments, and  had  no  idea  what  the  Amend- 
ment was.  Another  defect  was  the  haste 
and  hurry  in  which  Bills  were  often 
pushed  through  Committee  without 
adequate  consideration  of  their  word- 
ing ;  while  it  was  a  thing  of  constant  oc- 
currence that  Amendments  were  adopted 
in  Committee  on  a  Bill  late  at  night 
and  without  much  consideration  to 
prevent  its  being  lost  for  want  of 
time,  the  result  being  litigation  and 
the  necessity  for  amending  tho  law 
a  year  or  two  after.  Now,  his  proposal 
was  to  do  away  with  the  system  of 
havine  all  the  details  of  a  Bill  con- 
sidered by  the  whole  body  of  the  House. 
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The  proposal  was  no  new  one,  and  had 
in  farour  of  it  the  authority  of  the  late 
Soeaker  as  well  as  of  Sir  Erskine  May, 
1110  might,  he  believed,  be  looked  upon 
M  being  almost  its  author.  Various 
focms  of  Orand  Committees  had,  he 
mi^t  add,  been  proposed.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  the  House,  at  the  bemu- 
sing of  a  Session,  should  be  divided  into 
such  Committees,  and  that  they  should 
hiTe  Babmitted  to  them  groups  of  Bills 
aeoording  to  the  subiects  to  which  they 
referred,  such  as  Education,  Finance, 
and  the  like.  To  such  a  proposal  he  en- 
totained  the  objection  that  it  would  fail 
to  meet  one  of  the  great  ends  which  he 
liad  in  view — the  consideration  to  some 
extent  of  the  demands  which  came 
from  Ireland,  as  well  as  other  parts 
of  the  Empire,  that  the  details  of  Bills 
ihoold  be  considered  by  the  Members 
who  were  most  interested  in  them, 
and  idio  understood  them  best.  To  the 
mointment  of  a  Grand  Oommittee  of 
that  kind  there  would,  he  thought,  be 
the  strongest  opposition ;  and  it  was  well 
that  tins  should  be  known  by  discussion 
in  the  House  before  it  was  considered  up- 
stairs by  the  Select  Committee  for  which 
the  Chimcellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved. 
It  had  also  been  suggested  that  on  the 
eeoond  reading  of  a  Bill  a  large  Select 
Committee  should  be  appoint^  by  the 
House  to  deal  with  its  details ;  but  he 
vaa  of  opinion  that  the  adoption  of  such 
a  plan  would  have  the  disadvantage 
oi  giring  rise  to  protracted  discussions 
on  the  names  of  the  Committee  being 
■nbmitted  for  the  approval  of  the  House. 
AnoUier  proposal  which  had,  he  believed, 
been  made  by  Sir  Erskine  May  was, 
tiiat  ereiy  Member  of  the  House  should 
he  at  liberty  to  serve  on  these  Grand 
Oommittees;  but  were  that  proposal 
•dopted  without  any  restriction,  one 
would  hardly  know  who  were  serving  on 
any  particular  Committee.  Now,  what 
he  himself  would  suggest  was,  that  at  the 
beginning  of  each  Session  there  should 
be  a  certain  number  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees appointed,  and  among  them  a 
^^ecial  Qrand  Committee  for  the  con- 
•deration  of  Bills  relating  exclusively 
to  Ireland,  another  for  those  affecting 
Soothmd,  and,  if  deemed  desirable, 
c^era  for  the  consideration  of  particular 
HaiBoeof  Imperial  legislation,  for  Colo- 
nial Bills,  and  matters  connected  witii 
htdia«  To  those  Committees  he  would 
Propose  to  give  exactly  the  same  powers 
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as  were  nowpossessed by  Committees  of 
the  Whole  House,  but  no  more.  They 
should  have  authority  to  consider  the 
details  of  a  measure  and  to  reiK>rt  to  the 
House,  their  Keport  standing  in  exactly 
the  same  position  as  the  Keport  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  did  at 
present.  He  would  not,  however,  sug- 
gest that  the  Committee  of  Supply  should 
be  done  away  with,  or  that  control  over 
the  finances  of  the  countrv  should  be 
given  to  any  more  restricted  number  of 
persons  than  the  Members  of  the  Whole 
House.  If  his  plan  were  adopted,  the 
advantage  of  a  great  savine  of  time 
would,  he  thought,  be  secured,  because 
several  of  these  Committees  could  be 
sitting  at  the  same  time;  while  they 
would  secure  the  important  advantage 
of  having  each  measure  [carefully  con- 
sidered by  those  who  were  most  con- 
versant with  its  details.  If  the  proposal 
were  carried  out  in  its  entire^,  there 
would  also  be  the  additional  advantage 
that  it  would  meet  to  a  certain  extent 
what  he  should  call  the  national  demand 
from  Ireland  to  have  more  weight  and 
influence  in  the  decision  of  Bills  by 
which  that  country  was  affected.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  this  measure 
would  quiet  the  demand  for  Home  Eule, 
but  it  would  at  least  mitigate  the  evil 
complained  of.  If  it  was  not  mought  right 
to  adopt  his  proposal  in  its  integrity, 
and  if  Grand  Committees  composed  of 
different  nationalities  were  not  accept- 
able to  the  House,  another  means  mi^t 
be  adopted  of  arriving  at  the  same  result. 
It  was  this — When  a  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time,  the  Committee  might  be 
fixed  for  a  certain  dav — say  not  sooner 
than  a  fortnight — and  meanwhile  hon. 
Members  who  wished  to  serve  might  be 
permitted  to  enter  their  names  on  a  paper 
placed  on  the  Table  for  the  purpose. 
After  a  certain  date  this  list  should  bo 
closed,  and  no  other  Member  allowed  to 
join  the  Committee  except  on  a  special 
vote  of  the  House.  The  result  of  this 
system,  he  believed,  would  be  that  only 
those  hon.  Members  would  join  a  par- 
ticular Committee  who  were  really  in- 
terested in  the  subject  to  bo  discussed, 
and  that  consequently  the  discussion 
would  be  conducted  mainly  by  hon. 
Members  of  the  nationality  most  affected. 
Irish  Members  would,  as  a  general  rule, 
put  down  their  names  aswimng  to  serve 
on  Irish  Bills,  and  Scotch  Members  on 
Scotch  Bills ;  and  in  this  way  indirectly, 
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if  not  directly,  a  considerable  stet)  would 
be  made  in  the  direction  in  wnicli  he 
desired  to  advance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  that  one  main  defect  of 
the  sjrstem  now  in  force  was  that  no  one 
was  aware  when  a  particular  Bill  would 
come  on.  To  remedy  this  he  would  pro- 
pose that  the  Session  should  be  divided 
into  periods,  one  for  English  Bills, 
another  for  Irish  Bills,  and  a  third  for 
Scotch  Bills,  bv  means  of  which  not 
only  would  Busmess  be  facilitated,  but 
hon.  Members  would  be  saved  much  in- 
convenience. If  that  was  found  to  work 
well,  he  would  not  eventually  despair 
of  seeing  the  day  when  the  Irish  Busi- 
ness would  be  transacted  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  in  College  (Jreen,  the  Scotch 
in  Edinburgh,  and  me  English  at  West- 
minster. That,  however,  was  a  mere 
speculation,  quite  beyond  his  immediate 
object;  and  he  would,  for  the  time 
being,  confine  himself  to  moving  an 
Amendment  referring  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee the  duty  of  considering  the  de- 
sirability of  committing  Bills  to  Ghrand 
Committees.  He  would  also  suggest 
that  steps  should  be  taken  to  obtain  in- 
formation as  to  the  system  of  procedure 
adopted  in  other  Legislatures,  and  es- 
pecially as  to  the  working  of  the  bureau 
system  in  the  Legislatures  of  France  and 
the  United  States.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
**  and  especially  to  inquire  into  the  desirabUity 
of  committing  Bills,  unless  when  otherwise 
ordered,  to  Grand  Committees,  instead  of  to  a 
Committee  of  tho  whole  House." — (The  0' Conor 
Don.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added. 


Mr.  NEWDEGATE  rejoiced  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
decided  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee should  deal  with  the  question  of 
Public  Business  generally.  The  House 
had  had  some  experience  on  this  question. 
In  the  year  1871  a  Select  Committee  sat 
on  the  Public  Business  of  the  House, 
and  that  Committee  made  sundry  recom- 
mendations; but  subsequently  circum* 
stances  changed  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  practices 
were  adopted  by  hon.  Members  of  filling 
up  the  Order  Book  and  otherwise,  which 
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rendered  it  necessary,  in  the  opinion  of 
many  hon.  Members,  and  in  his  (Mr. 
Newdegate's)  oj>inion  also,  that  the 
House  diould  again  consider  the  question 
of  the  transaction  of  its  Public  Business. 
He  himself  had  repeatedly  urged  that 
there  should  be  another  Committee  on 
the  subject ;  but  the  late  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  Disraeli)  objected,  though 
the  proposal  of  another  Committee  on 
the  i?ublic  Business  generally  was  sup- 
ported by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich.  What  weis  the 
result?  Why,  that  the  difficulties  of 
the  House  increased,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Leader  of  the  House 
proposed  a  Resolution  to  the  House 
with  respect  to  the  right  of  individual 
Members  to  "  espy "  strangers,  and 
thus  to  exclude  the  pubUc.  That 
Kesolution  was  passed ;  but  it  was  not 
satisfactory  to  the  House,  was  not 
renewed,  and  had  not  become  a  Stand- 
ing Order.  Then  there  were  the 
Resolutions  proposed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  last  Session.  True, 
they  survived  for  that  Session ;  but  they 
had  not  been  found  very  effectual  for 
their  purpose,  and  there  was  no  proposal 
to  renew  them.  Twice  in  three  years 
had  proposals  been  adopted,  with  regard 
to  the  mode  of  procedure  in  the  House, 
which  did  not  meet  with  adequate  con- 
sideration by  the  House  to  render  them 
effectual.  The  only  mode  of  ameiidinff 
their  procedure,  then,  must  be,  as  it  had 
always  been,  to  refer  the  whole  subject 
of  Public  Business  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  to  leave  that  Committee  to  devise 
the  proposals  to  be  submitted  to  the 
House.  At  the  present  moment  there 
were  several  proposals  before  the  House ; 
and  what  objection  could  there  be  to 
hon.  Members  referring  them,  all  or  any 
of  them,  to  the  House,  after  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Committee.  If  they  found 
that  all  or  any  of  them  had  not  been 
considered  by  the  Committee,  that 
would  be  the  proper  mode  of  proceeding. 
First,  appoint  the  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  general  Business  of  the  House ; 
then,  if  any  hon.  Member  suggested 
groimds  for  believing  that  any  pomt  had 
not  been  considered,  it  would  always  be 
open  to  him  to  move  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee ;  and  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  some  of  whom  were  always 
present  in  the  House,  could  either  accept 
the  Instruction,  or  state  the  reasons  why 
the  Committee  had  not  thought  fit  to 
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that   parttoolar   part  of  the 
snl^ect.      The  Business  of  the  House 
▼as  a  whole,  and  eyeiy  proposal  relating 
to  it  ^at  was  made  ought  to  be  con- 
ndraed    with  reference   to  the  whole. 
The  House  was  one  body ;  and  if  they 
were  to  take  each  separate  proposal,  as 
now  suggested  to  the  House,  the  danger 
was   that  the  House  would  direct  its 
attention  to  tiiat  proposal  only,  and  lose 
sig^t  of  the  relation  of  the  suggested 
diange    to  the  whole  Business  of  the 
House.     He  earnestly  trusted,  therefore, 
that  none  of  the  Amendments,  of  which 
Notiee  had  been  giyen,  would  be  pressed. 
The  faot  that  they  were  on  tiie  Notice 
Piaper    that    night  was,    he    thought, 
sufficient  to  ensure  their  due  considera- 
tkn  when  the  Oommittee  met.    He  was 
eonyinoed  that  the  Committee  would  not 
overlook  them,  but  enable  the  House  to 
form  a  deliberate  opinion  upon  them, 
for  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee  would 
be  baaed  upon  a  consideration  of  the 
Business  of  we  House  as  a  whole.    He 
(Mr.     Newdegate)    himself    made    a 
proposal  in  the  year  1875,  the  Leader 
of  tne  House  having  sufi^gested  that  Ihey 
ihould  proceed  by  Sesolutions.    He  was 
not  going  into  a  detail  of  the  Besolutions 
whidi  he  tii^i  submitted  to  the  House ; 
he  would  merely  say  that  they  were  a 
result  of  lofnff  and  oareM  research,  and 
of  a  good  deal  of  labour  on  his  part, 
whidi  he  must  say  the  Leader  of  the 
House  was  good  enough  to  acknowledge. 
But  those  proposals  were  submitted  to 
a  very  thin  H!ouse ;  the  House  was  un- 
willing to  consider  them,  and  the  first  of 
them  haying  been  rejected,  he  withdrew 
tiie   others.     Those  poposals,    briefly 
slated,  were  that,  in  the  case  of  a  BiU 
ptopoeed  by  wa.  unofficial  Member  of  the 
House,   &e    House   should  resume  its 
ancient  prac^ce  of  discrimination,  and 
should,    on    the  Motion  for  leaye    to 
introduce  the  BiU,  ascertain  what  was 
tiie  nature  of  the  Bill,  and  the  machineir 
by  which  it  was  proposed  to  carry  it 
out,  before  it  was  permitted  a  place  on 
the  Order  Book.    That  was  the  general 
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sider  the  whole  subject  of  the  Public 
Business  of  the  House,  he  felt  that  he 
had  no  ri«^ht,  before  that  Oommittee  was 
appointed,  to  giye  undue  prominence  to 
one  particular  part  of  the  subject;  for 
he  felt  confident  that,  when  the  Oom- 
mittee met,  it  would  not  slur  oyer  a 
question  that  had  been  acknowledged  as 
important  by  the  House.  That  a  great 
change  had  taken  place  within  the  last 
few  years  in  the  conduct  of  the  Business 
of  the  House  he  thought  was  manifest 
from  the  state  of  the  Order  Book,  as 
compared  with  the  state  of  the  Order 
Book  in  preyious  years,  and  that  change 
seemed  to  him  sufficient  to  justify  the 
House  in  instituting  the  proposed 
inquiry.  Towards  the  dose  of  last 
Session  it  was  affirmed  in  the  House 
that  the  transaction  of  the  Business  of 
the  House  had  become  so  unsatisfactory 
to  the  country,  that  the  position  of  the 
House  in  the  eyes  of  the  coimtry  was 
rapidly  deteriorating,  and  such,  he  re- 
grettea  to  belieye,  had  been,  the  impres- 
sion out-of-doors.  The  time  was  ripe  for 
the  appointment  of  the  Oommittee  on 
the  whole  subject,  and  he  thanked  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  haying 
redeemed  his  pledge  of  last  Session  by 
the  proposal  which  he  had  now  made. 

Sir  OHAELES  FOESTBR  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  necessity  for  some  change 
in  the  manner  in  which  Public  Business 
was  transacted.  He  oomplained  of  the 
manner  in  which  time  was  wasted  in  the 
repetition  of  hopeless  diyisions,  as  oc- 
curred during  the  memorable  26  hours' 
Sitting  of  last  Session,  when  no  less 
^an  23  diyisions  took  place,  in  many  of 
which  the  minority  yaned  from  four  to 
six.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in  such  cases 
the  sense  of  the  House  should  be  taken 
on  the  propriety  of  continuing  the  divi- 
sions. Opposed  as  he  should  be,  with- 
out great  consideration,  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Deputy  Speaker,  he  still 
thought  that  a  Deputy  niight  be  em- 
powered to  put  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  at  a  late  hour. 
It  would  be  well,  too,  that  the  House 
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mittees  of  unusual  size — the  Cattle 
Plague  BiU,  for  instanoe,  and  the  1^- 
dowed  Sohools  Bill  were  so  treated.  If 
they  swept  away  the  word  '* grand" 
what  remained  was  only  the  affinnation 
of  the  principle  that  important  Bills 
should  be  thrashed  out  in  Committees 
upstairs  before  the  steam-thrashing  ma- 
chine of  the  House  was  applied  to  the 
results  of  the  primary  process.  That 
was  now  done  in  the  case  of  every  Bill 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs.  He 
did  not  believe  that  Grand  Committees 
would  produce  better  Bills  in  the  end, 
though  the  process  of  production  would 
be  inevitably  lengthened,  unless  the 
arbitrary  and  impossible  change  were 
made  of  abolishing  the  Motion  for  re- 
committing Bills.  Select  Committees, 
chosen  from  Members  specify  fitted  to 
deal  with  the  various  subjects  referred 
to  them,  were  far  preferable  to  the  pre- 
sent proposal;  for  these  confessedly 
contained  a  large  infusion  of  experts, 
whereas  a  Grand  Committee  would  only 
be  of  the  average  quality  of  the  Whole 
House— in  short,  nothing  better  than 
the  House  in  small — whose  conclusions 
would  command  no  respect  from  the 
House  at  large,  when  they  came  back 
to  it.  If  they  wanted  to  alter  the  pre- 
sent system — as  to  which  he  said  no- 
thing—the only  possible  course  would 
be  more  frequently  to  have  large  Select 
Committees  of,  say,  40  Members,  to  be 
appointed,  as  now,  by  the  Vote  of  the 
Whole  House.  The  scheme  of  Grand 
Committees  would  break  down  at  the 
first  stage  when  the  system  of  their  ap- 
pointment came  to  be  considered.  The 
House  never  would  submit  to  their  being 
appointed  by  any  authority  except  its 
own,  and  he  merely  begged  it  to  imagine 
the  delays,  difficulties,  and  divisions 
which  would  environ  and  bewilder  the 
nomination  of  a  Grand  Committee  when 
any  important  measure  was  in  prospect, 
and  Party  spirit  was  rife.  The  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bosoommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don),  however  theoretically 
valuable,  was  practically  impossible,  and 


part  of  ilie  nnfimihed  work  of  one  Seanon  in 
the  next  SeMion  of  the  same  Pariiament,  and  of 
putting  some  limit  to  the  inordinate  length  of 
Bpeechee," 

said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon  (the  O'Conor 
Don)  had  made  out  a  fairly  good  case 
for  the  modified  scheme  of  Home  Bule 
which  he  had  laid  down  in  a  speech  of 
much  greater  length  than  he  should  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  inflict  on  the  House. 
One  of  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
him  to  put  this  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
was  that  there  was  no  subject  on  which 
the  House  had  shown  such  extreme  re- 
luctance to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  its  Committees  as  it  invariably 
did  in  respect  to  the  Public  Business. 
The  reason  was  obvious.  Public  Busi- 
ness affected  every  individual  Member 
of  the  House,  and  every  individual  Mem- 
ber thought  himself  quite  as  well  quali- 
fied as  any  other  Member,  and  perhaps 
better,  to  form  and  express  an  opinion 
on  it.  For  that  reason  the  experience  of 
former  Committees  was  far  firom  encou- 
raging. The  House  had  treated  the  Ee- 
ports  of  these  Committees  with  some- 
thing like  contempt,  and  it  would  be  dif- 
ficult now  to  find  a  Member  of  any  weight 
to  serve  on  a  Committee  which  was  liable 
to  be  so  treated.  For  his  part,  he  pre- 
ferred to  place  on  the  Paper  propcMals 
which  he  believed,  if  carried  out,  would 
be  likely  to  bring  about  considerable 
improvement  in  their  procedure.  He 
had  given  Notice  of  two  such  proposals. 
The  first  was  to  the  effect  that  the  Busi- 
ness of  one  Session  might  be  continued 
in  the  next  Session,  provided  a  Dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  did  not  happen  in  t^e 
meantime — in  short,  that  the  various 
Sessions  of  each  Parliament  should  be 
continuous,  instead  of  treating  every  Ses- 
sion not  as  a  Session,  but  as  if  it  were  a 
Parliament.  Important  Bills  which  had 
been  passed  through  Committee  wil^ 
great  labour  had  been  kicked  out  of 
Sie  House  of  Lords  without  any  consi- 
deration at  all,  because  they  were  not 
sent  up  in  time.     On  this  account  the 
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of  Lords  in  the  begiiming  of  the  next 
Seeeion.  K  that  were  done,  there  would 
be  an  end  to  the  hurried  work  of  the 
Eonae  of  Commons  at  the  end  of  a 
Session,  and  an  end  to  the  complete 
idleness  of  the  House  of  Lords  at  the 
beginning  of  a  Session.  It  would  also 
Bare  a  great  waste  of  legislative  power. 
Ail  the  hours  and  the  labour  spent  upon 
a  Bill,  unless  it  could  be  passed  in  a  single 
Seeeion,  were  entirely  thrown  away. 
Many  important  Bills  which  were  well 
discoseed  and  amended  in  one  Session, 
had  to  be  begun  again  the  ne2d;,  just 
as  if  they  had  never  been  heard  of. 
This  seemed  such  a  waste  of  legislative 
pover,  that  he  could  not  conceive  how  it 
was  tolerated  from  year  to  year.  An- 
other proposal  was  that  some  jprecaution 
should  be  taken  to  reduce  the  inordinate 
length  of  speeches.  Since  the  last  Beform 
Act,  a  much  greater  number  of  Members 
were  sent  up  who  were  desirous  of  taking 
part  in  the  debates.  If  out  of  658  Mem- 
oers  only  a  dozen  or  half-a-dozen  had 
time  to  take  part  in  a  debate,  the  House 
sot  only  treated  the  other  650  very  un- 
£uily,  but  was  not  doing  justice  to  the 
coQStitaencies  which  returned  them,  and 
yet  without  some  restriction  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  over  that  difficulty. 
Scnnetimes  they  had  a  four  or  five 
silts'  debate,  and  yet  the  number  of 
qiieakers  was  only  about  30  that  could 
teke  part  in  the  debate.  How  was  that 
to  be  got  over  except  by  making  some 
limit  to  the  length  of  speeches?  All 
other  Legislatures  had  means  of  doing 
80  except  ourselves,  and  we  had  at- 
tempted to  establish  one  by  Members 
crowding  round  the  Bar,  and  endeavour- 
iog  to  stop  a  speaker  by  cries  of  ^ '  Divide, 
divide ! ''  Tins  was  not  only  undignified 
and  unseemly,  but  it  was  also  extremely 
ineffectual,  and  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  find  some  other  and  better  means 
of  obtaining  the  desired  end.  He  was 
q;aite  willing  that  these  proposals  should 
tame  before  the  Committee,  where  he 
might  be  able  to  enlarge  upon  them  at 
greater  length. 

Low)BOBEET  MONTAGU  caUed 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
tiiat  ihe  Committees  consisted  of  Mem- 
ben  from  each  of  the  three  Kingdoms — 
Irdand,  Scotland,  and  England — so  that 
tbe  Committee  bore  the  complexion  of 
the  House  itself.  It  was  suggested  that 
Inah  questions  should  be  referred  to 
Iziflh  Members.    That  would  be  a  very 


great  convenience  in  some  cases,  but  in 
others  it  was  a  great  inconvenience.  In 
1864  the  Gk)vemment  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce  a  Coercion  Bill.  The 
Iri^  Members  said  that  it  was  not  at 
all  required,  and  in  the  end  they  were 
proved  to  be  right ;  and  in  that  case  it 
would  certainly  have  been  the  conve- 
nience. If  the  Bill  had  been  referred  to 
Irish  Members,  they  would  have  left 
nothing  of  it  to  be  reported  to  the  House 
save  the  title  ;  but  the  result  would  have 
been  that  the  Minister  of  the  time  being 
woidd  still  be  of  opinion  that  a  Coercion 
Bill  ediould  be  passed.  The  scheme  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (the  O'Conor  Don)  was 
one  which  would,  he  believed,  fail  the 
moment  they  began  to  work  it.  There 
was  a  flaw  in  it.  If  they  wished  that 
ireland  should  be  ruled  intelligibly — 
according  to  Irish  ideas — ^then  there  was 
only  one  way  to  do  it.  If  they  rejected 
that,  they  could  not  have  this  scheme 
of  Grand  Committees.  He  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  not  be  composed 
of  those  well  versed  in  the  official  ways 
of  the  House,  but  that  they  would  have 
Eepresentatives  upon  it  of  opinion  from 
all  sides  of  the  House,  whether  they  had 
long  been  Members  or  not.  Scotland 
and  Ireland  ought  to  be  very  fully  re- 
presented. English  Members  had  tho 
power  to  act  just  as  they  pleased  with 
Scotch  and  Irish  Business ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  they  were  now  going  to  introduce 
new  rules,  it  was  only  fair  that  the 
cause  of  the  sister  country,  which  was 
weak  in  comparison  to  England,  should 
be  fully  considered. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  the  whole  tone  of  the  discussion 
showed  that  hon.  Members  were  think- 
ing of  something  more  serious  than  the 
appointment  of  this  Select  Committee. 
For  his  part,  he  could  not  but  believe 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  pro- 
mise of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer last  Session  they  would  not  have 
had  that  proposal  at  that  moment.  If 
theX^ancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Government  had  proposals  to  make 
which  would  materially  promote  the 
Business  of  the  House,  those  proposals 
should  be  made  on  the  authority  of  the 
Government.  The  present  Government, 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  had  achieved 
the  reputation  of  refemng  nearly  every 
question  to  a  Committee,  with  a  view  of 
deriving  an  authority  or  obtaining  an 
assistance  in  the  formation  of  an  opinioa 
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whioh  the  country  was  entitled  to  ask 
for  at  the  hands  of  the  Govemment 
itself.  He  was  glad  to  leam  that  this 
Committeei  if  it  was  appointed,  as  he 
presumed  it  would  be,  was  intended 
roaUy  to  consider  the  best  mode  of  facili- 
tating the  Business  of  the  House  and 
not  indirectly  to  consider  the  conduct  of 
individual  Members.  He  had  heard  veiy 
little  allusion  to-night  to  anything  which 
took  place  during  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that  this  Com- 
mittee woidd  not  find  it  necessary  to 
enter  into  that  matter ;  because,  what- 
ever might  be  thought  of  the  vigour  or 
persistency  of  the  course  of  conduct  of 
certain  hon.  Members  which  had  re- 
ceived a  distasteful  name,  he  would  only 
remind  the  House  that  hitherto  that  very 
course  of  conduct  had  been  considered  a 
weapon  of  great  value  in  tins  country, 
and  both  sides  had  had  recourse  to  it. 
They  might  appoint  these  Committees 
over  and  over  again,  and  nothing  would 
come  of  it,  because  the  Business  of  that 
House  was  greater  than  the  House  could 
manage.  An  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Anderson)  had  complained  of  the 
speeches  in  the  House  being  too  long. 
As  a  general  rule,  sitting  there  as  he 
did  constantly,  he  did  not  think  that 
was  true,  and  he  derived  instruction 
from  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members,  who 
expressed  themselves  in  intelligent  and 
generally  in  dignified  and  business-like 
language.  The  proposal  to  refer  Busi- 
ness to  a  Committee  or  a  bureau,  and 
the  proposal  to  limit  the  speeches,  were 
direct  invasions  of  the  privileges  and 
intentions  of  Parliament.  The  sole  ob- 
ject of  Parliament  was  not  to  pass  laws, 
but  to  promote  discussion  and  to  venti- 
late public  questions.  It  certainly  was 
not  the  wish  of  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  obstruct  or  to  interfere  with 
the  legitimate  Business  of  Parliament. 
If  their  proposals  were  adopted  in  their 
integrity  they  would  still  form  a  portion 
of  this  great  Assembly,  and  they  would 
come  there  to  assist  in  its  deliberations 


plause  of  his  Friends  for  the  kind  of 
obstruction  he  offered  to  its  passing,  and 
he  spoke  72  times  in  the  oourse  of  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill.  They  knew  that 
in  the  discussion  on  the  Army  Purchase 
Bill,  and  on  the  Ballot  Bill,  many  hon. 
Members  were  perpetually  obstructing 
in  a  way  which  was  supposed  to  do  them 
great  credit.  He  did  not  approve  of 
the  proposal  that  the  House  ^ould  be 
divided  into  Committees  of  different 
nationalities,  for  that  would  not  get  rid 
of  the  demand  of  the  Irish  people  for 
self-government.  He  hoped  great  care 
would  be  exercised  in  selecting  this 
Committee,  and  that  Representatives 
would  be  taken  from  all  sides  of  tiiie 
House,  whether  they  had  long  been 
Members  of  the  House  or  not. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTEB  said,  the 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common (flie  O'Conor  Don)  were  ex- 
ceedingly ingenious;  but  he  thought 
when  they  came  to  be  put  to  the  test 
they  would  be  found  impracticable.  It 
would  be  an  insurmountable  difficulty  to 
adjust  the  strength  of  political  parties 
in  Grand  Committees;  and,  as  Sir 
Erskine  May  said,  nothing  would  be 
gained  by  resorting  to  them  if  theywere 
to  be  Committees  of  the  Whole  House 
under  another  name.  It  would  be  diffi- 
cult so  to  constitute  Grand  Committees 
that  eJl  Members  would  be  upon  them 
who  ought  to  be,  or  so  that  a  Member 
would  not  be  in  one  Committee  when  he 
was  wanted  in  another.  For  these 
reasons  he  feared  that  Gband  Commit- 
tees would  not  work  consistently  with 
Government  bv  Party.  The  proposed 
Committee  ought  to  pay  some  attention 
to  the  nomination  of  Select  Committees, 
from  which  Members  with  special  qualifi- 
cations were  sometimes  excluded  because 
they  had  not  influence  enough  with  the 
Whips,  who  were  naturally  governed  by 
Party  considerations. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  justified  in  asking 
for  a  Committee,  because  the  Business 
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when  the  Ckmunittee  made  its  Beport. 
While  he  would  not  say  Grand  Com- 
mittees could  not  be  formed  so  as  to 
prcHnote  the  despatch  of  Business^  he 
deprecated  the  constitution  of  them  by 
nationalities,  belieying  that,  as  far  as 
vas  practicable,  the  three  Eangdoms 
ought  to  be  legfislated  for  on  the  same 
minciples  and  in  the  same  Bills.  Last 
oeasion  time  was  lost  by  having  separate 
Ftifion  Bills  for  each  of  the  three  King- 
doms; and  this  Session  there  would  be 
a  oorreeponding  gain  in  passing  the 
Factories  and  Workshops  Bill,  because 
definition  clauses  made  it  applicable  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  With  regard  to 
Bosiness  on  Wednesdays,  he  suggested 
that  instead  of  a  Bill  being  talked  out, 
a  division  should  be  taken  upon  it  at 
half-past  5  o'clock.  In  that  way 
thej  would  get  rid  of  the  Bill,  if  it  were 
an  objectionable  one.  Of  late  years 
there  had  been  an  increase  of  Motions  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  so  that 
uoremment  had  practicaUy  lost  the 
Fridays  ;  and  it  might  be  well  to  give 
the  Government  two  Fridays  in  each 
month.  It  was  worth  considering 
whether  there  ought  to  be  any  discus- 
lion  on  going  into  Committee  on  a  Bill 
unless  &ere  were  Notice  of  an  Instruc- 
tixm  to  the  Committee,  and  whether,  in 
Committee,  the  privilege  of  spealdng 
twice  on  the  same  Motion  should  be  re- 
Btrioted  to  the  Member  in  charge  of  a 
Bill  If  alterations  of  that  character 
woe  carried  out,  much  time  might  be 
saved ;  Government  would  have  greater 
0{^)ortanities  of  proceeding  with  their 
loeasares,  and  hon.  Members  would  get 
into  the  country  at  a  much  earlier  period 
of  the  year  than  they  could  now  do. 

Mb.  GREGK)BY  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr. 
Hibhert)  had  anticipated  him  in  one  of 
^  snggeetions  he  was  about  to  submit 
to  the  House — ^namely,  that  Members 
should  not  be  allowed  to  speak  an  un- 
hmitod  number  of  times  on  every  ques- 
tion in  Committee.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  consider  what  they  wished  to  ex- 
preas  there  could  be  no  difficulty  or  in- 
eonvenience  in  their  doing  so  in  one 
mech.  He  also  thought  some  limit 
uoold  be  placed  upon  the  power  of 
iBoving  Amendments  in  Committee. 
Motiiing  could  be  more  inconxrenient  or 
prejudicial  to  the  framework  of  a  Bill 
thsu  the  practice  of  starting  Amend- 
OMits  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  of 


398 

which  no  Notice  had  been  previously 
given.  Everyone  conversant  with  legi& 
docimients  knew  how  necessary  it  was 
to  well  consider  any  alterations  intro- 
duced into  them  with  reference  not  only 
to  the  context,  but  the  general  character 
of  the  document ;  and  he  thought  that 
Members  might  fairly  be  reqxiired  to 
give  Notice  of  their  Amendments  to 
Bills  on  the  Paper  before  proposing 
them  in  Committee.  Without  altogether 
agreeing  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Eos- 
common  rthe  O'Conor  Don),  he  thought 
that  the  Business  might  be  matori^y 
facilitated  by  the  reference  of  BiUs  to 
Select  Committees,  properly  constituted, 
and  such  scandals  as  had  been  referred 
to  with  regard  to  the  progress  of  Bills 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
would  be  prevented.  He  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  on  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act,  and  ventured  to 
think  that  the  result  of  their  labours 
had  been  most  satisfactory,  and  if  a 
similar  course  had  been  taken  at  first 
with  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Bill,  many  useful  Amendments  might 
have  been  made  in  it,  and  the  labours 
of  the  House  to  amend  it  in  a  subse- 
quent Session  would  have  been  rendered 
unnecessary. 

Mb.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  directed  his  atten- 
tion to  those  matters  which  seemed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  the  most 
serious  evils  under  the  present  system, 
and  if  they  were  to  couple  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Motion 
any  of  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
they  would  not  do  any  good ;  it  would, 
on  the  other  hand,  be  unwise  to  agree 
to  any  Amendment,  as  it  would  fetter 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to 
what  he  promised  to  do  in  placing  his 
views  and  those  of  the  Government 
before  the  Conmiittee.  The  fact  was 
the  House  had  on  previous  occasions 
collected  evidence  ad  naweam  on  this 
suljject,  and  all  they  now  wanted  were 
some  practical  suggestions  for  considera- 
tion by  the  Committee,  and  adoption  by 
the  House.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon,  and 
other  hon.  Members  who  had  placed 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  would  render 
great  service  to  the  House  by  not  press- 
ing them  to  a  division. 

Me.  DODSON  said,  that  from  the 
course  of  the  debate  two  things  were 
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evident — in  the  first  place,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  the  House  was  disposed  to 
agree  to  the  proposal  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee;  and,  in  the 
second,  that  it  was  not  disposed  to  enter 
into  an  exhaustive  discussion  of  the 
diiferent  Amendments  on  the  Paper. 
Last  Session  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  he  and  his  Colleagues 
would  consider,  during  the  Becess,  the 
recommendations  which  had  been  made 
by  Select  Committees  in  previous  yecma ; 
that  they  would  consult  the  authorities 
of  the  House,  and  be  prepared  to  sub- 
mit proposals  to  the  House  for  their  con- 
sideration this  Session.  He  (Mr.  Dod- 
son)  understood  from  that,  and  he  hoped, 
that  at  the  commencement  of  this  Ses- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
come  down  to  the  House  and  make  some 
direct  propositions  to  the  House.  He 
had  no  very  great  expectations  of  the 
results  of  a  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  Business  of  the  House.  There 
had  been  many  Committees  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  the  fruits  of  their  exertions 
had  not  been  very  great.  He  gathered 
from  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Government  had 
considered  the  recommendations  of  the 
previous  Committees,  and  that  they  had 
formed  in  their  own  minds  a  pro- 
gramme which  they  wished  to  submit 
not  directly  to  the  House,  but  to  this 
Committee.  He  understood  that  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  undertake 
the  conduct  of  the  Committee,  and  that 
they  would  supervise  and  be  responsible 
for  its  management.  He  did  not,  there- 
fore, think  it  would  be  reasonable  for  the 
House  not  to  accede  to  such  a  proposal. 
That  being  the  case,  and  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  being  wide  enough  to  admit  of 
the  consideration,  not  only  of  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Government,  but  of  any 
proposals  that  might  be  submitted 
aliunde  by  Members  of  the  Committee, 
no  advantage  would  be  gained  bytiie 
acceptance  of  any  of  the  Amendments  on 
the  taper.  Neither  could  the  sugges- 
tions that  had  been  made  be  accepted  as 
Instructions  to  the  Select  Committee 
without  ample  discussion.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Anderson)  who  sug- 
gested the  suspension  of  BUls  from  one 
Session  to  another  was  not,  perhaps, 
aware  that  the  subject  had  been  fmly 
considered  already.  It  had  been  con- 
sidered three  times — ^by  two  strong  Oom- 
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mittees  of  this  House  in  1848  and  1861, 
and  by  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses 
in  1869  ;  and  each  had  reported  unani- 
mously against  such  a  proposal.  He 
would  mention  one  objection.  A  Bill 
might  pass  this  House  which  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  might  dislike,  but 
might  not  be  prepared  to  reject  or 
abandon.  It  would  be  an  easy  alterna- 
tive to  suspend  it  for  another  Session. 
A^ain,  those  who  had  charge  of  a  Bill 
might,  having  had  the  Eecess  to  reflect 
upon  it,  get  such  Amendments  as  would 
alter  its  whole  character  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but,  when  the  Bill  came 
back,  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
have  power  to  debate  those  Amendments 
fully,  but  would  have  simply  to  accept 
or  reject  them  as  Lords*  Amendments. 
Another  objection  was  that  this  was 
a  matter  which  affected  the  three 
Estates  of  the  realm,  and  could  not  be 
dealt  with  except  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  suggestion 
that  no  Amendments  of  which  Notice 
was  not  given  should  be  received  was 
practicable.  Very  frequently  the  adop- 
tion of  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
rendered  the  adoption  of  other  Amend- 
ments necessary  of  which  no  Notice  could 
possibly  be  given.  With  regard  to 
Grand  Committees,  the  House  had  bet- 
ter leave  the  Select  Committee  free  and 
unbiassed.  Hewouldwish,however,toa8k 
how  were  these  Grand  Committees  to  be 
appointed  ?  Were  they  to  be  large  Select 
Committees,  appointed  as  Sel^  Com- 
mittees usually  were,  with  an  equal 
number  of  Members  taken  from  each 
side  ?  If  so,  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  sacrifice  itself.  Then,  if  the 
Grand  Committees  were  to  consist  of 
Gentlemen  specially  conversant  with  par- 
ticular subjects — such  as  legal  Members 
for  legal  matters,  commercial  Members 
for  commercial  matters,  agricultural 
Members  for  amcultural  matters,  and 
so  on — ^it  would  infallibly  happen  that 
the  majority  of  the  House  would  in  two 
or  three  Committees,  at  least,  find  them- 
selves in  a  minority,  with  no  chance  of 
passing  the  Bills  they  desired.  If,  on  ^e 
other  hand,  they  were  to  have  Open  Com- 
mittees, and  Members  were  allowed  to 
vote  in  all  the  Committees,  the  minority  in 
Committee  A  miffht,  when  a  division  was 
imminent,  send  K>r  the  Members  of  Com- 
mittee B  to  come  and  vote,  on  the  under- 
standing that  they  by-and-by  would  do  a 
similar  good  turn.    The  effect  of  that 
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would  be  to  eetablisli  a  system  of  log- 
idling,  which  would  be  most  injurious 
I  to  the  character  of  Parliament.  He  did 
I  not  wish  to  express  an  opinion  upon  any 
one  of  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  or 
upon  the  suggestions  which  had  been 
▼ontilated;  and  if  he  had  used  argu- 
ments against  any  one  of  them  it  was 
merely  to  show  hon.  Members  that  their 
rievs  were  not  so  easy  to  carry  into 
mctice  as  they  seemed  to  suppose.  The 
House  was  not  in  a  mood  to  discuss  any 
of  these  proposals  fully,  and  therefore 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  all  ques- 
tkms  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Committee, 
tiie  reference  to  which  would  be  in  very 
general  terms,  and  it  would  be  open  to 
tiie  Conmiittee  .to  do  what  might  seem 
to  them  to  be  right,  and  to  make  their 
own  suggestions  to  the  House  in  their 
B^rt.  In  his  view,  they  should  leave 
the  Committee  free  and  unfettered  in  its 
adion. 

Me.  M'LAHEN  thought  that  Orand 
C(MDmittees,  limited  as  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boscommon,  would  be 
dineerous  and  would  not  work  as  well 
as  Conmiittees  of  the  Whole  House, 
composed  of  Members  from  the  different 
parts  of  ^e  United  Kingdom.  As  a 
oootch  Member,  he  had  great  confidence 
in  the  fairness  of  English  and  Irish 
Members  in  relation  to  &»otch  Business ; 
and  having  watched  the  course  of  Scotch 
legislation  for  40  years,  he  thought  his 
eonntiy  deeply  indebted  to  English  and 
Iri^  Members.  If  Orand  Committees 
were  appointed,  there  would  be  danger, 
where  money  was  involved,  of  Irish 
Members  favouring  their  own  country, 
and  of  Scotch  Members  favouring  theirs. 
Foe  instance,  last  Session  there  was  a 
Bill  before  the  House  which  dealt  with 
tlie  salarieB  of  the  Chairmen  of  Counties 
in  Ireland.  It  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  he  was  surprised  to  see 
how  quickly  it  came  back  with  their 
alaries  raised  to  £1,400  a-year,  and  the 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  to  £600,  £700,  and 
£900  a-year ;  and,  on  asking  an  Irish 
Membw  how  it  was  managed  to  get  a 
Bill  passed  so  rapidly  with  such  a  Bche- 
dnle,  he  replied  that  the  Committee  was 
eompoaed  of  20  Irish  Members  and 
tiuee  Englisli  Members.  He  did  not 
tinok  it  would  have  got  through  so 
easly  if  there  had  been  more  English  or 
Seotoh  Members  on  the  Conmiittee.  At 
file  same  time,  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
itood  that  finr  this  he  did  not  blame 


Ireland  or  the  Irish.  He  was  sure  if  it 
had  been  a  Scotch  measure  of  the  same 
sort,  and  there  had  been  an  equal  pro- 
portion of  Scotch  Members  on  me  Com- 
mittee, the  same  thing  would  have  hap- 
pened. There  should  be  sufficient  local 
Knowledge  in  the  Committee  to  explain 
every  particular  thoroughly,  and  there 
should  be  an  impartial  jury,  consisting 
of  about  two-thirds  or  more  of  the  num- 
ber of  the  Committee,  to  give  an  im- 
partial judgment. 

Me.  BKKJAR  said,  there  was  a  Scotch 
Eoads  and  Bridges  Bill  coming  before 
the  House,  and  also  an  Irish  Grand 
Juries  Bill.  Now,  he  should  not  be  able 
to  understand  the  former  question,  and 
what  he  would  probably  do  would  be  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren)  ;  and 
probably  the  hon.  Member  would  in  a 
similar  way  follow  him  in  the  vote  on 
the  Grand  Juries  question.  Neither  of 
them  could  fully  understand  a  Bill  re- 
ferring to  die  local  aflEairs  of  the  country 
of  the  other.  It  would  be  well  if  the 
Government  did  not  introduce  more 
Business  than  could  be  really  expected 
to  pass  during  the  Session.  The  system 
of  trying  to  force  the  Business  through 
in  a  hurry,  without  proper  discussion, 
wasted  more  time  than  all  the  other 
systems  put  together.  The  result  of  such 
a  method  was  that  a  Bill  passed  into  law 
in  one  Session  needed  re-consideration 
and  amendment  in  perhaps  two  or  three 
following  Sessions;  and  the  complaint 
naturally  followed  that  there  were  too 
many  Acts  of  Parliament  upon  a  par- 
ticular subject,  and  then  came  the  neces- 
sity for  a  Consolidation  Bill.  The  plain 
result  of  all  this  was  that,  instead  of  one 
Bill  being  properly  considered  in  a 
reasonable  time,  the  whole  affair  occu- 
pied about  four  times  as  long  as  was 
really  necessary.  There  was  another 
point  of  consideration  too — namely,  the 
incapacity  of  the  Government  to  estimate 
with  any  degree  of  accuracy  the  length 
of  time  that  should  be  occupied  on  cer- 
tain discussions.  For  instance,  on  a 
night  last  Session,  when  the  Budget  was 
introduced,  the  Government  wished  that 
the  Public  Worship  Bill  should  be  dealt 
with  the  same  ni^ht,  the  result  actually 
being  a  four  nights'  discussion  upon 
what  was  estimated  by  them  to  occupy 
only  one  night.  With  the  experience  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  ought  to 
be  able  to  estimate  what  time  should  be 
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occupied  in  a  discussion  according  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  House.  He  further 
thought  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  each  Committee  ought  to  be  of 
the  same  nationality  as  the  measures 
brought  under  its  consideration.  If  the 
Committee  proposed  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  were  appointed,  it 
would  probably  report  towards  the  end 
of  the  Session.  No  further  action  would 
in  all  likelihood  be  taken  in  the  matter, 
and  thus  another  exemplification  would 
be  afforded  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
time  of  the  House  was  wasted. 

Genekal  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE, 
referring  to  a  remark  that  had  fallen 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
said,  he  fully  appreciated  the  advantages 
of  getting  into  Committee  of  Supply ; 
but  they  ought  to  have  facilities  for  getting 
on  with  that  Supply  by  an  improve- 
ment in  the  mode  of  stating  the  require- 
ments of  the  Government.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  last  year 
promised  that  if  he  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
formulated  his  suggestions  on  this  point 
he  would  take  them  into  consideration. 
He  had  done  so,  and  he  begged  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  his 
promise.  It  was  only  the  portions  of 
the.  Estimates  which  were  different  from 
those  of  the  previous  year  that  excited 
discussion.  Following  the  example  of 
the  French  Chamber,  the  House  ought 
to  have  laid  before  it  all  the  different 
sums  and  different  changes  in  the  Esti- 
mates. They  could  then  vote  the  Esti- 
mates as  the  French  Chamber  did,  with 
much  greater  usefulness  to  the  country 
than  they  did  at  present. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWEE  said,  he 
feared  he  could  not  congratulate  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the  mode 
he  had  adopted  of  bringing  this  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament. 
He  wanted  them  to  refer  the  whole 
question  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  he 
had  done  so  without  including  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
posal which  he  intended  to  submit  to  the 
Committee.  He  did  not  think  that  that 
form  of  proposal  was  likely  to  save  any 
time,  such  as  it  was  suggested  to  do. 
After  the  Committee  had  duly  sat  upon 
the  question  they  would  come  to  the 
House  with  magnificent  conclusions  and 
recommendations,  without  in  the  slightest 
degree  showing  upon  what  these  con- 
clusions were  founded.  He  did  not  think 
sufficient  justice  had  been  done  to  the 

Mr,  Biggar 


Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common  (the  O'Conor  Don),  which  oon- 
templated  placing  Public  Business  of 
various  kinds  in  the  hands  of  Committees 
composed  of  those  Members  of  the  House 
who  were  best  able,  from  their  local  know- 
ledge and  experience,  to  deal  with  it. 
Whatever  might  be  the  decision  of  the 
House  upon  it,he  would  remind  hon.Mem- 
bers  that  Home  Eule  represented  Irish 
nationality;  and  if  it  were  known  in  the 
popular  constituencies  of  Ireland  that 
Home  Eule  did  not  representlrish  nation- 
aliiy,  they  would  see  very  little  of  Home 
Eule  Members  on  those  benches.  What- 
ever was  done,  therefore,  with  the  Eesolu- 
tion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  could  not  eicpect 
that  Irish  Members  wot^d  abandon  the 
national  demand  they  had  insisted  on 
putting  forward ;  and  until  that  demand 
was  conceded  in  a  proper  spirit,  they 
could  not  say  that  their  mission  had  been 
fulfilled.  The  bureau  system  of  France 
gave  the  conduct  of  Public  Business  to 
me  men  most  competent  to  deal  with  it ; 
and  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
would  hand  it  over  to  those  best  qualified 
by  local  knowledge  and  experience  for 
dealing  with  it.  As  the  Business  of  the 
House  grew  and  accumulated,  new  and 
more  extended  machinery  was  required 
for  disposing  of  it.  Great  social  and 
political  problems  arose  every  day ;  and 
as  Parliament  undertook  to  grapple  with 
them,  it  was  useless  for  that  House  to 
attempt  to  retain  its  old  machinery, 
which,  though  it  answered  very  well  25 
years  ago,  was  now  completely  obsolete. 
He,  therefore,  urged  the  House  to  adopt 
the  hon.  Member's  Amendment,  and 
thus,  while  relieving  themselves  from 
the  pressure  of  Business,  make  a  conces- 
sion to  the  national  feelings  of  Ireland. 
His  experience  of  modem  Parliaments 
told  him  that  it  was  impossible  for  any- 
one but  the  Government  to  succeed  in 
passing  measures  through  the  House, 
the  consequence  of  which  was  that  the 
Government  turned  aside  from  its  Exe- 
cutive duties,  which  should  more  pro- 
perly belong  to  it,  and  turned  to  the 
duties  which  belonged  to  the  Parliament. 
Whatever  might  be  said  about  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States — and 
he  would  not  say  that  it  was  superior  to 
the  British  Constitution — but  whatever 
might  be  said  of  its  defects,  it  was  at 
lea^  free  from  the  difficnltieB  to  which 
he  had  called  attention.  It  had  no 
Ministerial  responsibility  in  any  way. 
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Hie  prerailmg  majoiitj  in  Congress, 
whaterer  it  mi^ht  be,  was  the  only  body 
responsible  for  legislation.  He  regretted 
tkt  the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  should  have 
d^trecated  discussion  at  this  stage  of  the 
numerous  Amendments  now  before  the 
House,  stating  that  the  Select  Committee 
vonld  be  sure  to  consider  them.  The 
reason  he  should  Hke  all  the  proposed 
Amendments  added  to  the  Motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  that 
they  represented  the  conclusions  of  Q^n- 
tl^i^  who  had  devoted  some  attention 
to  this  question,  and  they  also  represented 
^e  labour  and  thought  which  these 
Oendemen  had  given  to  these  proposals. 
If  &e  Select  Committee  would  deal  with 
these,  it  would  prevent  the  necessity  of 
going  all  over  the  discussion  again.  But 
Sf  thuBy  merely  appointed  a  Committee, 
saying  in  "general"  terms  that  they 
had  to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
Public  Business,  and  come  down  to  the 
House  with  their  bare  decisions,  he  would 
undertake  to  say  that  would  be  as  barren 
and  fruitless  in  its  results  as  had  been 
those  Committees  which  had  previously 
sat,  and  they  would  find  themselves  a 
few  years  on  in  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion as  they  now  occupied. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  (for  Mr.  Sullivan) 
mored  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  original 
Motion,  the  words — 

"And  whether  the  endeavour  of  the  Imperial 
Pu&nieiit  to  deal  with  the  legislativo  require- 
BCBts  of  the  three  Kingdoms  as  to  local  affiurs 
bt  not  been  a  seriouB  obstacle  to  the  due  and 
expeditioaB  discharge  of  the  general  Busiaess 
d  the  House." 

He  believed  that  a  direction  of  the 
kind  which  the  Amendment  eontem- 
^ated  would  not  be  found  to  be  super- 
flnoQB  or  irrelevant.  On  the  contrary, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  required  in  order 
to  bring  out  of  the  appointment  of  any 
Oommittee  the  good  which  they  all  do- 
>aed.  When  he  remembered  how  ear- 
&«tly  and  how  often,  on  both  sides 
ol  the  House,  the  complaint  had  been 
made  that  the  Irish  demand  for  local 
Hlialation  was  not  understood,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  an  Amendment  like 
tbe  present  afforded  an  admirable  op- 
portanity  for  the  Members  of  the  present 
i^emment,  and  of  the  Administration 


which  had  preceded  it,  acquiring  the 
information  which  they  had  so  frequently 
dedared  they  desired  with  reference  to 
the  conduct  of  measures  connected  with 
Ireland,  and  therefore  he  did  not  think 
there  could  be  any  difficulty  in  accepting 
it.  There  was  reason  to  fear  that  the 
Committee  proposed  was  only  likely  to 
have  the  result  of  previous  Committees, 
and  prove  abortive.  He  felt  that  there 
was  a  very  strong  necessity  to  add  to  the 
general  proposition — to  add  something 
specific  on  that  general  groimd.  He  felt 
that  a  specific  recommendation  was  ne- 
cessary to  bring  about  that  good  that 
was  required.  Speaking  as  an  Irish 
Member,  he  could  say  that  the  require- 
ments of  Irishmen  Were  not  understood, 
and  this  Amendment  would  give  the  re- 
quisite information  wanted.  He  main- 
tained that,  if  the  Amendment  were 
passed,  the  effect  would  be  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  nature 
of  Irie^  demands  and  the  concessions 
which,  with  aU  due  regard  to  Imperial 
imity,  might  be  made  in  the  way  of 
satisfying  the  people  of  the  sister  King- 
dom. The  unimpeachable  and  impartial 
evidence  which  would  be  adduced  would 
tendto  remove  the ignoranceof  hon.  Mem- 
bers as  to  what  it  was  the  Irish  people 
required,  and  no  doubt  a  practical  and 
business-like  solution  would,  in  conse- 
quence, be  found  for  the  Irish  difficulty. 
The  terms  of  the  Amendment  were 
strictly  moderate,  and  they  answered  all 
that  could  reasonably  be  required.  They 
asked  that  the  Committee  should  take 

into  consideration — 

• 

"Whether  the  endeavour  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  legislative  require- 
ments of  the  three  Kingdoms  as  to  local  cuSairs 
has  not  been  a  serious  obstacle  to  the  due  and 
expeditious  discharge  of  the  general  Business 
of  the  House." 

The  Amendment  was  to  review  the  course 
of  legislation  on  general  and  local  affairs, 
and  in  that  review  they  micht  have  a 


guide  for  the  future  working  of  legisla- 
tion. He  did  not  intend  to  speak  fur- 
ther in  support  of  this  Amendment  than 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  do;  but  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  they  were 
always  asked  as  to  what  were  the  local 
requirements  of  Ireland,  and  this 
Amendment  would  give  what  was  local 
in  contradistinction  to  what  was  con- 
sidered Imperi«J.  It  only  carried  out 
the  recommendations  repeatedly  made 
by  English  Members. 
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Majob  NOLAN,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  he  regarded  the 
House  of  Commons  as  the  most  perfect 
machine  for  doing  Business  that  the  in- 
genuity of  man  could  invent ;  but  unfor- 
tunately the  internal  arrangements  of 
Parliament  prevented  it  from  efficiently 
dealing  wim  Irish  affairs.  He  had, 
therefore,  been  very  much  struck  with 
the  necessity  for  some  such  inquiry  as 
that  indicated  in  the  Amendment ;  for, 
if  Irish  Business  was  to  be  properly 
attended  to,  he  really  believed  it  would 
occupy  the  entire  attention  of  this  House 
for  two  or  three  years.  They  saw  the 
machinery  for  doing  the  worK ;  but  un- 
fortunately the  Irish  Members  were  not 
allowed  to  work,  and  the  English  Mem- 
bers were  taken  up  with  matters  ofjnore 
importance.  He  thought  that  they  ought 
to  consider  whether  the  English  or  the 
Irish  Business  could  not  be  disposed  of 
by  Grand  Committees  or  otherwise.  It 
was  thought  the  Motion  was  owing  to 
what  was  termed  the  "  obstruction  po- 
licy" of  Irish  Members ;  but  he  thought 
that  if  something  was  done  in  the  pro- 
posed Committee,  as  suggested  by  this 
Amendment,  they  might  &id  some  solu- 
tion of  the  question.  He  emphatically 
said  that  Ireland  was  neglected  in  that 
House,  because  the  English  Members 
thought  of  the  more  important  affairs 
connected  with  the  other  portions  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  was  convinced 
that  if  the  question  proposed  in  the 
Amendment  was  discussed,  some  light 
would  be  thrown  on  the  difficulty. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words, 
'*  and  whether  the  endeavour  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  legislative  require- 
ments of  the  three  Kingdoms  as  to  local  affairs 
has  not  heen  a  serious  ohstacle  to  the  due  and 
expeditious  discharge  of  the  general  Business 
of  the  House."— (ifr.  O'DonneU.) 


Question  proposed, 
be  there  added." 


'That  those  words 


Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY,  fearing  that 
the  Committee  would  not  have  time  to 
deal  satisfactorily  with  the  question  re- 
lating to  the  conduct  of  Irish  Business, 
would  recommend  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 


content  himself  with  having  raised  the 

rstion,     and    would   withdraw     the 
endment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  appeared  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name,  when 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  decided  that  he  could 
not  move  it,  as  he  had  abready  spoken 
to  the  question  before  the  House. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  the 
best  means  of  promoting  the  Despatch  of  Public 
Business  in  this  House." 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 

(HALF-PAST  TWELVE  BULE). 

BESOLUnON. 

Mb.  mo WBEAY,  in  rising  to  move — 

**  That,  except  for  a  Mone^  Bill,  no  Order 
of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be  taken  after 
half-past  Twelve  of  the  dock  at  night,  with 
res^t  to  which  Order  or  Notice  of  Motion  a 
notice  of  opposition  or  amendment  shall  have 
been  printed  in  the  Notice  Paper,  or  if  such 
Notice  of  Motion  shall  only  have  been  given 
the  next  previous  day  of  sitting,  and  objection 
shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called." 

said,  that  the  House  would  see  that  his 
Motion  was  of  a  limited  character,  and 
differed  entirely  from  that  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  being  the  recommendation, 
not  of  an  individual,  but  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  1871.  It  had  in  its  favour 
their  unanimous  opinion,  the  experience 
of  the  past  six  years,  and  it  would 
materially  conduce  to  the  comfort  and 
convenience  of  hon.  Members.  He  in- 
troduced it  in  no  Party  epirit,  because 
he  knew  it  was  supported  by  many  hon. 
Members  opposite  as  well  as  by  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
All  he  asked  of  the  House  was  that  it 
would  renew  temporarily  and  until  the 
Oommittee  had  reported  the  Besolution 
which  had  been  popular  for  some  time. 
It  had  been  originally  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Qenueman  the  Memb^  for 
Qreenwioh  (Mr.  Qladstone),  and  had 
since  been  continued  on  several  occa- 
sions, being  re-enacted,  when  it  was 
last  challenged,  by  185  votes  to  23.  He 
was  told  that  there  was  some  little  revul- 
sion of  feeling  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members,  partly  on  account  of  the  "ob- 
struction" that  had  been  practised  dur- 
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iog  Uie  last  Seaeion,  and  partly  beoause 
the  Bole  had  been  abused.  It  was  tnie 
that  it  had  been  diaooTered  that  sinoe 
1871  the  Houee  had  eat  on  an  average  a 
little  later  than  before ;  but,  at  all  events, 
the  Bule  had  been  productive  of  much 
practical  convenience,  especiallj  by  the 
certainty  which  it  gave  that  Opposed 
Businees  would  not  l^  taken  after  half- 
past  13.  The  principle  was  a  sound 
one,  and  he  woula  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr. 
(Gregory),  which  came  to  much  the  same 
thing — ^namely,  that  the  names  of  three 
hon.  Members  should  be  put  to  every 
Notice  of  Opposition.  He  begged,  with- 
out prgudice  to  the  inquiries  of  the 
Seled;  Gommittee,  to  move  the  Beeolu- 
ticm  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  Thai,  except  for  a  Mone^  Bill,  no  Order  of 
the  Day  or  Kotice  of  Motion  l)e  taken  after 
ludf-past  Twelye  of  the  clock  at  night,  with 
reipect  to  which  Order  or  Notice  of  Motion 
a  notice  <d  op^oaition  or  amendment  shall  have 
beoi  printed  m  tlie  Notice  Paper,  or  if  tuch 
Notice  of  Motion  shall  onl^  hare  been  given  the 
next  preyioua  day  of  nttin^,  and  objection 
shall  be  taken  when  such  Notice  is  called.'' — 
(Mr.  Motc^uy.) 

Mr.  TTTBBEBT  said,  there  was  much 
dissatis&ction  in  past  Sessions  with  the 
Half-past  Twelve  rule,  and  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  House  had  sat  many  more 
hours  after  midnight  in  the  six  years 
flinoe  tide  role  had  been  in  operation 
than  in  ihe  six  years  previously.  It  was 
therefore  a  fit  question  to  be  considered 
by  the  Oonunittee  the  House  had  just 
agreed  to  appoint.  The  rule  was  used 
vexatiooslv-  to  prevent  Business  coming 
on,  for  a  debate  which  otherwise  would 
dose  about  midnight  was  sometimes 
pKolonged  in  order  that  the  rule  might 
be  enforced  against  the  commencement 
of  another  discussion.  This  was  an  in- 
direct way  of  dosing  the  Business  of  the 
House ;  and  he  thought  they  should  say 
hj  way  of  Standing  Order,  if  at  all,  that 
no  Opposed  Businees  should  be  taken 
after  a  oertain  hour.    He  would  therefore  f 


Public  BnfhieM  has  reported  to  the  HovBe."^ 
(Mr.Sihb^rt,) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 

§  reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
tie  Question." 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  that  the  question 
was  a  very  small  one ;  only  what  they 
should  do  in  the  interval  before  the 
Oonmiittee  reported,  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  fair  thing  to  do  was  to 
wiUidraw  both  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment,  and  leave  matters  in  $tatu 
quo. 

Me.  KNATCHBXJLL-HUGES8EN 
thought  the  proposal  could  hardly  be 
said  to  leave  matters  in  statu  quo,  since 
this  rule  had  only  been  enacted  for  three 
or  four  years  past,  and  then  merely  as  a 
Sessional  Order.  He  never  could  un- 
derstand why  the  rule  should  be  sup- 
ported; like  some  other  things  of  modem 
mvention,  it  was  not  quite  as  good  as 
the  customs  of  their  forefathers.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  this  rule  had  two  very 
considerable  disadvantages.    In  the  first 

Elace,  it  practically  put  a  stop  to  all  lejgis- 
ttion  b^  private  Members.  That  might 
be  considered  by  some  people  desirable, 
but  was  one  undoubted  effect  of  the  rule. 
Only  last  Session  he  (Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen)  had  carried  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Oolonial  Marria^s  Bill  by  a 
considerable  majority  agamst  the  op- 
position of  the  Oovemment.  But  no 
effort  of  his  could  procure  an  opportunity 
even  for  the  further  discussion  of  that 
Bill  at  its  next  stage  at  any  period 
during  the  Session,  and  such  a  state  of 
things  was  a  scandal  to  a  Legislative 
Assemblv.  Under  the  old  system  he 
should  have  agreed  with  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bm  to  take  it  at  a  late 
hour  on  some  particular  night,  and  so 
settle  the  question  one  way  or  the  other. 
But  this  could  not  be  done  under  the 
Half-past  Twelve  rule.  Another  great 
objection  was  the  encouragement  given 
by  this  rule  to  Members  to  talk  upon 
some  measures  to  which  there  was  no 
opposition  in  order  to  prevent  some  BiU 
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Me.  BBEE8F0ED  HOPE  congra- 
tulated his  right  hon.  Friend  upon  the 
true  old-world  Man-ol-Kent  ring  of  his 
sentiments ;  but  he  reminded  the  House 
that  for  all  practical  purposes  the  ques- 
tion had  been  taken  out  of  their  hands. 
In  the  good  old  times,  to  which  his  right 
hon.  Eriend  looked  back  so  fondly,  the 
late  nights  were  few,  and  then  they  were 
really  late,  while  the  public  was  content 
to  wait  for  its  reports  even  till  the  second 
day.  Now  science  and  competition  had 
changed  aU  this  state  of  things,  and 
the  revolution  was  consummated  by  the 
system  of  early  newspaper  trains.  Whe- 
ther the  House  made  this  rule  or  not, 
the  ffentlemen  of  the  Press  in  the  Gal- 
lery nad  of  inevitable  necessity  set  up 
their  Half-past  Twelve  or  One  o'clock 
rule,  since  the  necessity  of  writing  out 
and  of  printing  in  time  for  the  news- 
paper trains  rendered  it  impossible  to 
report  debate?  after  midnight.  He  would 
support  the  original  Motion. 

Mb.  KYLANDS  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  House  would  accept  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University  (Mr. 
Mowbray).  He  had  no  doubt  that, 
taking  Business  generally,  the  Half-past 
Twelve  rule  had  been  an  improvement. 
Formerly  the  House  might  be  found 
sitting  up  to  1  and  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning  passing  important  measures, 
the  dehberations  on  which  were  never 
reported — ^the  Members  themselves  not 
being  in  a  condition  for  maturely  de- 
liberating upon  them.  He  had  hunself 
heard  two  most  important  statements  by 
present  and  past  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
delivered  at  such  an  hour  that  it  was 
impossible  to  give  more  than  a  line  or 
two  to  them  in  the  next  morning's  papers. 
They  had  no  right  to  dip  their  hands  in 
the  public  purse  when  the  reporters 
were  away  from  their  duty.  Those  who 
objected  to  the  rule  were  mostly  private 
Members  who  had  charge  of  Bills  which 
they  were  unable  to  push  through. 
Now,  although  he  sympathized  with 
independent  opinion,  he  did  not  think 
it  desirable  that  private  legislation, 
which  was  often  crude  and  pernicious 
and  fussy,  ought  to  have  undue  facilities 
given  to  it.  The  rule,  therefore,  tending, 
as  it  did,  to  prevent  mischievous  mea- 
sures from  slipping  through  after  half- 
past  12,  when  many  hon.  Members  had 
gone  home,  was  a  useful  one  and  ought 
to  be  maintained. 


Sib  WILLIAM  FBASEB,  in  support 
of  the  rule,  cited  the  following  1 1  names 
of  old  and  experienced  Memoers  of  this 
House,  headed  by  Mr.  Lowe,  who,  as 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  1871,  had 
declaredinitsfavour: — ^Mr.  Lowe(Clhair- 
man),  Mr.  Bouverie,  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr. 
Dodson,  Mr.  0.  Forster,  Sir  George  Grey, 
Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen,  Mr.  Newde- 
gate,  Mr.  Wilson  Patten,  Mr.  Bathbone, 
and  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson. — [See  8 
Sansard,  cciv.] 

Mb.  ANDERSON,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  the  following  Amendment : — 

**  That  Buch  notice  of  opposition  shall  be  re- 
moved from  ^e  paper  on  uie  Clerk  at  the  Table 
being  assured  that  the  Member  in  whose  name  it 
stands  is  absent  from  the  House,  and  has  been 
so  for  two  successive  sittings," 

said,  that  as  he  had  put  this  Amend- 
ment to  tiie  Eesolution  on  the  Paper,  it 
would  perhaps  be  convenient  that  he 
should  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
now.  Having  listened  to  the  strong 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Cam- 
bridge University  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
and  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands),  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  they  bore  on  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  rule  at  all.  In  reference  to 
speeches  delivered  to  thin  and  sleepy 
Houses  which  were  not  reported  in  the 
newspapers  the  next  morning,  he  would 
like  to  point  out  that  the  Half-past 
Twelve  rule  did  not  apply  at  all;  beeaose 
if,  when  half-past  12  came,  they  were 
engaged  in  Supply,  they  could  go  on 
untU  any  hour,  or  if  they  were  engaged 
in  an  important  discussion  afiPecting  the 
Admiral^,  or  anything  else,  they  could 
go  on  imtil  any  hour.  The  only  remedy 
would  be  to  stop  the  whole  Business 
at  half-past  12,  if  the  hon.  Members 
for  Bumley  and  Cambridge  wished 
to  stop  all  that  could  not  be  reported 
in  the  newspapers.  He  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  early  hours,  but  9io 
Half-past  Twelve  rule  had  not  been 
successful.  From  a  Return  moved  for 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Durhiun 
(Mr.  Pease)  it  appeared  that  in  the  six 
years  previous  to  the  Half-past  Twelve 
rule  the  House  sat  for  642  nours  after 
midnight ;  but  in  the  six  years  after  the 
rule  the  House  sat  724  hours,  thus  in- 
stead of  getting  earlier  dosing  they  G;ot 
later  closing.  There  was  not  the  sli^nt- 
est  doubt  an  immense  amount  of  tune 
was  wasted  on  account  of  the  Half-past 
Twelve  rule.  No  doubt  many  speeches 
made  after  hiUf-past  11  were  not  made 
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in  the  interests  of  the  BosineBB  then  be- 
fore the  House ;  but  were  made  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  preventmg  Bills  coining 
on  before   Iialf-past   12.    It  would  be 
an  eyU  day  if  the  House  came  to  the 
cozichision  that  priyate  Members'  legis- 
lation was  mischieTous.    All  great  mea- 
Buree  of  reform  had  been  at  some  period 
the  measures  of  private  Members,  and 
it  would   be    very  unfortunate   if  dis- 
eouiagement  were  thrown  on  their  right; 
but  in  any  case  no  single  Member  ought 
to  have  power  of  preventing  any  private 
Member  from  passing  a  Bui.    He  had 
a  Bill  last  Session^  and  only  one  Mem- 
ber in  the  House  was  against  it,  but  that 
one  Member  prevented  him  from  getting 
it  through  until,  close  to  the  end  of  the 
Session.     This  might  be  done  from  con- 
scientious motives,  but  it  miffht  be  a  mere 
crotchet  bv  a  single  hon.  Member.    An 
hon.  Member  mi|pt  put  down  opposition 
to  a  Bill  on  the  Faper,  and  mignt  go  to 
Italy   or    Scotland,  or  anywhere,  and 
could  still  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
thus  controlling  the  proceedings  of  Par- 
Hamenty  while  really  not  attendinfi^  Par- 
liament  at   all.     If  the  hon.  Member 
lor  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Oregory)  would 
amend  his    Amendment  to  admit   the 
words    "to   be  renewed    weekly,"  he 
would  accept  it ;  but  he  wished  particu- 
larly some    safeguard  that  the  opposi- 
tion should  be  a  real  one,  and  that  the 
Mover  should  be  at  any  rate  in  London 
and  not  in  Italy.    If  anything  could  be 
m^^ested    to  meet   the   case   he  had 
mentioned^  he  should  be  content  without 
moving  his  Amendment. 

Sib  Baxter  B.  BAETTELOT  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Motion  of  his 
right  hon- Pnend  would  be  adopted.  He 
duL  not  think  that  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  were  of  any 
avail.  What  they  had  to  consider  was 
whether  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
rule  interfered  with  the  Business  of  the 
House  or  the  convenience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. For  his  part,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  had  been  a  great  benefit  to  the 
House.    It  might  be  that  the  House  had 


sat  at  the  other  side  of  the  House  they 
took  good  care  that  the  Estimates  should 
not  be  proceeded  with  beyond  midnight, 
and  they  were  all  aware  that  great 
debates  were  invariably  adjourned  at  or 
about  12  o'clock.  He  asked  the  hon. 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  Opposition  side  whether  they  would 
not  take  advantage  of  the  non-adoption 
of  the  rule — and  rightly — to  bring  for- 
ward their  measures  at  any  hour  of  the 
niffht  or  morning?  Without  such  a 
rule  as  that  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  House  would  be  compelled 
to  sit  very  much  later  than  it  would  if 
the  Motion  was  adopted. 

Mb.  O'BEILLY  said,  the  incessant 
labour  and  fatigue  of  watohftil  opposition 
was  greatly  reheved  bv  the  introduction 
of  the  Half-past  Twelve  rule.  During 
his  Parliamentary  career  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  at  one  time  introduced 
a  number  of  measures  affecting  Ireland 
which  were  extremely  objectionable  to 
Irish  Members,  and  uie  then  Secretary 
for  Ireland  refused  to  name  an  hour 
when  he  should  bring  them  on.  There- 
fore they  had  to  sit  till  long  summer 
mornings  to  be  readv  to  enter  their  pro- 
test agwist  those  Bills.  In  the  interests 
of  hon.  Members  of  the  House  it  was 
most  desirable  that  such  a  rule  should 
exist.  He  thought,  however,  that  it 
miffht  be  abused  if  in  order  to  put  off  a 
Bill  which  stood  second  the  first  Bill  was 
unnecessarily  talked  out.  If  that  was 
made  a  frequent  practice  it  was  the  thing 
which  should  endanger  the  Half-past 
Twelve  rule.  He  trusted,  on  behalf  of 
the  independent  Member,  who  profited 
most  by  tne  rule,  that  such  a  thin^  would 
not  often  occur.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  TMr.  Ander- 
son) that  the  opposition  wnich  would 
grevent  a  Bill  being  brought  on  after 
alf-past  12  should  be  hond  fide  and 
earnest  opposition.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  say  how  this  could  be  effected,  but  it 
was  not  a  fair  use  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  when  one  hon.  Member  gave 
Notice  of  opposition  and  then  left  the 
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had  already  been  passed  for  fhe  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Oommittee  to  consider 
the  whole  question  of  the  Business  of 
the  HousOi  it  was  wise  to  weight  the 
Oommittee  with  a  prejudged  opimon  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  ["  No,  no ! "]  The 
passage  of  such  a  rule  as  the  one  now 
proposed  must  inevitably  weight  the 
Committee,  and  it  was  idle  to  say  it  did 
not. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark  (Mr. 
Bristowe),  that  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon  the  question  now  before  it  would 
prejudice  me  action  of  the  Committee. 
The  House  having  several  times  agreed 
to  a  like  Session  Order  to  that  proposed, 
its  opinion  was  already  known  in  reference 
to  it.  They  had  been  told  that  imder  the 
Half-past  Twelve  o'clock  rule  tiie  House 
had  sat  a  greater  number  of  hours  than 
it  did  in  Sessions  when  the  rule  did  not 
exist,  and  that  might  be  quite  true ;  but 
they  had  no  means  of  judging  what 
would  have  been  the  case  under  the  old 
system.  Those  who,  by  their  official  po- 
sition, had  to  remain  in  the  House  until 
a  late  hour,  and  who  could  form  an  im- 
partial jui^ment  on  the  subject,  felt 
that,  even  if  the  hours  of  sitting  had  not 
been  largely  reduced,  a  great  boon  had 
been  conferred  by  the  rule  upon  himdreds 
of  hon.  Members  who,  by  its  means, 
were  able  to  go  home  instead  of  being 
compelled  to  remain  imtil  all  hours  of 
the  morning  to  see  whether  certain  Busi- 
ness was  to  be  proceeded  with  or  not. 
The  rule  did  not  apply  to  proceedings  in 
Committee  in  the  case  of  bills  in  wnich 
Progress  had  previously  been  reported, 
and  those  proceedings,  carried  on  to  a 
late  hour,  had  certainly  not  been  in  the 
highest  degree  satisfactory  or  creditable 
to  the  House,  and  had  certainlv  not  in- 
creased the  value  of  the  legislation  so 
carried  on.  Setting  aside  all  other  ques- 
tions, for  this  reason  alone,  he  should  be 
exceedingly  sorry  were  the  rule  to  be 
allowed  to  lapse  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion. He  did  not  think  the  Committee 
to  be  appointed  to  consider  the  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  would  be 
greatly  influenced  by  the  fact  that  a  Ses- 
sional Order  of  the  kind  had  been  re- 
newed ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
pasing  of  the  rule  were  to  be  delayed 
imtil  the  Committee  reported  favourably 
upon  it  some  two  months  hence,  much 
injustice  would  be  done  to  those  private 
Members  whose  Bills,  by  the  mere  aoci- 
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dent  of  the  ballot,  did  not  oome  on  until 
the  latter  part  of  the  Session.  He  must, 
therefore,  give  his  voice  in  favour  of  the 
Motion. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  felt  himself  at  considerable  dis- 
advantage in  addressing  the  House  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  especially 
as  an  appeal  had  been  made  to  the 
feelings  of  a  large  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  ground  that,  by  passing  the 
rule,  they  might  be  able  to  go  away  after 
half -past  12  and  neglect  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House;  but  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  that  the 
matter  was  one  which  should  be  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  Select  Committee  about 
to  be  appointed.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  there  could  be  no  fear  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  could  bring  on  important  mea- 
sures after  a  late  hour,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  the  practice  of  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  state  early  in  the  evening 
after  what  hour  they  would  not  proceed 
with  their  measures.  He  thought,  from 
the  experience  they  had  had,  that  the 
conduct  of  Business  had  not  been  greatly 
improved  by  the  adoption  of  the  rule ; 
on  the  contrary,  it  often  led  to  long  dis- 
cussions on  unimportant  measures  with 
the  view  of  throwing  measures  of  conse- 
quence over  until  after  half -past  12 
o'clock,  so  as  to  preclude  their  being 
taken  on  those  occasions.  The  only  re- 
sult of  the  rule  was  to  set  up  for  them- 
selves a  point  of  debatable  ground 
which  did  not  previously  exist. 

Mb.  MITCEOSLL  HENRY  remarked 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  cer- 
tainly a  very  singlar  Assembly,  because 
he  did  not  believe  that  there  was  another 
Legislative  Assembly  in  the  world  which 
would  seriously  discuss  the  question 
whether  it  was  right  to  bring  on  fresh 
important  Public  Business  for  discus- 
sion after  half-past  12  o'clock  at  night. 
His  only  complaint  was  that  the  rule 
did  not  go  far  enough.  If  they  had  a 
rule  that  no  new  Business  should  be 
taken  after  12  o'clock  or  half-past  they 
would  get  through  the  work  with  much 
greater  credit  to  themselves  and  more 
advantage  to  the  country.  A  few  years 
ago  it  was  the  custom  of  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary to  introduce  Bills  habitually  after 
1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  no  assur- 
ance could  be  got  that  he  would  not 


Digitized  by 


Google 


417 


Parliam&ni — 


{  Jaihjabt  24,  1878)  Public  Bu9%im$. 


bring  them  on   after  that  time.    The 
oonfiequence  was  everybody  had  to  wait 
until  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the  morning  on 
the  chance  of  a  disoofiaion  coming  on  on 
the  particular   subjects  in  which  they 
were  interested.     They  had  the  advan- 
tage,  under  the  existing  rule,  of  know- 
ing that  no  important  legifllation  could 
be  thrust  upon  them  by  surprise;  but 
notwiUistandin^,    the    rule    was    open 
to  abuse  on   uie  part  of  the  Govem- 
ment,  and  also  on  the  part  of  priyate 
Members.     For  instance,  hon.  Members 
were  accustomed    to  put  their  names 
down  in  opposition  to  a  Bill  when  they 
ne^er  attended,  and  did  not  intend  to 
attend  the  House.     That  was  an  unfair 
advantage  which  ought  to  be  put  down 
by  the  good  sense  and  high  honour  of 
tiie  House.     It  must  be  put  down  in 
sooh  a  manner  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  suggested. 
The  (Sa^CETiT  iOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  we  are  discussing  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  rule  upon  its  merits,  and  I 
think  the  discusssion  may  be  well  likened 
to  the  painter  who  put  up  a  picture  that 
anyone  might  point  out  its  faults,  and 
put  up  the  same  picture  in  order  that  its 
beauties  might  be  noticed.    The  truth 
is,  that  you  cannot  conduct  the  Business 
of  an  Assembly,  and  certainly  not  such 
aa  Assembly  as  the  House  of  Commons, 
merely  by  rules,  and  if  Business  is  to  be 
properly  oonducted  you  want  something 
more  than  that — vou  want  an  actucu 
agreement  as  to  me  spirit  and  manner 
in  which  you  are  to  proceed.    In  regard 
to  this  rule,  no  one  can  doubt  that  it  has 
many  great  advantages,  because  it  en- 
ables hon.  Gentlemen  to  know  that  cer- 
tain measures  they  are  interested  in  will 
not  be  brought  on  after  a  certain  hour, 
and  therefore  they  are  enabled  to  leave 
the  House  if  it  is  necessary  for  them  to 
do  80.     The  rule  is  not  at  all  conducive 
to  the  conduct  of  Public  Business.     On 
tiie  other  hand,  we  cannot  help  seeing 
that  this  rule  is  frequently  abused  by 
hon.  Members  who  give  Notice  of  op- 
position to  a  Bill,  and  then  ^o  away, 
thus  delaying  the  Bill  for  an  mdefinite 
time;  it  also  leads  to  discussion  being 
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self  to  promote  early  hours,  and  I  have 
always  endeavoured  to  promote  certainty 
as  to  what  Business  was  to  be  trans- 
acted. Now,  this  rule  is  brought  for- 
ward with  a  double  view  of  promoting 
early  hours  and  certainty  of  Business. 
I  trust  that  we  shall  be  enabled  to  arrive 
at  some  conclusion  by  which  we  shall 
get  rid  of  the  evils  under  which  we 
suffer  at  the  present  time.  The  ques- 
tion is  whetiier  we  shall  renew  the  rule 
for  the  present  Session  in  the  same 
manner  as  it  had  been  renewed  in  past 
Sessions,  or  leave  it  until  the  Committee 
had  reported  on  the  question.  I  think 
that  the  Oommittee  will  consider  verv 
carefully  the  proposition  as  to  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  rule,  and  what  modification 
it  will  be  necessary  to  move  in  it ;  but 
the  question  is  if  the  matter  is  left  for 
the  Oommittee  what  is  to  be  done  in  the 
interim  ?  There  is  no  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  unduly  press  any 
conclusion  on  the  House.  So  far  as  the 
Qovemment  is  concerned,  I  own  it  is 
against  rather  than  in  favour  of  my  own 
wishes  to  have  this  rule  in  operation ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  beheve  that 
both  in  this  debate  and  on  past  occasions, 
when  attention  has  been  called  to  this 
subject,  a  large  majority  of  the  House 
has  approved  of  it.  I  believe  the  rule 
is  one  well  in  favour  with  the  House.  I 
therefore  think  that  after  such  a  recom- 
mendation we  should  renew  that  rule 
for  the  present  Session  with  the  view  of 
its  being  carefully  considered  in  Com- 
mittee, and  with  a  view  to  see  whether 
there  are  any  means  of  modifying  it. 
Therefore,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  support 
the  Motion  of  my  rignt  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  HIBBEkT  observed  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  believing  that  a  largo  majority  of 
the  House  was  in  favour  of  the  rule,  ho 
was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
the  rule  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee without  prejudice  in  any  way. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

RcBolved,  That,  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  no 
Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  bo  taken 
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Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  that  after  the 
course  which  the  debate  had  taken  he 
would  leave  his  Amendment  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Oommittee  to  the  a] 
pointment  of  which  the  House  had 
ready  agreed. 

Mr.  GBEGOBT  said,  he  should  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


ROADS    AND    BRIDGES    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL— [Bill  4.] 

{The  Lord  Advoeate,  Sir  Smry  Selwin^Ibbeiaon.) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mr.  J.  W.  BABOLAT  said,  that 
while  he  had  great  pleasure  that  the 
GoTemment  had  introduced  such  an 
important  measure  as  this  at  so  early 
a  period  of  the  Session,  he  could 
not  but  express  his  disappointment  in 
finding  that  the  Bill,  so  far  as  he  had 
examined  it,  appeared  to  be  defectiye  in 
some  essential  particulars.  One  point 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  attention  had 
reference  to  the  power  which  elected 
trustees  would  have  in  their  own  parishes 
for  the  management  of  the  roads,  and 
another  had  regard  to  the  period  of  grace 
to  be  allowed  before  tolls  were  abolished. 
The  Bill  of  last  year  provided  that  the 
general  county  trustees  should  consist 
of  one  member  elected  by  each  parish, 
and  that  the  County  Bead  Board  should 
consist  of  those  elected  trustees,  together 
with  the  landlords  of  the  county.  This 
was  upon  the  lines  of  the  private  mea- 
sures which  had  been  passed  through 
Parliament,  but  the  Government  now 
proposed  to  withdraw  with  the  one  hand 
what  th^  professed  to  give  with  the 
other.  Ijie  Bill  now  before  the  House 
provided  that  the  only  work  which  the 
elective  trustees  would  have  to  perform 
would  be  to  meet  together  and  appoint  a 
local  committee  for  the  management  of 
the  roads,  in  which  the  elected  trustees 
were  to  be  in  a  minority.  It  was  pro- 
vided that  the  District  Board  should  not 
consist  of  more  than  one-half  or  less 
than  one-third  of  the  elected  trustees. 
This  was  really  making  a  farce  of  the 
elected  trustees.  The  ratepayers  in  each 
parish  would  not  certainly  meet  together 


merely  for  the  purpose  of  eleding  trus- 
tees, whose  only  duty  would  be  to  take 
part  once  a  year  in  the  appointment  of 
a  local  county  board.  One  of  the  great 
advantages  under  the  private  Acts  which 
had  been  obtained  for  the  abolition  of 
tolls  in  Scotland  consisted  in  this,  that, 
under  those  Acts,  distinct  provision  was 
taken  for  having  the  elective  trustees 
largely  interest^  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  roads.  He  asserted  with  con- 
fidence that  in  the  counties  where 
the  private  Acts  to  which  he  referred 
had  been  put  into  operation — ^in  the 
county,  for  example,  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  (Forfarshire),  and 
in  the  county  of  Aberdeen,  where  one 
of  those  measures  had  been  in  force 
for  some  time— the  system  which  they 
provided  had  acted  most  successfully, 
and  had  been  attended  with  the  great- 
est advantage  both  to  landlords  and 
tenants.  The  elected  trustees  had  taken 
a  very  active  part  in  the  management  of 
the  roads.  They  co-operated  very  heartily 
with  the  landlords  in  the  matter,  and  he 
thought  he  might  say  on  very  consider- 
able evidence,  that  this  co-operation,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  landlords  themselves, 
had  been  of  the  very  greatest  advantage 
to  the  management.  One  of  the  great- 
est evils  of  the  old  system  was  that 
there  were  no  trustees  interested  in  the 
management  of  the  roads,  which  was 
consequently  veiy  much  left  to  offi- 
cials, and  no  real  supervision  was  kept 
up  over  the  expenditure  of  the  money. 
Now  all  this  was  changed.  The  elected 
trustees  took  a  very  active  interest  in  the 
management  of  the  roads,  and  they  saw 
that  value  was  obtained  for  money  ex- 
pended. Therefore,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  unfortunate,  both  for  landlords 
and  tenants,  if  some  clause  were  not 
provided  for  interesting  tenant  trustees 
m  the  management  of  the  roads,  as  had 
been  done  in  the  private  BiUs  recently 
passed.  Another  strong  point  was  the 
long  period  of  10  years  allowed  for  tiie 
expiration  of  the  turnpike  trusts.  He 
understood,  and  he  thought  it  was  the 
general  understanding,  that  the  rig^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
promised  last  Session  that  expiring  trusts 
should  not  be  continued  without  some 
inquiry  into  them.  Under  this  Bill, 
however,  trusts  which  otherwise  would 
die  out  in  a  year  or  two  might  be  con- 
tinued for  10  years.  This  was  extremely 
objectionable,  and  if  agreed  to  would  bo 
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?eiT  diflastroos  to  many  turnpike  roads 
in  Scotland.  What  would  be  the  policy 
of  the  trastees  ?  The  valuation  of  the 
road  would  be  determined,  no  doubt, 
bj  the  amount  of  interest  which  they 
had  paid  for  the  preceding  few  years, 
and  tnerefore  the  trustees  would  be  very 
much  tempted  to  starve  the  roads  in  order 
to  pay  a  higher  interest  upon  the  debt. 
The  roads,  consequently,  would  gradually 
get  worse ;  and  finally,  when  the  tum- 
pikee  were  abolished  and  the  Act  came 
into  operation,  the  roads  would  be 
handed  over  to  the  new  trustees  in  such 
a  eondition  that  they  would  require  to 
be  almost  entirely  re-made  at  very  great 
expense.  In  his  opinion,  if  the  provi- 
fion  was  retained,  a  clause  should  also 
be  added  that  the  roads  should  be 
handed  over  in  good  condition.  If  that 
▼ere  done,  he  had  no  doubt  all  the  tum- 
pikee  would  be  abolished  in  a  very  short 
time.  For  these  and  other  reasons  ex- 
plained last  year,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  introduce  some  modification 
in  the  BlQ.  He  would  suggest  that  they 
dumld  make  inquiry  into  the  private 
Acts  in  operation  in  Forfarshire  and 
Aberdeenshire,  and  if  it  was  found  that 
the  tenant  trustees  worked  harmoniously, 
and  to  the  perfect  satisfaction  of  the 
landlords,  that  the  Gbvemment  should 
modify  their  Bill  in  that  direction; 
otherwise  he  was  afraid  the  roads  would 
fan  into  the  hands  of  officials  with  re- 
soha  that  would  be  very  unsatisfactory 
to  an  parties.  He  was  not  going  to 
diride  at  that  stage,  but  on  another  oc- 
casion he  should  take  the  sense  of  the 
HoQse  on  what  seemed  to  him  very 
nnjast — ^that  the  tenants  should  pay 
half  the  rates  equally  with  the  landlords, 
and  yet  not  be  allowed  to  have  an  equal 
voice  with  them  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  money.  He  hoped  it  was  not  too 
late  far  the  Ghovemment  to  take  some 
steps  in  the  matter  before  the  Bill  went 
into  Committee. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  said,  he  fully  en- 
doned  what  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
£or  Forfarshire  had  said  as  to  the  expen- 
ditore  upon  the  roads  by  trustees  if  an- 
other period  of  10  years  should  be  per- 
initted  before  the  expiration  of  the  trusts. 
In  England  when  T'umpike  Acts  expired 
they  were  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  whether  they  should  be 
contmned ;  but  as  to  Scotland  a  continu- 
SDoe  Act  had  been  passed  every  year, 
sod  &e  result  was  tnat  the  great  ma- 


jority of  the  turnpikes  in  Scotland  were 
contmued  in  this  way  every  year.  Thus 
a  simple  suspension  of  the  Bill  for  a 
Session  would  make  these  Acts  lapse. 
He  must  say  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  were  not  consistent  with  the  promise 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  last  year,  when  he  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  the  system  of 
continuing  these  trusts  ought  not  to  bo 
persisted  in. 

Colonel  MUEE  observed  that  though 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced  without  re- 
mark by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate,  it  was  substantially  the  same 
as  that  brought  in  last  year.  Ho  (Colonel 
Mure)  was  not  prepared  to  oflfer  any  op- 
position to  the  second  reading,  but  he 
wished  to  make  one  or  two  very  short  ob- 
servations. He  understood  a  Government 
official  of  high  standing  and  great  repu- 
tation had  been  employed  to  report  upon 
this  question,  and  especially  as  to  tho 
opposition  offered  by  Renfrewshire  and 
Lanarkshire  with  reference  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  city  of  Glasgow.  He  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Beport  had 
not  been  presented  to  Members,  for  the 
chances  were  that  it  contained  a  good 
deal  that  was  new  and  very  interesting 
about  the  road  system  in  Scotland.  A^ 
to  the  city  of  Glasgow,  he  believed  the 
Government  as  to  that  would  introduce 
some  clause  similar  to  that  introduced 
as  to  bridges  over  which  special  traffic 
passed,  and  which  would  enable  them  to 
deal  more  satisfactorily  with  that  city. 
There  were  many  other  matters  which 
could  be  touched  upon  in  Committee ; 
but  as  he  understood  the  rejection  of  the 
measure  was  to  be  moved  on  going  into 
Committee,  they  would  then  have  the 
opportunity  of  further  expressing  their 
views.  He  did  hope,  and  that  was  his 
main  object  in  rising,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  fit  to  have  this  Re- 
port, to  which  he  had  alluded,  placed  in 
their  hands. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  said,  he  had  looked 
into  the  Return  which  had  been  referred 
to,  and  it  certainly  contained  details  of 
considerable  interest  as  to  the  action 
taken  by  the  counties  of  Renfrew  and 
Lanark.  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  justified 
that  action  or  not  he  could  not  tell,  but 
the  Return  obtained  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  showed  that  they 
had  not  been  justified  in  their  opposi- 
tion, and  that  the  statements  made  had 
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been  mucli  exaggerated.  In  Lanarkshire 
the  expenditure  on  turnpike  and  statute 
labour  roads  only  amounted  to  6^.  in  the 
pound  on  the  valuation  of  the  county ; 
while  in' the  city  of  Glas^w  it  was  4^5., 
and  he  did  not  think  a  difference  of  \^d, 
on  the  rate  per  pound  ought  to  be  a 
barrier  to  a  settlement  between  burgh 
and  county.  Benfrewshire  was  in  a 
somewhat  similar  position.  The  annual 
valuation  amounted  to  £1,177,471,  and 
the  total  expenditure  on  roads  was 
£28,426;  an  assessment  of  Qd,  on  that 
valuation  would,  therefore,  produce 
£29,436,  or  more  than  equal  to  the 
whole  of  the  present  expenditure  on 
both  turnpike  and  statute  labour  roads. 
If  the  same  details  as  had  been  fur- 
nished in  the  Eetum  he  alluded  to 
had  been  obtained  as  to  other  coun- 
ties, he  believed  it  would  have  shown 
in  these  cases  also  that  there  was  no 
proper  ground  for  the  opposition  to 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  He  begged  to 
thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  his 
own  behalf  and  that  of  every  hon;  Mem- 
ber for  bringing  in  the  Bill  at  so  early  a 
period  in  the  Session,  and  he  hoped  he 
might  think  proper  to  introduce  clauses 
to  make  the  Bill  better  suited  to  the 
particular  circumstances  of  each  district. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  had 
suggested  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  examine  the  local  Acts  under 
which  the  roads  in  Forfarshire  and 
Aberdeen  were  managed.  They  had 
enjoyed  in  his  county  for  a  very  long 
period  the  advantages  of  a  local  Act, 
and  indeed  they  were  the  first  to  have 
one  abolishing  toUs  and  statute  labour. 
Under  it  the  county  was  divided  into  dis- 
tricts, the  trustees  in  each  of  which  had 
power  independently  to  levy  assessments 
within  itself.  He  trusted  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  would  see  his  way  to  accept 
some  modifications  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  as  it  then  stood,  in  order  to 
meet  the  case  of  the  counties  plsu^ed  in 
the  circumstances  he  had  described.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  do  so,  and  he  believed  that 
such  modifications,  if  accepted,  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  the  community 
when  this  Bill  became  law. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  rather  surprised  that  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate should  have  introduced  the  Bill 
without  any  explanation.  At  the  same 
time,  they  were  so  grateful  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  having  brought  in  a  Bill 

Mr.  RatMoy 


at  so  early  a  period  of  the  Session— 
the  great  majority  of  Scotch  Members 
bein^  anxious  that  a  good  Bead  Bill 
should  pass — ^that  he  would  not  make 
any  serious  complaint  on  that  score. 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson),  who  had  expressed 
regret  that  those  Acts,  which  would 
otherwise  have  expired  at  an  earlier 
period,  were  to  be  extended  to  a  further 
existence  of  1 0  years.  That,  he  thought, 
was  a  great  mistake ;  for,  in  his  opimon, 
the  period  ought  to  have  been  con- 
siderably shortened.  Not  only  were  the 
Acts  to  be  extended  to  so  long  a  period ; 
but,  as  he  understood  the  question, 
whether  the  new  Act  should  be  adopted 
or  not  within  that  long  period  was  to 
rest  with  the  Commissioners  of  Supply, 
and  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  were 
the  most  considerable  landowners  of  the 
county.  Therefore,  the  result  would  be 
that  the  decision  of  this  great  question 
would  be  left  mainly  in  the  hands  of  the 
extremely  aristocratic  element  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  small  ratepayers.  [The  Lobd 
Advocate  dissented.  J  As  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  shook  his  head,  it 
was  to  be  hoped  he  was  about  to  explain 
that  the  matter  would  not  be  left  in  that 
way,  and  that  the  ratepayers  as  well  as 
the  aristocracy  were  to  have  something 
to  do  with  the  decision  of  this  question 
after  all.  There  was  one  important 
point  which  he  did  not  see  provided  for 
m  the  Bill.  There  were  some  small 
burghs,  little  larger  than  villages,  but 
with  large  roads  passing  through  them. 
As  these  small  burghs  could  not  sustain 
the  burden  of  keeping  up  these  large 
roads,  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
be  united  with  the  counties  for  that  pur- 
pose. With  regard  to  the  former  ^ill 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  providing  for 
such  cases;  because  he  believed  there 
were  some  small  burghs  that  were  not 
willing  to  unite  with  the  counties,  as 
they  would  be  united  under  the  Bill 
of  last  year.  He  thought  some  pro- 
vision should  be  made  in  the  present 
measure  to  meet  cases  of  this  descrip- 
tion. But  this  Bill  went  to  the  other 
extreme.  It  appeared  that  no  Boyal 
or  Parliamentary  burgh,  however  small, 
would  be  exempted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill.  His  impression  was, 
that  a  small  burgh  with  an  important 
road  running  through  it,  would  be 
placed  in  a  difficult  position  if,  as  he 


Digitized  by 


Google 


435      Boadt  and  Bridges         f  Jaihtaby  24,  1878] 


^Scotland)  Bill         426 


understood,  suoh  burghs  were  not  to 
unite  with  the  oounties  for  road  pur- 
poses. He  hoped  that  when  the  ^ill 
went  into  Committee  some  proposal 
woold  be  made  to  meet  such  cases. 

8iE  WILLIAM  CUNINGHAME 
ndd,  he  differed  firom  one  or  two  obser- 
ratiQiis  which  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Members  opposite,  though,  as  he  came 
from  a  district  in  which  the  abolition  of 
tolls  was  not  popular,  perhaps  he  would 
not  be  expected  to  defend  the  BiU  of 
the  Govenmient  cordially.  With  re- 
gard to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Bamsay)  on  the  assess- 
ments, he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
hudly  understood  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  The  hon.  Qentleman  appeared  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  the  assess- 
ments would  be  levied  in  equal  propor- 
tions in  all  parts  of  counties.  That,  how- 
erer,  was  not  the  BiU  as  he  himself  read 
it  The  Bill  provided  that  counties  being 
dinded  into  districts  and  trusts,  each 
trust  would  have  to  levy  a  rate  for  itself; 
and  iias  being  so,  one  trust  might  pos- 
liblyhave  to  levy  a  considerable  rate, 
vhOe  another  might  levy  a  very  small 
one.  In  that  case  the  inference  which 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  EaUdrk  seemed  to 
draw  from  the  Government  proposal 
with  i^ard  to  Lanarkshire  and  Een- 
frewahire  hardly  held  water.  The  ex- 
tension of  the  period  to  10  years  struck 
iim  (Sir  TVilliam  Cuninghame)  as  one  of 
the  most  valuable  proposals  in  the  Bill — 
because  it  gave  time  to  coxmties  and 
burgha  to  settle  the  very  difficult  and  in- 
tricate negotiations  which  wouldbe  raised 
between  themselves.  He  also  thought 
that  the  clauses  of  the  BiU  were  weU 
devised  which  referred  those  points  on 
which  differences  of  opinion  were  likely 
to  arise  to  arbitration,  or  finaUy  to  pro- 
visional orders.  With  respect  to  the  ob- 
wryations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  it  must  be  remem- 
bwed  that  the  landlords  were  much 
more  permanently  interested  in  the  proper 
DAUiagement  of  the  roads  than  the  tenants 
wild  be.  Although  they  paid  half  of 
tie  assessment  during  the  time  they 
were  on  the  farms,  their  interest  in  the 
patter  ceased  when  they  left  their  hold- 
ngs.  It  was  natural  to  suppose  that 
those  who  had  a  permanent  interest  in 
^  Ittoper  upholdmg  of  the  roads  would 
take  care  to  look  after  them  better  than 
tboee  who  were  merely  temporary  occu- 
pi«t8.  PracticaUy,  also,  a  large  portion 
of  thia  assessment,  which  was  paid  by 


the  tenants,  would  come  out  of  the  land- 
lord's pocket,  as  part  of,  if  not  the  whole 
of,  the  expense  paid  by  the  tenant  would 
be  deducted  from  the  rent  that  the  land- 
lord received.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  landlord  would  practicaUy  pay  the 
larger  part  of  the  assessment.  There- 
fore the  landlord  was  entitled  to  a  larger 
share  in  the  representation  on  the  County 
Board.  It  had  been  wisely  and  properly 
said  that  those  who  used  the  roads  should 
pay  for  them.  Looking  at  the  BiU  as 
brought  forward  by  the  Home  Secretary, 
he  certainly  thought  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  could  not  him- 
self hold  that  principle.  Whether  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  so 
or  not,  the  BiU  did  not  hold  that  prin- 
ciple— at  aU  events,  that  would  not  be 
the  effect  of  the  BiU^as  he  understood  it. 
Take  a  farm  10  mUes  irom  a  market 
and  another  five  mUes  off,  the  two  farms 
being  in  every  other  respect  equal  in 
value.  On  the  principle  that  those  who 
used  the  roads  ^ould  pay  for  them,  the 
most  distant  farm  ought  to  pay  twice  as 
much  as  the  near  one.  That,  however, 
would  not  be  the  effect  of  the  BiU.  The 
farm  nearer  the  market  town  would,  in 
all  probabiUty,  be  on  that  part  of  the 
road  where  the  traffic  over  it  was  the 
heaviest.  It  would  therefore  have  to  pay 
a  larger  amount  of  assessment  though  it 
used  the  road  the  least.  The  reply  pro- 
bably would  be  that  it  could  not  bo 
avoided,  and  that  this  was  the  case  in  aU 
assessments  such  as  the  poor  rates.  He 
admitted  that,  but  there  was  no  alterna- 
tive in  the  assessment  to  poor  rates.  It  was 
not  so  in  regard  to  roads.  At  all  events, 
there  was  the  alternative  of  toUs,  and  he 
contended  if  it  was  impossible  to  make 
an  equitable  assessment  that  they  ought 
to  continue  to  maintain  toUs.  One  far- 
ther defect,  and  that  a  serious  defect,  he 
saw  in  the  BiU.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
of  aU  Governments  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  the  last  to  inter- 
fere with  contracts  between  man  and 
man.  Take  the  case  of  a  farm  let 
for  21  years.  The  landlord  let  the 
farm  to  the  tenant  practicaUy  with  the 
stipulation  that  the  tenant  should  pay 
the  whole  cost  of  the  upholding  of 
the  roads  during  the  currency  of  his 
lease  in  the  shape  of  toUs.  He,  for  one, 
could  not  understand  on  what  principle 
the  Government  could  say  in  this  BiU 
that  in  the  future  the  landlord  was  to 
pay  half  of  the  expense.  It  appeared  to 
j  him  that  this  was  taking  part  of  the 
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charge  which  the  tenant  had  contracted 
to  bear  from  his  shoulders  and  placing 
it  on  those  of  the  landlord.  That  was  a 
principle  as  to  which  some  amendment 
ought  to  be  made  in  the  Bill.  In  this 
respect  the  Government  had  gone  in  the 
face  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Boyal 
Commission,  which  properly  and  equit- 
ably advised  that  during  the  currency 
of  the  leases  the  tenant  should,  as  now, 
pay  the  whole  of  the  charge. 

Mb.  MCLAREN  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  see  that  so  little  improvement  had 
been  made  in  the  Bill  since  last  Ses- 
sion. Admitting  that  it  bore  evi- 
dence of  great  care  having  been 
taken  on  minor  points,  yet  in  the 
general  features  of  the  Bill  it  was  just 
as  bad  as  ever.  At  the  close  of  last 
Session,  two  or  three  hon.  Members  op- 
posed the  renewal  of  the  county  trusts, 
and  he  remembered  that  one  argument 
was  that  no  trust  that  had  expired  in 
England  was  renewed  without  hearing 
evidence  and  having  all  questions  settled ; 
whereas  in  Scotland,  trusts  that  had  ex- 
pired 20  years  ago,  and  some  40  years 
ago,  had  been  renewed  without  one 
word  being  heard  on  the  subject.  That 
was  pressed  very  strongly.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
said  he  saw  the  injustice  at  once,  and 
said  that  this  system  would  not  be 
allowed  hereafter,  and  he  would  take 
care  that  a  change  should  be  made  be- 
fore these  Scotch  trusts  were  renewed 
again.  But  what  did  this  Bill  do  ?  It 
provided  that  ^1  the  principal  clauses  of 
the  bad  Acts  which  had  expired  should 
be  renewed  for  10  years,  so  that  those 
trusts  which  were  now  renewed  year 
by  year  would  be  enforced  for  10  years. 
With  that  clause  in  the  BiU,  he  would 
far  rather  have  had  no  Bill  at  all.  As 
one  of  the  Commissioners  who  had  in- 
quired into  the  subject,  he  knew  that 
thoy  recommended  that  the  bounda- 
ries of  burghs  and  counties  should  be 
fixed  at  once.  But  what  did  this  Bill 
do?    It  provided  that  the  body  which 


device  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  ooming 
into  operation  that  would  be  effectual. 
Burghs  and  large  cities,  such  as  Glas- 
gow, Edinburgh,  Aberdeen,  and  Dundee, 
had  no  power  to  apply  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  put  ihe  Act  in  operation. 
WeU,  Edinburgh  had  three  times  as 
large  a  population  as  the  oounty,  and 
had  three  times  the  wealth  of  the  county, 
and  paid  far  more  than  three  times  the 
taxation  of  the  county,  and  yet  it  had 
no  power  to  put  the  Act  in  operation. 
He  looked  upon  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
as  an  incomplete  measure.  It  was  no 
enacting  Bill  at  all.  It  was  merely  a 
permissive  Bill,  and  yet  was,  in  some  re- 
spects, a  prohibitory  Bill.  Many  of  the 
parishes  of  Scotland,  as  everybody  knew, 
were  very  small.  Yet  each  hid  two  mem- 
bers, while  the  burghs  under  10,000  were 
to  have  only  one.  A  great  deal  was 
l^own  in  Scotland  about^the  shutting-up 
of  roads,  so  that  the  people  durst  not 
walk  on  them.  In  place  of  preventing 
that  sort  of  thing,  tms  BiU  would  make 
bad  worse.  In  li^ge  towns  like  Glasgow 
and  Edinburgh,  there  were  perhaps  20 
miles  of  road  separating  the  burgh  from 
the  county,  and  in  conmion  fairness  it 
would  be  admitted  that  the  two  should 
bear  the  burden  equally.  But  what  did 
the  Bill  say  ?  That  when  the  road  was 
the  boundary  between  county  and  burgh, 
the  burgh  should  maintain  it  all.  He 
could  go  further  into  details,  but  would 
merely  revert  again  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  could  not  be  put  into  operation  ex- 
cept by  the  Commissioners  of  Supply. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren) 
had  touched  on  the  blots  of  the  BiU  so 
weU,  that  it  was  almost  unnecessary  for 
.him  to  say  anything,  except  that  he 
agreed  with  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
said.  The  BiU  would  throw  aU  the 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  landlords, 
for  not  only  was  the  initiative  entirely 
with  the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  who 
were  the  landlords,  and  their  eldest  sons, 
but  the  whole  subsequent  management 
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Me.  E.  W.  duff  said,  lie  was  veiy 
^  the  Gbvemment  had  introduced  this 
fiOl,  and  he  was  oertainlj  prepared  to 
giTO  it  his  support.  Last  year  he  laid 
(me  or  two  Amendments  to  the  Bill  upon 
the  Table,  the  effect  of  which  was  to 
enable  counties  which  had  no  Bills  of 
their  own  to  adopt  portions  of  it.  It 
VB8  particularly  useful  to  counties  which 
had  bridges  in  common.  Last  year  his 
li^t  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate  agreed  to  these  Amendments ; 
and  he  trusted  he  would  permit  this 
Bill-^iot  the  whole  Bill,  but  sudi  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  as  the  Commissioners 
might  agree  upon,  to  be  incorporated 
iniead  of  the  whole  Act.     That  was  the 

r*  dpal  Amendment,  he  suggested,  so 
as  regarded  counties  that  had  not 
BiUs.  Though  he  was  prepared  to  sup- 
port this  Bill,  he  sympathized  with  the 
obflervations  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ayr  (Sir  William  Cuning- 
hame),  about  the  burdens  placed  on  land. 
If  they  would  look  at  the  Returns  he 
got  two  years  ago  as  to  the  financial  ac- 
connts  of  Scotch  counties,  they  would 
see  what  the  assessments  were.  He 
would  not  trouble  them  with  details,  but 
in  tiie  county  of  Aberdeen,  where  the 
valuation  of  the  county  was  £700,000  a- 
year,  the  cost  that  had  been  placed  upon 
that  county  was  £20,000  a-year.  That 
was  a  very  heavy  assessment  undoubt- 
edly; but  he  was  not  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  the  maintenance  of  roads  was 
not  a  legitimate  burden  to  put  upon 
land.  Bethought  it  was  a  legitimate 
iHuden ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  so 
cfien  found  in  this  House  burdens  placed 
on  the  land  which  were  not  legitimate, 
^  one  was  almost  inclined  to  resist 
thoee  which  were  legitimate.  Whenever 
^^  was  in  this  House  any  proposed  to 
wlieve  the  land,  the  invariable  argu- 
ment was  that  iiie  landlords  got  their 
property  with  these  burdens,  which  they 
most  bear.  That  was  an  argument  he 
had  heard  over  and  over  again,  when 
there  was  any  proposal  to  relieve  the 
land.  What  had  Parliament  done  within 
^  hist  six  or  seven  years  in  Scotland  ? 
It  had  imposed  an  assessment  for  educa- 
tion— they  woidd  find  in  some  counties 
H  amounted  to  so  much  as  \0d.  m  the 
P<Hmd,  while  the  assessments  for  roads 
'wdied  Id,  or  8rf.  a  pound — and  they 
^we  perpetually  accumulating  burdens 
on  land,  while  there  was  never  any- 
*Wng  proposed,  such  as  the  Bill  of  his 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  MXaren),  for  doing  away  with 
church  rates ;  but  everybody  was 
shocked  at  the  proposal  of  relieving  the 
land  from  not  only  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church,  but  of  relieving  it  of  any- 
thing. Although  he  was  not  prepared 
to  oflTer  any  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
he  hoped  tie  Government  would  feel 
that  having  placed  the  burden  of  repair- 
ing roads  entirely  on  the  land,  under 
the  system  they  contemplated,  they 
would  relieve  the  landlords  by  throwing 
on  other  shoulders  the  maintenance  of 
some  of  those  county  burdens. 

Mb.  YEAMAN  thanked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  for 
introducing  this  Bill  at  so  early  a 
period.  There  were,  no  doubt,  many 
great  defects  in  the  Bill  which  must  be 
dealt  with  when  it  came  into  Committee. 
But  he  thought  this  was  a  Bill  that 
could  be  passed  in  a  proper  shape,  so  as 
generally  to  please  the  people  of  Scot- 
land. This  roads  and  bridges  matter . 
had  agitated  Scotland  for  a  g^eat  num- 
ber of  years  past.  He  was  quite  sure 
when  the  Bill  came  into  Committee, 
many  of  its  provisions  would  be  rectified. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate would  give  them  some  statement  in 
regard  to  the  clauses  of  th^s  Bill,  which 
diSered  from  that  introdi^ced  last  year, 
when  the  Bill  came  into  Committee. 
He  thought  the  BiU  would  generally  bo 
acceptable,  with  the  Amendments  that 
would  be  made  on  it  in*  passing  thi:oiigh 
Committee. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  Sir,  whiLst 
it  is  very  obvious,  from  the  course  of 
the  discussion  that  has  taken  place  to- 
night, that  Scotch  Members  generally 
approve  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  in 
so  far  as  that  principle  consists  of  the 
abolition  of  tolls,  and  the  maintenance 
of  roads  by  an  assessment  upon  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land,  it  is  equally 
obvious  that  in  regard  to  some,  and 
these  not  unimportant,  details  of  the 
measure,  there  is  a  considerable  amount 
of  difference  of  opinion  amongst  Scotch 
Members ;  and  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion it  can  hardly  have  failed  to  be 
remarked  that  what  [some  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  selected  as  the  leading  de- 
fects of  the  Bill  have  been  studiously 
dwelt  upon  by  others  as  the  prominent 
merits  of  the  measure.     I  think  it  is 
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rather  unfortunate,  seeing  that  there 
has  been  Notice  given  that  at  a  future 
stage  some  attempt  will  be  made  to  ob- 
ject to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  that  we 
should  have  been  discussing  nothing 
to-night  except  matters  most  proper 
for  discussion  in  Committee  of  this 
House.  Well,  in  regard  to  that  which 
Is  the  proper  su^'ect  of  discussion  at 
this  stage  of  the  Bill — namely,  its  prin- 
ciple— we  have  only  had  one  faint  note 
oi  objection,  not  carried  to  any  practical 
conclusion,  by  the  hon.  Member  the 
Representative  of  the  Ayr  Burghs  (Sir 
William  Cuninghame).  I  do  not  in- 
tend to  enter  into  a  discussion  upon 
these  parts  of  the  Bill  which  have  been 
mooted  to-night.  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  measure  will  be  discussed,  and 
very  fairly  discussed,  and  I  trust  that 
after  discussion  in  Committee  the  Bill 
will  form  a  measure  which  will  prove 
suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  people  of 
Scotland.  I  know  that  the  question  as 
to  the  time  when  it  should  come  into 
operation  is  a  delicate  one,  but  there  are 
many  considerations  in  connection  with 
that  point  which  must  not  be  disre- 
garded in  disposing  of  the  question. 
There  are  counties  in  Scotland,  many  of 
them,  which  are  very  peculiar  in  their 
circumstances,  and  I  can  honestly  say 
that  if  one  were  legislating  for  Aberdeen 
and  Forfar  alone,  there  are  many  difficult 
problems  which  must  be  dealt  with  in 
this  Bill ;  but  whioh,  in  the  case  of  these 
coimties,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  deal 
with  at  all.  But  there  are  mining  and 
other  counties  north  of  the  Tweed  in 
which  contracts  have  been  entered  into 
on  the  faith  of  certain  existing  arrange- 
ments, which  would  be  prejudicidly 
effected  by  the  instant  adoption  of  this 
Bill  in  a  compulsory  form,  unless  some 
steps  were  taken  to  guard  them  against 
that  disturbance.  As  to  the  question  of 
tolls,  I  admit  that  that  is  a  difficult  sub- 
ject, if  it  is  to  be  put  in  the  power  of 
counties  to  postpone  the  adoption  of  the 
Bill.  But  these  roads  must  in  the  mean- 
time be  provided  for,  because  in  Soot- 
land  we  have  not  the  power  as  you  have 
in  England  of  levying  a  local  rate,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  the  ratepayers, 
when  the  Bill  was  adopted,  would  find 
the  roads  useless,  if  the  means  of  main- 
taining them  were  not  to  be  had  mean- 
while by  levying  a  toll.  Then  there  is 
the  question  of  the  Bead  Board,  which 
has  been   raised   by   the   hon.  Mem- 

The  Lord  Advocate 
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ber  for  Forfar  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay). 
I  do  not  intend  to  arg^e  that  question 
with  him  to-night,  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  functions  and 
character  of  that  Board  are  not  precisely 
what  he  seems  to  apprehend.  Fol- 
lowing the  example  shown  in  the  local 
Acts  which  have  been  referred  to — ^that 
for  Aberdeenshire  in  particular — the 
administration  of  the  roads  in  county 
districts  is  to  be  given  to  a  District  Com- 
mittee, and  not  to  the  Boad  Board. 
This  Board,  consisting  of  30  members, 
is  merely  to  be  a  Standing  Committee. 
In  some  counties,  if  it  were  otherwise 
provided,  you  would  have  an  unwieldy 
Committee,  consisting  of  many  hundred 
trustees.  The  Eoad  Board,  as  you  will 
see  by  referring  to  the  15th  section  of  the 
Bill,  must  act  subject  in  all  respects  to  the 
directions  and  instructions  of  tiie  general 
body  of  trustees.  They  have  not  the  power 
of  appointing  district  trustees.  They 
have  not  the  powerof  levying  assessments. 
They  have  no  power,  other  than  of  doing 
the  work  which  may  be  deputed  to  them, 
subject  to  the  direction  of  the  general 
body  of  trustees.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  Glasgow  and  the  adjoining 
counties,  a  question  which,  though  a 
local  one,  is,  I  admit,  of  great  importance. 
There  is  no  clause  in  the  Bill  dealing 
with  that  part  of  the  subject,  but  I  trust 
to  be  able  to  communicate  to  those 
interested  in  this  question  clauses  bear- 
ing upon  it,  and  designed  to  settle  the 
question ;  and  I  also  must,  at  the  same 
time  that  I  make  the  intimation,  express 
a  hope,  and  a  very  confident  hope,  that 
from  such  great  bodies  as  the  munici- 
pality of  Glasgow  and  the  corporations 
of  those  numerous  burghs  that  lie  upon 
the  outskirts  of  that  great  city,  together 
with  the  two  counties,  I  will  receive  a 
considerable  measure  of  assistance  in 
framing  clauses  for  the  purpose  of 
adjusting  that  which  may  fairly  and 
reasonably  be  made  matter  of  settlement 
between  them.  Failing  that,  I  must 
endeavour  to  lay  before  the  House  such 
clauses  as  I  consider  just,  in  order  that 
they  may  be  disposed  of  by  Parliament. 
Then,  as  far  as  regards  small  burghs, 
I  content  myself  by  saying,  in  answer  to 
the  observations  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  that  the  provisions  of 
ihis  Bill  are  in  reality  of  the  same 
character  as  those  contained  in  the  pre- 
vious Bill.     I  am  not   aware  of  any 


Digitized  by 


Google 


«3  irM  Zand  Aei  (1870)—     {  Januaby  24,  1878}  Sehct  Committee.         434 


substantial  alteration  made  npon  tliem. 
Beference  lias  been  made  by  the  Hon. 
the  senior  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Ifr.  M'Laren)  as  to  certain  clauses 
oonferring  powers  to  shut  up  roads.  I 
hftTO  simply  to  say  in  regard  to  these 
that  the  only  roads  comprehended  in 
tiiis  Bill  are  turnpike  roads  and  statute 
labour  roads,  and  that  the  general  Acts 
wbich  regulate  these  highways  in  Scot- 
land contain  powers  exactly  similar  to 
those  which  it  is  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  trustees  under  the  Beads  and 
Bridges  Act.  I  am  not  aware  that  by 
the  trustees  these  powers  have  ever  been 
made  matter  of  abuse  or  complaint.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  complamts  have 
been  made  of  roads  being  shut  up  in 
Scotland;  but  the  senior  Member  for 
Edinburgh  can  hardly  fail  to  be  aware 
that  there  are  in  these  Scottish  glens  he 
referred  to,  a  great  number  of  rights  of 
way,  the  property  of  the  community, 
which  are  neither  turnpike  nor  statute 
labour  rocuis,  and  there  is  no  power  to 
shut  them  up  except  they  are  disused 
by  the  people.  I  do  not  propose  to  deal 
with  that  question  at  all.  There  have 
been  competitions  between  the  public 
and  proprietors  as  to  rights  of  way ;  but, 
80  iair  as  I  understand  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, such  rights  of  way  which  are  ac- 
quired by  public  uses  cannot  be  shut 
vp  by  the  trustees  of  turnpike  or  statute 
liUMur  roads.  They  may  be  disused  for 
40  Tears,  and  the  public  lose  their  rights. 
I  do  not  propose  to  give  power  to  shut 
np  these,  and  the  present  Bill  does  no- 
thing except  to  transfer  from  the  exist- 
ing tmstees  the  powers  which  they  al- 
ready possess.  I  have  avoided  as  much 
as  possible  any  controversial  matters  in 
the  remarks  which  I  have  addressed  to 
the  House,  and  in  bringing  these  obser- 
▼ations  to  a  dose,  I  have  only  to  express 
the  hope  that  the  salient  points  upon 
which  Scotch  Members  differ  will  be 
discussed  and  decided  on  an  early  day  in 
Committee  of  the  House. 

GoLOKEL  MTJEE  asked  when  the  Bill 
▼as  likely  to  go  into  Committee  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir,  I  am 
unable  to  give  a  definite  answer  to  the 
Qaestion  at  present,  but  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  state  to-morrow  (Friday)  when 
the  measure  will  be  proceeded  with. 
One  word  as  to  an  observation  which 
M  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
boigh  (Mr.  M'Laren).  The  hon.  Gen- 
tmuEui  has  referred  to  certain  remarks 


which  I  made  upon  a  particular  occa- 
sion ;  but  I  would  like  to  point  out  to 
him  that  when  the  remarks  were  uttered 
to  which  he  referred,  I  was  speaking  of 
the  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill,  and 
of  that  measure  simply  and  entirely. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

MABEIAOE  PBELIMINABIES   (sOOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  oncou- 
Tage  reg^ular  Marriages  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Baxter, 
Mr.  M'Laren,  Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  and  Mr. 
Edward  Jenkins. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.  ] 


HOUSE  00CI7PIEES  DISQUALIFICATION 
BBMOVAL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  relieve 
certain  occupiers  of  Dwelling  Houses  in  Scot- 
land from  being  disqualified  from  the  right  of 
voting  in  the  ^flection  of  Members  to  servo  in 
Parliament  by  reason  of  their  underletting  such 
Dwelling  Houses  for  short  terms,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Henry  Wolff, 
Mr.  VANS  Aonbw,  Sir  William  Eraser,  Mr. 
Mackintosh,  and  Sir  George  Campbell. 

BUlpreteniedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 


BAE  EDUCATION  AND  DISCIPLINE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Bill 
for  constituting  and  empowering  a  Council  of 
Education  and  Discipline  for  the  Bar,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  General 
and  Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

BUXpreseniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 


IBISH  LAND  ACT   (1870). 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  working  and  results  of  the  44th,  45th,  and 
47th  Clauses  of  'The  Irish  Land  Act,  1870,' 
and  to  report  whether  an^  further  facilities 
should  be  given  for  promoting  the  purchase  of 
land  bv  occupying  tenants.*'  —  (ifr.  Shaw 
Lefevre^ 

And,  on  February  7,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — ]tfr.  Plunkbt,  Mr.  John  Bright,  Mr. 
Heyoatb,  Mr.  Brubn,  Mr.  Law,  Mr.  Wilson, 
Mr.  DowNiKO,  Mr.  Plunkett,  Sir  Walter 
Barttelot,  Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Chains,  Mr. 
Errington,  Viscount  Crichton,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Mr.  Verner,  Mr.  Richard  Smyth,  Sir 
Joseph  M'Kbnka,  Sir  John  Leslie,  and  Mr. 
Shaw  Lbfbvrb  :— Power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Eleven  o  clock. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  25th  JaniMri/,  1878. 


435         The  Hastern  Question^-        (LOBDS]        Rmgnation  of  MimterB.       486 

came  to  that  resolution  we  prepared  a 
telegraphic  despatch  to  the  Powers,  in- 
cluding, of  course,  Bussia  and  the  Porte, 
stating  that  in  the  course  we  were  pur- 
suing there  was  not  the  slightest  devia- 
tion from  the  policy  of  neutrality  which 
we  had  from  the  first  maintained,  and 
had  always  announced  that  it  was  our 
hope  and  intention  to  maintain.  The 
intention  of  sending  the  Fleet  in  that 
direction  was  that  it  should  defend  the 
lives  and  properties  of  British  sub- 
jects in  Oonstimtinople,  and  take  care 
of  British  interests  in  the  Straits.  The 
same  communication  was  also  made  to 
the  Admiral.  But  since  we  came  to 
the  resolution  to  take  these  steps  we 
have  become  acquainted  with  the  condi- 
tions— the  proposed  conditions — of  peace, 
and  having  those  conditions  of  peace  be- 
fore us  we  are  of  opinion  that  they  furnish 
a  basis  for  an  armistice ;  and  therefore 
we  have  given  directions  to  the  Admiral 
to  remain  in  Besika  Bay  and  not  to  enter 
into  the  Straits ;  and  we  have  not  thought 
it  our  duty,  xmder  these  circumstances, 
to  circulate  throughout  Europe  the  tele- 
graphic despatches  to  which  I  have  re- 
lerred. 

The  Eael  of  CARNARVON*:  My 
Lords,  I  feel  it  my  duty,  and  a  painful 
one,  to  ask  your  Lordships'  indulgence 
for  a  short  time  while  I  make  a  personal 
explanation.  My  Lords,  I  have  found 
it  my  duty  to  tender  my  humble  resigna- 
tion of  the  office  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty has  been  pleased  to  honour  me, 
and  that  resignation  has  been  accepted ; 
therefore,  I  only  hold  office  until  my 
successor  is  appointed,  and  speak  from 
my  accustomed  seat  on  this  bench. 
What  the  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  just  stated,  affects  of  course  the 
explanation  which  I  wish  to  make  to 
your  Lordships ;  but  I  do  not  think  it 
modifies  materially  anything  I  am  about 
to  say. 

My  Lords,  explanations  of  this  sort 
are  painful  to  me^e.  It  is  necessary,  on 
the  one  hand,  for  a  Minister  to  say 
enough  to  justify  himself  in  the  course 
which  he  feels  it  his  duty  to  adopt ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  is  equally  incum- 
bent on  him  not  only  to  avoid  saying 
anything  that  can  embarrass  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  at  a  period  of  critical 
negotiations,  but  as  far  as  is  possible  to 
say  nothinff  that  can  give  reasonable 
offence,  or  mat  seems  to  impute  unneces- 
sary blame  to  those  who  have  been  his 


SAT  FIEJST. 

Arthur  Fitzgerald,  The  Lord  Kinnaird 
— was  introduced  by  virtue  of  a  special 
limitation  in  the  patent  dated  1st  Sep- 
tember 1860,  and  sat  first  in  Parliament 
after  the  death  of  his  brother  George 
William  Fox  Lord  Kinnaird  (Lord 
Rossie  and  Lord  Kinnaird  in  the  Peer- 
age of  the  United  Kingdom),  and  took 
the  Oath. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  DAR- 
DANELLES  —  MOVEMENT  OF  THE 
FLEET  — RESIGNATION  OF  MINIS- 
TERS.—QUESTION. 

TuE  Earl  of  SANDWICH:  My 
Lords,  perhaps  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  will  permit  me 
to  ask  him  a  Question  respecting  the 
rumours  which  have  reached  the  House 
as  to  the  movements  of  the  Fleet.  I 
do  not  attach  too  much  importance  to 
rumours,  because  there  are  some  ru- 
mours which  are  false  as  well  as  rumours 
which  are  true.  Still,  I  think  it  right  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister, 
If  he  will  feel  it  his  duty  to  state  in  his 
place  in  Parliament  whether  orders  have 
Deen  given  to  the  Mediterranean  Fleet 
to  move  to  the  Dardanelles  ,*  and,  if  so, 
what  further  orders  have  been  given  to 
the  Admiral  ? 

The  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIEIiD :  My 
Lords,  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
having  received  any  information  respect- 
ing the  negotiations  between  the  belli- 
gerents, and  the  Bussian  forces  were 
making  considerable  advances  in  a  direc- 
tion where  British  interests  were  deeply 
involved,  and  as  we  had  been  informed 
by  the  Sultan  that  there  was  no  security 
for  life  and  property  in  Constantinople 
owing  to  the  state  of  disorder  and  dis- 
organization there — Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment thought  it  their  duty  to  order 
the  Fleet  from  the  Bay  of  Smyrna  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  mouth  of  the  Dardanelles,  and 
if  the  Admiral  did  not  receive  orders  there 
contrary  to  the  first  direction,  to  proceed 
thence  through  the  Dardanelles  to  Con- 
stantinople.   At  the  same  time  that  we 
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CoUeagnes  and  his  Friends.  My  Lords, 
in  the  peooliar  position  in  which  I  am 
pUiced,  I  am  precluded  from  entering 
into  one  important  branch  of  that  self- 
justification,  because,  looking  to  the 
critical  nature  of  present  or  possible 
n^otiations,  I  do  not  consider  it  right 
to  say  a  single  word  with  regard  to  those 
communications  of  a  oonfiaential  cha- 
racter which  have  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  foreign  na- 
tions. If,  therefore,  the  course  of  my 
conduct,  as  now  explained  by  me,  seems 
incomplete,  I  shall  be  content  to  accept 
the  burden  and  responsibility  of  that  in- 
completeness. 

There  are  two  reasons  which  have 
induced  me  to  adopt  the  step  I  have 
taken — first,  the  order  that  was  given 
for  the  Fleet  to  proceed  to  the  Darda- 
nelles, on  which  I  will  say  a  few  words 
presently;  secondly,  and  taken  in  con- 
junction with  this  order,  the  Vote  for  an 
extraordinary  simi  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  given  Notice  of  moving  on  Monday. 
My  Lords,  I  will  not  anticipate  anjrthing 
my  right  hon.  Friend  may  state,  nor  do 
I  desire  to  attempt  to  controvert  the 
arguments  which  he  may  then  use.  I 
wm  only  say  this  —  Li  common  with 
everyone  else,  I  understood  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  on  the  first  night  of  tiiis 
Session,  to  say  that  he  would  not  make 
any  money  proposals  on  the  part  of  the 
€k)vemment  until  the  conditions  of  peace 
were  received,  or  unless  those  conditions 
were  unsatisfactory.  My  Lords,  at  the 
time  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
that  Notice  in  the  House  of  Conmions 
the  conditions  of  peace  were  not  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  they  could  not  have  known  whether 
they  were  satisfactory  or  unsatisfactory. 
I  am  glad  now  to  hear  from  the  noble 
Earl  Sie  Prime  Minister  that  the  con- 
ditions are  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  expression  of  his  opinion 
that  they  indicate,  at  all  events,  a  satis- 
factory basis.  It  was  always  my  ex- 
pectation that  by  delaying  the  order  to 
the  Fleet  for  a  few  hours  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  satisfied  that  even 
from  their  own  point  of  view  that  order 
was  unnecessary. 

With  these  observations  I  will  now 
endeavour  to  make  my  own  position 
clear  by  referring  to  one  or  two  matters 
which  have  passed  with  relation  to  my- 
fel£    I  have  no  desire  to  go  back  to 


past  differences  which  may  have  existed 
on  the  subject  of  the  Eastern  War.  In 
every  Cabinet  there  must  be  differences. 
It  is  impossible  to  place  10  or  12  men 
round  a  table  to  diiscuss  so  grave  and 
complicated  a  subject  without  a  variety 
of  opinions ;  but  in  order  to  justi^  my 
own  conduct,  it  is  necessary  to  Teter  to 
matters  with  which  I  hav^  been  per- 
sonally concerned.  On  the  2nd  of  this 
month,  as  some  of  your  Lordships  may 
remember,  I  addressed  a  reply  to  a 
deputation  which  waited  upon  me  in 
reference  to  certain  questions,  in  which 
I  spoke  of  the  war  and  the  general  atti- 
tude of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  desire  to  repeat  what  I 
stated  upon  that  occasion ;  it  is  sufficient 
for  my  purpose  to  say  that  on  the  follow- 
ing day  a  Cabinet  Council  was  held,  and 
— I  have  Her  Majesty's  gracious  permis- 
sion for  any  statement  that  I  may  think 
it  necessary  to  make  on  the  subject — on 
that  day,  in  the  Cabinet,  the  noble  Earl 
the  Prime  Minister  thought  himself  at 
liberty  to  condemn  very  severety  the 
language  that  I  had  used.  My  Lords, 
I  need  not  re-state  the  terms  of  that 
controversy  on  either  side ;  I  took  time 
to  consider  the  course  that  it  was  my 
duty  to  take ;  and  then,  in  a  memoran- 
dum which  I  had  drawn  up,  but  with 
which  I  think  it  unnecessary  to  trouble 
the  House,  I  recapitulated  what  had 
passed,  and  having  vindicated  the  posi- 
tion I  had  taken,  I  re-affirmed,  in  the 
hearing  of  my  Colleagues,  and  without 
any  contradiction,  the  propositions  that 
I  nad  then  laid  down.  The  noble  Earl 
the  Prime  Minister  was  good  enough  to 
ask  me  for  a  copy  of  it,  and  so  this  mat- 
ter ended ;  but  no  public  or  private  dis- 
avowal was  uttered  or  hinted  at  with 
regard  to  what  I  then  said.  I  have 
therefore  felt  myself  justified,  and  I  still 
feel  myself  justified,  in  believing  that, 
when  no  such  disavowal  was  uttered,  I 
had  not  misrepresented  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  time. 
My  Lords,  the  next  episode  to  which 
I  must  allude  occurred  about  a  fortnight 
later.  On  the  1 2th  of  January  the  ques- 
tion was  discussed  in  the  Cabinet  as  to 
whether  it  was  desirable  to  send  the 
Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles,  and  I  ex- 
pressed a  very  decided  opinion  against 
it.  No  decision,  as  I  understood,  was 
then  come  to,  but  on  the  15th  the  dis- 
cussion was  renewed,  and  it  was  then 
decided  to  move  the  Fleet  into  the  Dar- 
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danelles.  My  Lords,  I  entertained  the 
strongest  objection  to  that  course,  both 
with  reference  to  the  time  at  which  it 
was  proposed  to  adopt  the  measure,  and 
to  the  proceeding  itself;  and  on  the  fol- 
lowing day  I  wrote  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter requesting  him  to  submit  my  resigna- 
tion to  the  Queen  as  soon  as  the  Fleet 
should  sail.  Meanwhile  circumstances 
seem  to  have  occurred  to  change  his 
mind,  and  on  the  following  day  I  learned 
that  tiie  order  to  the  Fleet  was  cancelled. 
In  order  to  make  this  clear  I  will  read 
the  following  letter  which  I  addressed 
to  the  Prime  Minister : — 

"  16,  Bruton  Street, 

"January  18. 

"  My  dear  Lord, — On  Monday  last,  the  14th 
instant  [this  should  he  Tuesday,  IdUi],  I  wrote 
to  you  requesting  you  to  be  good  enough  to 
submit  my  resignation  to  the  Uueen  as  soon  as 
the  order  for  moving  the  Fleet  to  the  Darda- 
nelles should  be  given.  I  afterwards  received  a 
message  from  you  through  Mr.  M.  Corry,  to  the 
efifect  that  suDsequent  telegrams  had  induced 
you  to  change  your  mind,  and  on  attending  the 
Cabinet  on  Tuesday  [Wednesday,  16th],  the 
following  day — as  I  did  to  prevent  any  rumours 
which  might  be  injurious  to  the  Government 
arising — I  understood  that  they,  as  well  as  you, 
saw  reason  to  abandon  the  course  which  had 
been  agreed  upon.  I  am  very  glad  that  so 
sound  a  decision  has  been  come  to,  whatever  the 
reasons  upon  which  it  may  have  been  founded ; 
but,  looking  to  the  fact  that  my  resignation, 
though  provisional,  is  in  your  hands,  and  to  the 
serious  nature  of  such  a  fact,  I  think  it  is  my 
duty  to  state,  in  a  manne;' which  cannot  be  mis- 
taken, what  I  conceive  to  be  my  position. 

<<  When  at  the  last  Cabinet  held  I  stated  the 
course  which  I  had  taken  in  placing  my  condi- 
tional resignation  in  your  hands,  no  opinion  was 
expressed  or  comment  made  by  you  or,  as  far  as 
I  remember,  by  any  other  Member  of  the  Cabi- 
net, and  therefore  it  is  the  more  necessary  ^bsA, 
there  should  be  no  room  for  misapprehension  as 
to  my  past  or  present  action.  I  have  no  desire 
to  separate  myself  from  Colleagues  with  whom 
I  have  acted  on  terms  of  great  personal  regard 
and  goodwill.  I  am  sensible  of  the  public  in- 
convenience which  would  arise  from  discord  or 
open  difference  of  opinion  at  this  moment,  and 
I  am  ready  now,  as  I  hope  I  have  been  on  former 
occasions,  to  modify  or  concede  my  views  on 
doubtful  points  in  detail  to  secure  a  general 
harmony  of  action  among  the  Members  of  the 
Government.  But  I  have  been  led  to  consider 
carefully  the  events  of  the  last  few  weeks  with 
respect   to  the  divergences  of   opinion  which 


us,  and  I  cannot  conceal  ^m  myself  that  those 
differences  have  been  very  considerable  on  a 
question  where  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  the  country  that  the  Government  should  be 
one  and  undivided. 

"  Taking,  therefore,  all  this  into  account,  I 
avail  myself  of  this  opportunity  to  place  clearly 
on  paper  the  opinion— even  though  you  and  my 
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Colleagues  are  already  familiar  with  it— that  I 
am  not  prepared  in  present  circumstances,  or  in 
circumstances  similar  to  them,  to  agree  to  any 
armed  intervention,  or  any  ciourse  of  a  similar 
nature.  I  see  no  reason  as  yet  why  the  ques- 
tions at  issue  should  pass  out  of  the  sphere  of 
diplomacy.  Further,  the  Vote  of  Credit  or  in- 
crease in  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  which- 
ever it  may  be,  is  a  measure  which  I  consider 
useful  as  a  means  of  strengthening  our  diplo- 
macy at  this  juncture ;  but  I  do  not  contem- 
plate the  application  of  any  aid  ^^ranted  by 
Parliament  to  the  purposes  of  a  foreign  expHsdi- 
tion  unless  circumstances  should  change  in  a 
manner  and  to  a  degree  wholly  beyond  my  pre- 
sent anticipations.  The  anxiety  which  I  own 
to  have  felt  on  this  subject  has  been  greatly  ro- 
lieved  by  the  explicit  language  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  which  he  explained 
that  the  Government  would  not,  until  it  was 
clear  that  the  Russian  conditions  are  unsatisfac- 
tory, make  any  proposals  for  the  increase  of 
armaments. 

**  Relying,  therefore,  upon  this  as  a  trustworthy 
exposition  of  the  views  of  the  Gk>vemment,  I 
feel  that  I  may  for  the  present  content  myself 
with  the  statement  which  I  have  endeavoured 
to  express  as  clearly  as  possible  in  reference  to 
my  own  position.  But  it  remains  for  you  to 
consider  whether  this  view,  which  is  satisfactory 
to  me,  and  on  which  my  continuance  in  office 
depends,  is  also  satisfactory  to  you  and  my  Col- 
leagues. I  shall  be  glad  to  hear  from  you  at 
your  convenience,  and  meanwhile 

"  I  remain,  my  dear  Lord, 

"  Yours  faithfully, 

"  Caknarvon." 

To  this,  my  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  the 
Prime  Minister  replied  in  a  courteous 
and  friendly  letter,  with  which,  unless 
he  desires  it,  I  shall  not  trouble  the 
House.  It  was  marked  private,  but  it 
concluded  with  the  following  words  : — 

"  I  shall  not,  therefore,  submit  your  resigna- 
tion to  Her  Majesty.  Such  a  step  would  deprive 
me  of  a  Colleague  I  value,  and  at  any  rate 
should  be  reserved  for  a  period  when  there  is  an 
important  difference  between  us,  which  at  pre- 
sent does  not  seem  to  be  the  case." 

My  letter  was  written  on  the  18th,  as 
was  also  the  Prime  Minister's  answer  on 
the  same  day — the  day  after  the  meeting 
of  Parliament.  I  thought,  therefore,  I 
might  safely  conclude  that  the  proposal 
to  send  the  Fleet  into  Turkish  waters 
was  abandoned;  but  on  the  23rd  the 
proposal  was  made  in  the  Cabinet  to 
send  the  Fleet  not  only  within  the  Dar- 
danelles, but  to  Constantinople,  and 
after  discussion  it  was  decided  that  the 
Fleet  should  be  sent  there.  Tour  Lord- 
ships will,  I  think,  agree  that  I  had  then 
but  one  course  to  pursue.  I  had  endea- 
voured to  state  in  as  dear  a  manner  as  I 
could  in  my  letter  that  such  a  course 
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I  rejoice  at  the  Boundness  of  the  deci- 
sion not  to  send  the  Fleet  into  Turkish 
waters.  I  am  also  glad  that  if  I  haye 
the  misfortune  to  separate  ^myself  from 
my  Colleagues,  it  will  be  from  a  differ- 
ence of  feeling,  and  even  of  principle, 
rather  than  in  consequence  of  any  direct 
act  which  they  haye  taken,  and  which  I 
must  have  condemned ;  but  what  I  have 
stated  to  your  Lordships  shows  that  ther^ 
have  been  for  a  considerable  time  wide 
divergences  of  opinion  as  to  the  principles 
upon  which  our  policy  should  be  con- 
ducted. My  object,  therefore,  in  making 
this  statement  has  been  twofold — first, 
to  show  your  Lordships  that  I  have  not 
been  guilty  of  caprice  or  precipitation  in 
now  tendering  my  resignation ;  and,  in 
the  next  place,  I  think  it  just  to  acquit 
the  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister  of 
havinghastily  snatched  at  my  resignation 
when  offered  to  him.  He  has,  looking 
to  the  wide  differences  of  opinion  sub- 
sisting between  us,  treated  my  opposition 
with  forbearance. 

My  Lords,  as  the  question  of  the 
moving  of  the  Fleet  is  no  longer  at  issue, 
it  relieves  me  from  the  necessity  of  fully 
arguing  the  point ;  and  I  will,  ^erefore, 
only  say  that  my  objection  to  the  moving 
of  the  Fleet,  wnatever  explanations  or 
declarations  of  neutrality  might  accom- 
pany it,  is  based  upon  a  variety  of 
grounds.  I  say  nothmg  of  the  strate- 
gical demerits  and  risks  of  the  scheme  if 
it  was  to  be  considered  from  a  military 
point  of  view ;  but  politically  it  seemed 
to  me  to  lead  to  a  wide  departure  from 
that  neutrality  to  which  we  nad  pledged 
ourselves,  and  the  conditions  of  which 
we  declared  at  the  meeting  of  Parliament 
neither  of  the  belligerents  had  infringed; 
and  as  far  as  I  could  see,  no  circumstances 
had  arisen  between  the  17th  of  January 
and  the  23rd  when  this  decision  was 
taken,  to  induce  the  Government  to  vary 
its  conduct  in  so  essential  a  matter.  I 
also  thought  that  the  time  at  which  this 
movement  was  proposed  was  unfortu- 
nately chosen.  It  was  a  time  in  the 
midst  of  negotiations  that  had  now 
reached  their  most  critical  point ;  when 
intervention  on  our  part  was  liable  to 
every  sort  of  misconstruction ;  when,  it 
might  encourage  Turkey  fatally  as  re- 
gards her  own  interests ;  when  it  might 
not  unnaturally  be  construed  as  a  menace 
to  Russia,  and  when  it  might  embarrass 
the  Porte  itself  in  the  conduct  of  its  ne- 
gotiations, imposing  thereby  on  us   a 


would  necessitate  my  resignation,  and  I 
accordingly  wrote  the  following  letter : — 

"  Bruton  Street, 

"January  24,  1878. 

"  Dear  Lord  Beaoonafleld, — ^The  Cabinet  yee- 
terday  afternoon  decided  to  give  immediate  in- 
rtrnctions  to  the  Admiral  to  take  the  Fleet  up  to 
Constantinople,  and  to  invite  the  Hoiue  of  Com- 
mons to  grant  a  larg^  sum  to  the  Gbyemment 
for  the  increase  of  armaments.  My  objections 
to  such  a  course  were  fully  stated  a  short  time 
ainoe  with  reference  to  a  similar  proposal,  and 
my  resignaticHi  was  tendered  if,  as  seemed  then 
probable,  the  proposal  should  be  definitely 
adopted.  For  various  reasons  it  was  not  adopted, 
bat  now  that  it  has  been  renewed  and  accepted 
by  the  Cabinet — ^believing,  as  I  do,  that  circum- 
stances have  not  BO  changed  in  tiie  interval  as 
to  render  it  necessary-— I  see  no  alternative, 
though  with  deepest  personal  regret  in  sepa- 
rating myself  from  my  Colleagues,  but  to  re- 
qoeet  you  to  submit  to  the  Queen  my  humble 
resignation  of  the  office  with  which  Her  Majesty 
has  been  pleased  to  honour  me. 

"  I  remain,  dear  Lord  Beaconsfield, 

"  Yours  very  faithfully, 

"  Cabnaevon." 

That  letter  was  written  yesterday,  and 
to-day  I  received  a  letter  m>m  the  Prime 
Minister,  of  which  the  following  is  the 
first  and  the  only  paragraph  I  need 
read  : — 

"  10  Downing  Street, 

"January  24,  1878. 

"  Dear  Lord  Carnarvon, — ^I  have  the  honour 
to  inform  you  that  the  Queen  has  accepted  your 
resignation  of  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State, 
and  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  grant  to  you 
Her  Majesty's  permission  to  make  any  statement 
of  what  passed  in  the  Privy  Council  which  you 
may  think  necessary  to  elucidate  yourconduet." 

Meanwhile,  however,  as  the  noble  Earl 
has  informed  us  this  evening,  an  order 
has  been  sent  to  the  Admiral  to  counter- 
mand the  sailing  of  the  Fleet  to  Con- 
stantinople. Your  Lordships  will  thus 
observe  that  three  times  within  three 
weeks  it  has  been  my  misfortune  to  be 
at  material  variance  on  a  matter  of  the 
highest  importance  with  my  Colleagues ; 
and  that  twice  during  that  interval  I 
have  felt  myself  constrained  to  place  my 
red^ation  in  the  hands  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  this  particular  subj  ect.  Twice 
the  order  which  has  been  given  for  the 
Fleet  to  proceed  to  Constantinople  has 
been  cancelled,  but — it  is  essential  to 
observe — not  because  we  had  come  to 
an  agreement  of  principle,  but  owing  to 
some  more  or  less  fortunate  accident 
which  inteorposed  at  the  last  moment. 
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responsibility  which,  from  an  honourable 

Joint  of  view,  it  would  be  hard  to  bear, 
also  thought  it  was  an  unwise  policy 
to  place  the  English  Fleet  in  a  position 
where  at  any  moment  the  contingencies 
of  war  might  provoke  a  collision  that 
might  lead  us  mto  difBlculties  which  no 
one  could  foresee  or  measure. 

My  Lords,  it  seems  to  me  that,  in 
adopting  such  a  course,  we  were  ex- 
changing our  former  attitude  of  obser- 
vation for  an  attitude  of  menace ;  that 
we  were  exchanging  the  position  of  a 
neutral  for  the  position  of  a  belligerent ; 
that  we  were  making  a  distinct  step  in 
the  direction  of  war.  We  could  enter 
the  Dardanelles  only  as  allies  or  as  op- 
ponents of  the  Porte.  If  we  enter  with 
the  consent  of  the  Sultan,  we  enter,  dis- 
guise it  as  we  may,  as  allies  intervening 
at  the  last  moment  between  him  and  his 
enemy;  and  if  we  enter  without  his 
consent,  the  position  would  become  an 
almost  absurd  one,  because  we  should 
be  setting  at  naught  those  Treaties  which 
we  have  professed  it  our  object  to  up-, 
hold.  I  believe  the  policy  which,  up  to 
this  time,  has  been  adopted  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
has  been  wise  and  consistent.  We  have 
avoided  the  use  of  threats  upon  the  one 
hand,  and  of  promises  upon  the  other. 
We  have  spoken  plainly  to  both  belli- 
gerents— firmly  to  Bussia,  clearly  to 
Turkey ;  we  have  endeavoured  to  define, 
or  rather  to  specify,  the  points  of  British 
interests  which  might  become  affected 
in  the  progress  of  the  war ;  and  we  have, 
above  all,  declared  our  intention  to  ob- 
serve a  strict,  though,  of  course,  a  con- 
ditional neutrality.  We  have  also  said, 
in  the  clearest  language,  that  we  shall 
deem  it  our  duty  to  assert  our  voice  in 
the  final  settlement  of  the  question  so 
far  as  it  affects  British  interests.  I  do 
not  swerve  in  the  sh'ghtest  degree  from 
any  of  these  propositions ;  and  till  we 
know  that  it  is  the  intention  of  one  of  the 
belligerents  to  do  that  which  he  has  over 
and  over  again  declared  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  doin^,  I  am  slow,  as  a 
matter  of  international  courtesy  and  of 
sound  diplomacy,  to  assume  that  these 
assurances  have  been  deliberately  false. 
My  Lords,  if  the  House  will  permit 
me,  1  desire  to  take  this  opportunity  to 
refer  to  a  matter  which  is  connected 
with  the  present  question,  and  on  which 
I  have  apparently  become  exposed  to 
some  misconception.    To  the  deputation 
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to  which  I  alluded,  I  was,  by  a  singular 
mistake,  supposed  to  have  spoken  of  the 
Crimean  War  as  an  ''  insane"  war.  I 
never  thought  or  said  anything  of  the 
kind.  What  I  did  say  was  that  England 
and  Bussia  had  drifted,  to  use  an  expres- 
sion which  has  become  historical,  into 
that  war ;  that  I  did  not  think  anyone 
could  now  look  back  with  satisfaction 
upon  it,  and  that  I  did  not  believe  any- 
one, whether  Englishman  or  Bussian, 
was  insane  enough  deliberately  to  desire 
a  repetition  of  it.  That  statement  was 
a  very  different  one  from  what  is  imputed 
tome. 

I  am  the  last  to  forget  all  that  has 
touched  the  feelings,  the  pride,  the  sor- 
row, the  sympathies  of  persons  and 
families  in  the  Orimean  War.  It  was 
my  fortune  when  quite  a  young  man  to 
go  over  the  battle-fields  with  one  who 
played  a  most  distinguished  part  in  the 
war,  the  late  Lord  Lyons ;  and  no  lapse 
of  time  has  effaced  from  my  memory  the 
scenes  where  English  courage  was  illus- 
trated from  the  soldier  who  fought  at 
Inkerman  to  the  lady  who  in  her  devo- 
tion tended  the  sick  and  wounded  in  the 
hospitals  of  Scutari.  It  was  a  page  of 
European  history  filled  with  British 
achievements;  but  wars  are  not  to  be 
measured  by  heroic  deeds  and  the  death- 
roll  of  those  who  have  fallen ;  and  now, 
after  20  years,  we  may  reasonably 
ask  what  have  been  the  political  value 
and  the  results  of  that  war.  I  confess, 
even  though  I  may  be  in  a  minority,  I 
fail  \o  see  the  political  value  of  those 
results,  and  I  point  to  the  present  war 
in  the  East  as  the  evidence  of  that 
opinion. 

My  Lords,  it  is  with  much  regret  that 
I  have  come  to  the  decision  to  separate 
myself  from  my  Colleagues.  There  are 
some  amonest  them  to  whom  I  am  bound 
not  merely  Dy  ties  of  political  alliance, 
but  by  bonds  of  almost  life-long  friend- 
ship; and  your  Lordships  will  believe 
me  it  is  not  without  an  acute  feeling  of 
pain  that  I  have  brought  myself  to  such 
a  separation.  A  Cabinet  must  in  the 
nature  of  things  be  maintained  on  a 
principle  of  **  give  and  take  ; "  it 
differs  in  this  from  no  other  body  of  men 
constituted  for  a  particular  object.  I 
know,  therefore,  that  in  every  Cabinet 
there  will  be  many  questions  on  which 
its  Members  must  a^ee  to  differ ;  but 
there  are  also  questions  in  which  the 
lives  and  welfare  of  others  are  so  deeply 
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involTedy  that  a  Minister  dare  not  waire 
his  conyictions  at  whatever  cost  or  sacri- 
fice to  himself.  Such  has  been  the  case 
here.  I  will  not  say  whether  I  have 
been  right  or  wrong.  I  must  leave  that 
to  the  judgment  of  others.  Nor  do  I 
blame  my  Colleagues  for  the  course  they 
have  adopted,  and  the  views  thev  have 
maintained.  I  am  sensible  of  tne  for* 
bearance  which  I  have  received  at  their 
hands,  and  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  the  hope  that  I  have  never 
pressed  my  own  unwelcome  doctrines  on 
tiiem  with  undue  earnestness. 

I  have  foreseen  for  some  time  that 
Una  issue  must  come.  We  have  been 
travelling  on  the  road  together  until  we 
have  reached  a  spot  at  which  the  path 
diverges ;  but  I  venture  with  all  defer- 
ence to  them  to  say  that  I  have  consis- 
tently held  on  to  the  right  path,  although 
they  naturally  will  contend  that  I  have 
tamed  aside.  But  this  is  a  matter  in 
which  everyone  must  be  guided  by  his 
own  conscience,  and  by  a  sense  of  his 
own  personal  honour ;  and  this  I  know, 
that  when  a  man  walks  in  that  light,  his 
countrymen  will  not  be  stem  to  mark 
his  errors  of  judgment.  One  thing  fur- 
ther I  must  say — ^that  it  is  of  the  highest 
importance  at  this  moment  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  be  imited, 
and  if  my  departure  removes  one  of  the 
obstacles  to  narmony,  my  resignation 
will  at  least  have  had  one  eood  effect. 
It  is  not  fair  that  one  individual  should 
constantly  check  the  action  of  many ;  nor 
is  it  right  that  he  himself  should  be 
drawn  on  by  a  desire  for  compromise  to 
approve  of  measures  in  which  he  cannot 
agree. 

As  regards  the  office  with  which  Her 
Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  honour  me, 
it  would  be  affectation  on  my  part  to  say 
that  I  do  not  regret  to  leave  it.  I  re- 
gret to  leave  manv  questions  incomplete 
and  unsettled.  I  beyond  measure  regret 
to  leave  it  when  clouds,  for  the  time  at 
least,  are  gathering  over  one  of  the  most 
important  I)ependencies  of  the  Empire. 
I  could  well  have  wished  to  meet  those 
difficulties,  and  to  have  endeavoured  to 
overcome  them.  At  the  same  time,  I 
can  look  back  with  satisfaction  to  much 
which  has  passed  within  the  last  four 
years.  I  have  been  fortunate  in  four 
years  of  not  uneventful  administration ; 
I  have  been  fortunate  in  the  able  men, 
both  within  and  without  the  Colonial 
Office,  who  have  given  me  their  time, 


and  labour,  and  skill ;  I  have  been  for- 
tunate in  the  friends  who  have  helped 
me  by  their  counsel,  and  fortunate  also 
in  the  generous  support  of  political  op- 
ponents. The  least  that  I  can  do  is  to 
place  at  the  disposal  of  my  Successor 
any  ejroerience  I  may  have  gathered; 
and  if  I  can  do  anything  to  smooth  his 
path  and  remove  difficulties,  I  need  not 
say  that  every  assistance  in  my  power 
shall  be  rendered  to  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment, so  far  as  I  may,  with  the  ut- 
most cheerfulness  and  unreserve. 

The  Eakl  op  BEACONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  it  is  not  mv  intention  to 
follow  the  noble  Earl  through  all  his 
observations ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  comprehend  the  sidOicient  rea- 
son for  his  quitting  the  Councils  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qt)vemment.  My  noble  Friend 
informed  the  House  that  this  is  not  the 
first  occasion  on  which  he  has  thought  it 
his  duty  to  tender  his  resignation ;  and 
he  did  me  no  more  than  justice  when  he 
expressed  his  opinion  that  there  was  no 
eagerness  on  my  part  to  accept  it.  He 
told  us  to-night  that  he  was  prepared,  and 
is  still  prepared,  to  support  an  increase 
in  our  Naval  and  Military  armaments ; 
but  he  says  that  in  proposing  that  Her 
Majesty's  Fleet  should  go  into  Turkish  • 
waters  for  purposes  which  I  do  not  wish 
to  conceal — though  I  may  not  dwell  on 
them  at  length  on  this  occasion — we 
have  deviated  from  the  policy  which  we 
have  hitherto  pursued ;  and  that  all^ough 
that  action  on  our  part  was  accompanied 
by  a  renewed  declaration  of  our  neutrality 
he  could  not  believe  that  the  declaration 
would  be  credited.  My  Lords,  this  ap- 
pears to  me  really  to  be  a  case  of  much 
simplicity.  The  charter  of  our  policy  with 
regard  to  Eastern  Europe  is  the  despatch 
of  May.  And  what  is  the  despatch  of 
May?  A  dedwation  of  neutrality  on  our 
part — neutrality  conditional  on  the  due 
observance  of  British  interests,  which 
were  chiefly,  though  not  entirely,  indi- 
cated in  that  despatch.  Among  the  points 
enumerated  in  that  despatch  as  points  to 
which  our  attention  would  be  directed 
were  the  city  of  Constantinople,  the 
Treaties  respecting  the  Straits,  and  the 
position  of  the  Dardanelles.  These  were 
specifically  mentioned.  In  that  despatch 
we  declared,  in  language  of  the  utmost 
courtesy,  but,  at  the  same  time,  in  lan- 
guage which  could  not  be  mistaken,  which 
has  not  been  mistaken,  and  which  cannot 
be  mistaken  in  any  negotiations   and 
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oommunicationB  with  Foreign  Fowers, 
that  the  oooupation  of  the  city  of  Constan- 
tinople would  not  be  viewed  by  us  with 
indifference;  that  the  existing  Treaty 
regulations  as  to  the  navigation  of  the 
Straits  were  what  we  wished  to  maintain; 
and  we  referred  to  the  Dardanelles  as  a 
point  the  condition  of  which,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  held, 
were  of  the  highest  interest  to  this 
coujitry.  Well,  my  Lords,  what  has 
been  the  object  widch  we  have  had 
before  us  in  recommending  Her  Majesty 
to  send  the  Fleet,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, into  Turkish  waters?  It  has 
been  to  guard  and  maintain  those  in- 
terests so  specifically  mentioned  in  the 
despatch  to  which  I  have  referred.  Why, 
is  it  to  believed — as  it  would  be  believed 
unless  we  acted — that  that  despatch  con- 
sisted only  of  words  ?  It  was  well  con- 
sidered; and,  when  we  assented  to  it, 
I  myself,  and  I  believe  all  my  Colleagues, 
were  resolved,  although  prepared  to  ob- 
serve a  strict  neutrcuity,  that  if  that 
neutrality  were  violated  with  respect 
to  any  of  those  points  we  should 
do  our  best  in  fulfilment  of  our  duty  to 
our  Sovereign  and  to  the  country  to 
maintain  the  policy  which  we  had  laid 
down  so  distinctly,  and  which  had  re- 
*ceived  general  approval.  There  are 
other  points  in  that  despatch.  There 
was  an  important  reference  to  Egypt. 
In  respect  of  that  it  has  been  said  that 
we  referred  to  points  which  could  hardly 
enter  into  controversy.  If  those  who 
make  those  observations — and  they  are 
very  common  observations — ^had  had  the 
experience  which  I  and  my  Colleagues 
have  had  on  the  subject  of  Egypt  during 
the  last  year ;  if  they  had  had  to  listen 
to  all  the  propositions,  bold,  perilous, 
and  even  unprincipled,  which  have  been 
made  on  that  subject,  they  woidd  find 
that  we  have  only  done  our  duty  as 
prudent  counsellors  in  the  despatch  of 
last  May.  And  we  have  succeeded  in 
our  object — in  guardingEgvpt  from  inva- 
sion, and  in  preventing  it  Doing  brought 
into  this  controversy,  although  the 
Khedive,  as  a  vassal  of  the  Porte,  has 
felt  it  his  duty  to  support  his  Suzerain 
in  the  struggle.  I  can  only  repeat  what 
I  said  in  the  House  on  the  first  night  of 
the  Session,  and  what  was  expressed 
with  equal  precision  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  that  our  policy  has  never 
changed  firom  the  beginning,  and  that 
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tiierenever  has  been  the  slightest  division 
in  the  Cabinet  respecting  it.  There 
never  has  been  an  occasion  when  any 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  stated  an  opinion 
that  it  was  our  duty  to  deviate  &om  that 
policy.  How  that  policy  should  be  carried 
mto  effect  is  a  question  open  to  discus- 
sion, and  one  on  which  naturally  there 
must  be  difference  of  opinion ;  but  as  to 
the  great  principle  of  the  policy — namely, 
the  neutrality  oi  this  country,  a  neutrality 
which  was  to  be  strictly  observed,  pro- 
vided its  observance  did  not  injure  the 
national  interests  which  it  was  our  duty 
to  guard — there  has  been 'no  deviation 
of  opinion  at  any  time  or  under  any 
circumstances.  I  deeply  regret  that  my 
noble  Friend  should  nave  thought  that 
the  mode  in  which  we  attempted  to  vin- 
dicate the  national  interests  m  reference 
to  Constantinople,  the  Straits,  and  the 
Dardanelles  was  such  as  should  deprive 
us  of  his  valuable  services  and  com- 
panionship ;  but  I  must^vindicate  myself 
and  my  Colleagues  when  I  say  that  we 
were  not  conscious  that  in  the  advice 
which  we  gave  to  the  Sovereign  to 
send  the  Fleet  into  Turkish  waters  we 
were  doing  anything  but  supporting  that 
policy  which  we  had  frankly  expounded 
to  this  and  the  other  House  ox  Parlia- 
ment, which  Parliament  had  adopted 
frankly,  and  which  the  country  has  con- 
tentedly, up  to  this  moment,  upheld 
us  in  maintaining.  It  is  a  source  of 
great  disappointment  to  me  that  the 
noble  Earl  snould  have  felt  it  necessary 
to  make  the  statement  he  has  addressed 
to  your  Lordships  to-night.  I  would 
candidly  put  it  to  the  House,  if  we  have 
entered  into  an  engagement  with  Par- 
liament and  the  country  that  we  should 
defend  certain  British  interests — and 
among  these  prevent  a  change  in  the  oc- 
cupation of  Constantinople,  the  present 
arrangement  respecting  the  Straits,  and 
the  position  of  the  Dardanelles — the  in- 
terests which  I  believe  are  accepted  by 
the  country  as  of  the  highest  importance 
to  England — would  the  country  be  satis- 
fied in  the  present  state  of  affairs  if  they 
found  Her  Majesty's  Government  doing 
nothing  ?  There  may  be  an  opinion  that 
the  measures  which  we  have  taken  may 
not  have  been  adequate — it  may  be 
thought  that  they  may  not  have  been 
those  most  adapted  to  the  circumstances ; 
but,  so  far  as  I  understood  my  noble 
Friend,  he  objects  to  any  action  what- 
ever.    My  Lords,  I  shall  be  perfectly 
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prepared,  when  tlie  proper  opportunity 
arriyeSy  to  vindicate  those  measures.  I 
believe  that  in  the  circumstances  they 
were  the  best  to  be  adopted.  And  that 
course,  we  thought,  would  have— and  it 
has  had — a  salutary  effect.  Although  I 
deeply  regret  that  proposing  these  mea- 
sures should  have  aeprivedme  of  such  a 
Colleague  as  the  noble  Earl,  I  must  tell 
the  House  frankly  that  they  are  part  of 
the  consiBtent  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  that  we  are  resolved  to 
pursue  the  policy  which  we  originally 
announced,  and  that  we  are  prepared  to 
observe  that  neutrality  whidii  we  have 
loudly  proclaimed,  and  which  has  been 
ffenerally  accented.  But  if  neutrality 
depends  on  holding  that  the  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country  are  not  to  be  main- 
tained and  vindicated,  then  I  am  no 
longer  in  favour  of  neutrality,  but  in 
favour  of  the  interests  of  the  country 
and  the  honour  of  the  Sovereign. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
rise,  not  for  the  purpose  of  continuing 
the  discussion,  which  can  have  no  object, 
but  simply  to  ask  certain  Questions  of 
which  I  have  alreadv  given  Notice  this 
afternoon  to  the  noble  Earl.  Some  of 
those  Questions  have  been  answered  by 
what  has  taken  place  in  the  House  al- 
ready. I  wish  to  know  whether  it  is 
true  that  an  armistice  has  been  signed ; 
and,  if  so,  at  what  date  ?  I  also  wish  to 
know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  information  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  terms  of  the  armistice  ? — if 
one  has  been  agreed  to.  There  is  ano- 
ther point  on  which  I  also  desire  infor- 
mation. I  wish  to  know  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  intend  to  make 
any  real  statement  in  this  Hoiise,  and  to 
lay  Papers  on  the  Table,  or  will  give 
your  liordships  any  real  information  as 
to  the  state  of  things  which  has  lately 
arisen,  and  that  which  at  present  exists? 
There  are  two  other  Questions  of  which 
I  have  given  the  noble  Earl  Notice. 
One  is,  whether  it  is  true,  as  rumoured, 
that  warlike  instructions  have  lately  been 
eiven  to  the  Commander  of  the  Fleet  ?  I 
nave  been  anticipated  on  that  subject  by 
the  noble  Earl  below  the  Gangway  (the 
Earl  of  Sandwich),  who  asked  the  Ques- 
tion, and  by  the  Answer  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  last 
Question  of  which  I  gave  Notice  was, 
whether  the  rumour  is  true  that  one  or 
more  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  tendered  their  resignation? 

VOL.  OOXXXVn.     [THIED  8EEIE8.] 


With  regard  to  a  portion  of  that  Question 
an  Answer  has  been  given.  It  has  been 
given  in  the  very  clear  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
which,  although  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  said  he  could  not  understand 
it,  I  imagine  the  country  at  large  will 
understand  and  appreciate.  My  Lords, 
I  am  not  going  to  &llow  the  noble  Earl 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  remarks.  I 
will  leave  it  to  the  calm  judgment  of  the 
country  whether  the  ordering  of  the 
Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles,  of  which  we 
have  been  informed  for  the  first  time 
this  evening,  was  or  was  not,  under  the 
circumstances,  a  breach  of  neutrality, 
which  was  not  in  any  way  communicated 
to  Parliament  when  we  met  a  week  ago, 
and  which  was  certainly  not  consistent 
with  the  language  held  bythe  Gt)vem- 
ment  on  that  occasion.  We  have  not 
had  anv  statement  made  to  the  House 
up  to  this  moment  as  to  what  are  the 
dangers  to  British  interests  which  have 
occurred,  and  which  necessitated  on  the 
23rd  of  this  month  the  decision  to  take 
so  grave,  so  important  a  step  as  the 
the  ordering  of  the  Fleet  to  enter  the 
Dardanelles.  With  re^d  to  this  ques- 
tion, the  country  will  judge  between  the 
two  noble  Earls  who  have  addressed  us. 
The  Question  of  which  I  gave  Notice,  as 
to  whether  one  or  more  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  resigned, 
has  been  partly  answered;  and  mere- 
fore  the  only  Question  which  I  desire  to 
have  answered — if  the  noble  Earl  is  at 
liberty  to  answer  it — is  whether  or  not, 
as  has  been  stated,  any  other  resignation 
has  been  tendered  ?  I  trust  the  noble 
Earl  will  not  think  that  any  public  in- 
convenience will  arise  from  his  replying 

to  that  Question.  

The  Eam.  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  I 
will,  as  far  as  I  can,  answer  the  Ques- 
tions which  the  noble  Earl  has  put  to 
me.  There  are  three  Questions  respect- 
ing the  armistice.  The  noble  Earl 
wishes  to  know  the  date  of  the  armis- 
tice, the  date  of  the  signature  of  the  ar- 
mistice, and  he  wishes  for  information 
as  to  the  terms  of  the  armistice,  and 
whether  they  can  be  communicated  to 
the  House.  Now,  so  far  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  informed,  no 
such  instrument  is  in  existence.  We 
know  of  no  armistice  ;  and  therefore,  of 
course,  it  is  impossible  that  we  can  give 
the  noble  Earl  the  information  which  he 
desires.    Again,  the  noble  Earl  wishes 
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to  know  whetiier  an  opportunity  will  be 
given  for  a  general  disonssiony  and  whe- 
ther Papers,  as  a  basis  for  snoh  discus- 
sion, will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this 
House.  The  noble  Earl  has  had  great 
experience  in  public  affairs^  and  he 
knows  that  there  are  few  things  more 
difficult  than  to  supply  Parliament  with 
information  on  diplomatic  matters 
where  the  production  of  Papers  are  re- 
quired for  such  a  purpose.  In  this 
country,  where  we  are  used  to  publicity, 
in  every  possible  mode,  and  in  all  forms 
and  fashions,  everybody  expects  to  be 
well  informed  on  the  conduct  of  public 
affairs,  and  to  be  supplied  with  any  in- 
formation which  he  may  desire.  But 
that  is  not  the  temper  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  every  countrjr ;  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  there  is  a  growing  reluctance 
on  the  part  of  foreign  Governments  to 
commimicate  with  the  Government  of 
Her  Majesty,  except  on  the  condition 
that  the  terms  of  their  despatches  and 
propositions  should  not  be  placed  in  that 
peculiar  form  of  literature  known  on  the 
Continent  under  the  name  of  **Blue 
Books."  And,  therefore,  when  it  some- 
times happens  that  information  is  not 
given  to  the  House,  the  noble  Earl  will 
understand  it  arises  from  no  wish  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  refuse  infor- 
mation on  diplomatic  sul^ects.  All  I 
can  promise  is  that  such  Papers  as  we 
can  place  on  the  Table  of  the  House  shall 
be  placed  there  as  soon  as  possible.  I 
think  the  noble  Earl  then  proceeded  to 
remark  upon  the  breach  of  neutrality 
which  would  have  occurred  if  the  British 
Fleet  had  entered  into  Turkish  waters. 
I  do  not  think  this  is  a  convenient  occa- 
sion to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  that 
subject  —  a  subject,  no  doubt,  well 
worthy  of  debate.  I  and  my  Colleagues 
will  be  prepared  to  vindicate  our  course 
if  that  issue  is  fairly  brought  before  the 
House.  But  the  noble  Earl  is,  I  must 
say,  completely  in  error  in  supposing 
that  when  we  met  a  week  ago,  and  I  ana 
my  noble  Friend  near  me  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  addressed  the  House 
on  this  subject,  we  were  concealing  from 
your  Lordships  any  matter  connected 
with  this  incident  of  the  Fleet  entering 
into  Turkish  waters.  The  fact  is,  it  was 
only  decided  upon  last  Wednesday,  and 
this  is  Friday — only  two  days  ago ;  and 
therefore  we  are  free  from  that  charge 
which  the  noble  Earl  very  properly,  as 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  has  made 
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against  us.  There  is  one  remark  in  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  in  reference  to 
that  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  that  I  wish  to  correct. 
The  noble  Earl  said  I  had  stated  that  I 
could  not  understand  my  noble  Friend's 
remarks.  That  would  have  been  a  very 
discourteous  observation  for  me  to  have 
made,  particularly  in  the  case  of  one  who 
is  so  skilful  and  practised  an  orator  as 
the  noble  Ew^l.  I  perfectly  compre- 
hended what  he  said;  but  I  did  not 
comprehend  that  he  had  made  out  a 
sufficient  case  for  the  resignation  of  his 
office,  and  I  am  still  of  that  opinion. 
The  noble  Earl,  while  deploring  also,  I 
believe,  the  resignation  of  the  noble 
Lord,  wished  to  know  whether  any  other 
of  my  Colleagues  had  resigned,  or  what 
Members  of  the  Government  had  re- 
signed. I  need  not  say  that  I  myself 
am  still  in  a  responsible  position;  but 
with  regard  to  any  other  of  my  Colleagues, 
I  may  say  it  has  always  been  considered 
a  valuable  and  highly-cherished  privi- 
lege for  a  Minister  who  felt  it  his 
duty  to  retire  from  the  Councils  of  his 
Sovereign  to  claim  the  right  of  himself 
first  declaring  it  to  the  House  of  Parlia- 
ment in  which  he  sits,  and  upon  that 
privilege  I  will  not  trench. 

Eael  GEANVTLLE:  One  Answer 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  given  appears 
to  me  singularly  unsatisfactory — I  allude 
to  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Earl 
answered  my  Question  as  to  the  terms  of 
the  armistice.  The  noble  Earl  said  he 
did  not  know  there  was  such  a  docu- 
ment, and  therefore  he  could  not  say 
whether  it  had  been  signed. 

The  Eakl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  We 
do  not  know  of  an  armistice ;  we  have 
no  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE:  Has  the  noble 
Earl  no  knowledge  of  the  general  terms 
of  the  armistice  r  Was  it  in  ignorance 
of  its  terms  that  the  (Government  coun- 
termanded the  order  for  the  movement 
of  the  Fleet  ?— or  was  it  in  consequence 
of  the  terms  of  peace  ?  

The  Eakl  op  BEACONSFIELD :  The 
armistice  and  the  terms  of  the  projected 
Treaty  of  Peace  are  two  very  different 
things.  I  mentioned,  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Sandwich),  at 
the  beginning  of  this  evening,  that  we 
are  now  acquainted  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  peace,  without  the  slightest 
reference  to  the  armistice.  I  repeat  that 
we  have  no  knowledge  whatever  that 
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any  armistioe  haa  been  negotiated ;  nor 
ean  we  in  any  way  suppose  what  is  the 
form  of  the  armistioe  or  what  are  its  con- 
ditionB.  It  was  on^  a  few  hours  after 
we  addressed  the  House  last  evening 
that  we  reoeived — but  not  of&oially  re- 
ceived— information  of  what  may  be 
looked  upon,  I  suppose,  as  the  proposed 
conditions  of  peace ;  but  of  the  armistice 
we  know  nothing^ 

Eaul  GRANVILLE:  I  will  not 
quarrel  with  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the 
difference  between  an  armistice  and 
teims  of  peace  which  have  been  agreed 
upon.  "What  the  country  wishes  to  know 
is,  what  are  the  bases  of  peace  which 
have  been  agreed  upon  between  Turkey 
and  Bussia  and  which  have  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  to  countermand 
the  ordering  of  the  Fleet  to  the  Dar- 
danelles ?  

Thb  Eabl  of  BEAOONSFIELD  :  I 
reaUy  have  no  authentic  information  on 
the  subject  which  I  could  place  before 
the  House.  We  know  what  we  believe 
to  be  the  proposals  of  the  Bussian  Oo- 
vemment,  out  we  have  no  information 
with  respect  to  the  Porte.  The  infor- 
mation we  have  has  not  been  given  to 
us  officially,  but  confidentially;  and, 
though  I  was  extremelv  anxious  to  let 
the  House  have  such  iniormation  as  we 
do  possess,  I  wrote  to  the  quarter  from 
which  that  information  had  been  c6n- 
fidentially  obtained,  and  asked  per- 
mission to  communicate  it  to  the  House, 
but  I  have  not  obtained  permission.  I 
have  a  note  in  my  hand,  but  that  note 
does  not  give  me  that  permission ;  and 
without  such  permission  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  commimicate  to  the  House 
what  we  understand  are  the  proposals 
of  the  Bussian  Qovemment. 

Lokd  DUNSANY  said,  that  the  com- 
mand of  the  Fleet  could  not  be  in  more 
skilful  hands  than  at  present;  but  he 
feared  the  Fleet  had  been  ordered  to  a 
dangerous  anchorage  inBesikaBay,  and 
he  hoped  that  a  large  discretion  had  been 
given  to  Admiral  Hornby  to  withdraw  to 
another  position  if  necessary.  He  was 
sonyto  near  the  disparaging  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville)  as  to  the 
Fleet  proceeding  to  Gallipoli.  Would 
the  noole  Earl  be  better  pleased  to  see 
the  Bussian  Armies  than  the  British 
Fleet  there  ?  He  could  not  conceive  a 
fact  which  would  be  more  degrading  and 
humUiating  to   this  country  than  the 


presence  of  a  Bussian  force  at  Gallipoli 
would  be.  That  would  be  to  allow  the 
door  to  be  shut  in  our  face,  and  it  would 
make  naval  or  military  operations  out 
of  the  question.  If  we  were  in  posses- 
sion of  Gallipoli,  we  would  have  secured 
one  of  the  padlocks  of  the  Straits,  and 
might  regard  with  comparative  indiffer- 
ence the  possession  of  the  other  padlock 
by  any  other  Power,  and  it  would  di- 
minish very  much  the  importance  to 
Bussia  even  of  the  possession  of  Con- 
stantinople itself.  He  could  not  imagine, 
if  nature  had  intended  to  make  a  place 
which  could  be  safely  held  by  a  naval 
force,  a  better  place  than  Gallipoli.  It 
was  the  Gibraltar  of  the  East,  and  the 
Power  in  possession  of  it  would  be  pretty' 
well  master  of  the  situation. 


FUNERAL  OF  VICTOR  EMMANUEL. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  D0B0HE8TEB  rose  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  a  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  a  day  or  two  ago 
— namely.  Whether  the  recent  mis- 
sion of  the  Earl  of  Boden  to  Bome  to 
attend  the  funeral  of  the  late  King 
Victor  Emmanuel  11.  was  intended  as  a 
tribute  of  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty's 
personal  respect,  or  whether  it  was 
meant  to  represent  the  feeling  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  of  this  Em- 
pire towards  a  Monarch  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's House,  the  Sovereign  of  a  great 
Constitutional  country,  and  our  faithful 
Ally  during  the  Crimean  War  ?  Con- 
sidering how  that  matter  affected  the 
susceptibOities  of  a  great  nation,  some 
explanation  was,  he  thought,  required. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  very  dis- 
tinguished individuals  belonging  to  the 
English  Army  would  have  been  willing 
to  attend  the  funeral.  The  Crown  Prince 
of  Germany  and  a  Marshal  of  France 
who  was  with  the  Italian  Army  in  the 
Crimean  War,  together  with  the  son  of 
her  President,  were  sent  to  represent 
their  respective  countries,  whue  this 
country  was  represented  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Boyw  Household.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  no  slight  to  the  Italian 
nation  was  intended  by  that  fact;  but 
that  it  arose  in  deference  to  precedents 
and  time-honoured  customs  which  were 
too  much  respected  in  this  country. 
He  admitted  that,  if  a  Peer  were  to 
be  selected,   no  more  fitting  Member 
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of  their  Lordships'  House  than  the  Earl 
of  Boden  could  have  been  chosen; 
but  it  had  been  represented  to  him 
that  the  Italians  resident  in  London 
and  the  English  resident  in  Italy  felt 
deeply  the  fact  that  at  the  funeral  of  the 
first  King  of  United  Italy— the  first 
King  of  Liberal  and  donstitutional 
Italy — ^the  first  King,  he  might  almost 
say,  of  Protestant  Italy,  as  compared 
with  another  Power  that  ruled  in  the 
same  Kingdom — ^England  was  not  repre- 
sented by  a  Member  of  the  Boyal  House 
or  by  some  of  those  gallant  and  dis- 
tinguished soldiers  who  wore  the  Star 
of  Italy  on  their  breast.  The  fact  that 
the  du^  had  been  intrusted  to  a  simple 
Lord  of  the  Bed  Chamber — althou^  a 
more  amiable  and  better-hearted  Peer 
could  not  be  found — ^required  some  ex- 
planation. The  late  King  had  died  full 
of  honours  and  in  the  prime  of  manhood, 
and  his  death  was  as  deeply  lamented 
throughout  Italy  as  that  of  the  great 
and  good  Prince  who  died  some  years 
ago  in  this  coimtry. 

Thb  Earl  of  BEAOONSFIELD  : 
My  Lords,  no  Notice  appears  on  the 
Paper  with  regard  to  the  subject  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  introduced,  although 
I  saw  a  Notice  in  reference  to  it  some 
days  since.  I  am  not,  therefore,  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  the  question  at  any 
length,  but  will  give  your  Lordships 
such  information  in  respect  of  it  as  I 
possess.  I  believe  that  aU  the  strict 
rules  of  etiquette  observed  and  expected 
on  such  an  occasion  as  that  referred  to 
were  observed  in  the  appointment  of  a 
Peer,  a  Member  of  the  Koyal  Household, 
to  fill  the  functions  which  fell  to  the  lot 
of  the  Earl  of  Boden.  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  spoken  seems  to  think  that 
it  was  a  duty  which  should  have  been 
entrusted  rather  to  a  Prince  of  the  Blood 
or  some  one  equally  distinguished.  I 
would  observe  that  ceremonials  such  as 
Boyal  funerals,  marriages,  and  corona- 
tions are  now  very  numerous  among 
foreign  nations,  and  attendance  is  ex- 
pected at  them  by  those  who  are  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Boyalty  in  a  far  greater 
degree  than  in  any  preceding  gene- 
ration— a  fact  which  probably  may  be 
attributed  to  the  rapid  means  of  com- 
munication which  now  prevail ;  and  if 
we  laid  down  as  a  rule  that  on  occa- 
sions of  this  kind  Princes  of  the  Blood 
only  should  represent  Her  Majesty  it 
would  be  quite  impossible,  unless  the 
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Boyal  Family  was  far  more  numerous 
tha^  they  are  at  present  in  England,  to 
Mfil  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Lord.  I 
think  I  need  hardly  say  or  assure  your 
Lordships  that  nothing  could  be  further 
from  the  thoughts  of  Her  Majesty  and 
the  Government  than  the  idea  of  treating 
the  memory  of  ttie  late  King  Victor 
Emmanuel  with  indifference.  The  late 
King  was  not  only  a  personal  ^end  of 
the  Queen,  but  her  faithful  Ally,  and  a 
Sovereign  whose  memory  Her  Majesty 
faithfulfy  cherishes,  and  who  in  life  she 
delighted  to  honour.  So  far  from  there 
being  any  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  with 
the  appointment-— xmder,  of  course,  the 
advice  of  the  Government— of  the  Earl  of 
Boden,  a  Member  of  the  Boyal  House- 
hold, to  be  Her  Majesty's  Bepresen- 
tative,  I  can  inform  the  House  that,  on 
the  contrary.  Her  Majesty  has  conferred 
upon  the  new  King  of  Italy  the  greatest 
distinction  in  her  power — namely,  the 
Order  of  the  Garter — and  that  that  high 
distinction  received  from  so  illustrious  a 
Monarch  as  our  own  has  been  appre- 
ciated by  the  King  of  Italy  in  the  most 
marked  manner.  That  will  show  that 
no  feeling  of  the  kind  suggested  can 
subsist  between  the  two  Boyal  Families, 
and  I  believe  the  sentiments  of  the 
Boyal  Families  respectively  represent 
the  feelings  of  the  two  nations. 


MANAGEMENT  OP  RAILWAYS. 
QX7BSTI0N. 

The  Duke  op  St.  ALBANS  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  If  it  is  their  in- 
tention to  introduce  any  measure  to  deal 
with  the  management  of  Bailways  during 
the  present  Session ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  legislation  woiild  be  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Oommismon  ? 

Lord  HENNIKEB :  The  noble  Duke 
is  aware  that  the  powers  of  the  Bailway 
Commission  will  cease  at  the  end  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  can  give  him  no 
more  definite  replv  than  that  the  ques- 
tion of  renewing  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
mission must  very  snortly  come  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Oovemment; 
and  that  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  on  Bailway  Acci- 
dents will,  necessarily,  be  connected  with 
this  subject,  and  considered  at  the  same 
time. 
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LoaD  OAEUNGFOED  said,  that  the 
Answer  of  the  noble  Lord  could  not  be 
considered  at  all  satisfactory^  as  it  seemed 
like  agreeing  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months;  or,  at  any  rate, 
deeding  with  the  question  at  an  indefinite 
time.  He  remembered  that  last  year 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Temment  told  them  that  the  Government 
were  waiting  with  anxiety  the  Report  of 
the  Boyal  Commission;  and  although 
he  was  not  able  to  go  as  far  as  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  (the  Duke  of  St. 
Albans),  and  ask  the  GK>yemment  to 
adopt  the  Beport  en  hloe,  yet  there  were 
some  veiy  valuable  recommendations  in 
it  which  were  capable  of  being  framed 
into  a  practical  measure,  and  he  trusted 
that  before  the  end  of  the  Session  some 
measure  based  on  them  would  be  intro- 
duced. He  saw  no  reason  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  give  for  shelving  the 
Beport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission,  unless 
they  were  able  to  state  that  the  Railway 
Companies  themselves  were  taking  ef- 
fectiial  measures  to  bring  about  the 
state  of  things  which  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission recommended. 

Lord  HENNIKEE:  I  must  say  as 
to  railway  brakes,  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  has  referred,  that  a  Cir- 
cular issued  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
the  different  Railway  Companies  has  not 
yet  been  answered.  When  all  the 
answers  have  been  received,  it  is  hoped 
they  may  be  of  so  satisfactory  a  nature 
as  to  make  it  unnecessary  to  bring  for- 
ward any  legislative  measure  on  the 
subject.  I  have  to  say,  further,  that  the 
Government  have  imder  their  considera- 
tion not  only  the  question  of  the  liability 
of  Railway  Companies  for  injuries  to 
those  employed  by  them ;  but  the  general 
question  of  the  relation  of  employer  to 
employed  in  this  respect. 

Hooflo  adjourned  at  half -past  Six  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

IHday,  25th  January,  1878. 

MnrDTES.] — New  Wetp  Issued— -For  Marl- 
borough, r.  Lord  Emest  Bruce,  now  Mar- 
quew  of  Ailwbury. 
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Public  Bills  —  Resolution  in  Committee  —  Or- 
dered— First  Beading— hmB  of  Sale  ♦  [90]. 

Ordered— First  Reading — Bankruptcy  Act  (1869) 
Amendment  *  [89] ;  Judicature  Acts  Amend- 
ment ♦[91]. 

First  Reading — Criminal  Appeals*  [92]. 

Second  Reading  —  Landlord  and  'Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Act  (1870)  Amendment  [43],  put  off. 

Select  Committee — Parliamentary  and  Mimicipal 
Registration  ♦  [73],  nominated. 

Committee  —  House  Occupiers  Disqualification 
Removal  *  [46] — ^b.p. 

QUESTIONS. 


EXPLORATION  OF  AFRICA. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Austria,  France,  Germany,  Italy,  and 
Portugal  have  granted  or  promised  pub- 
lic money  for  the  purpose  of  exploring 
and  civilizing  certain  parts  of  AMca; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  to  devote  any  portion  of  the 
national  resources  to  the  same  useful 
object? 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  that,  as  far  as  he 
understood.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  received  no  official  information  on 
this  subject  to  show  that  either  Austria, 
France,  Germany,  or  Italy  had  granted 
or  promised  public  money  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  exploring  and  civilizing  certain 
parts  of  Amca ;  but  as  regarded  Portu- 

fal,  he  understood  from  Her  Majesty's 
[inister  at  Lisbon  that  last  year  a 
geographical  society  had  been  formed  in 
that  country,  and  had  taken  in  hand  the 
subject  of  exploration;  and,  further, 
that  the  Portuguese  Colonial  Minister 
had  asked  for  a  grant  to  organize  an 
expedition  which  was  to  start  on  an 
early  'day.  An  Italian  expedition  was 
also  to  start  for  the  same  object;  but 
whether  it  was  fitted  out  by  the  Italian 
Qt)vemment  or  not,  he  was  unable  to 
say.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  granted  or  promised  any  sum  for 
African  exploration,  but  woiild  always 
be  ready,  in  other  respects,  as  hitherto, 
to  afford  assistance  to  the  exploration 
and  civilization  of  A&ica. 

THE    IRISH    CONSTABULARY  —  PAY- 

MENTS  FOR  SPECIAL  SERVICES. 

QTJESTION. 

Mb.  GEAY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
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a  sum  of  oyer  £1,700  was  recently  paid 
by  the  Great  Southern  Railway  Com- 
pany of  Ireland  to  the  constabulary 
authorities  for  services  in  connection 
with  the  late  strike  of  milesmen  on  their 
line ;  whether  the  police  performed  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  services  on  that  occasion 
beyond  those  incidental  to  their  duty  of 
preserving  the  public  peace;  whether 
the  money  has  oeen  yet  distributed ; 
whether  a  demand  has  been  made  upon 
the  Company  by  the  authorities  for  £300 
more;  and,  whether  the  constabulary 
authorities  subsequent  to  the  payment 
by  the  Company  of  the  above  sum  of 
£1,700  have  demanded  back  from  the 
men  a  gratuity  or  payment  of  £3  each 
granted  to  them  by  the  Government  for 
their  extra  services  on  the  occasion ;  what 
is  the  total  amount  of  that  gratuity  or 
payment ;  and  whether  it  has  yet  been 
refunded  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
Sir,  in  answer  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  may  state  that  I  have 
ascertained  by  inquiry  of  the  Inspector 
General  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary 
that  the  services  rendered  by  the  Con- 
stabulary during  the  late  stnke  on  the 
Great  Southern  Railway  were  only  such 
as  were  proper  to  their  office^  consisting 
of  constant  patrols  on  the  line  of  the 
Company  for  the  protection  of  life  and 
property.  No  charge  for  the  services 
rendered  could  have  been  legjdly  made 
on  the  Company,  nor  was  any  such 
charge  attempted  to  be  made ;  but  the 
Directors  of  the 'Company  at  the  close  of 
the  strike  voluntarily  and  spontaneously 
offered  to  the  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary a  certain  sum  of  money  to  re- 
CQup  the  men  who  were  so  employed 
for  their  extra  expense,  and  wear  and 
tear  of  necessaries.  The  ordinary  rules  of 
the  Constabulary  Force  would  not  have 
admitted  of  those  men,  who  had  been 
summoned  from  a  distance,  being  com- 
pensated by  the  Treasury  for  expenses 
of  this  nature  in  so  very  exceptional  a 
case,  and  it  was  decided  that  the  offer  of 
the  Directors  should  be  accepted.  Ac- 
ccordingly  the  i^um  of  £1,700  was  p«dd 
by  the  Company  to  the  Inspector  General 
for  thispurpose  towards  the  end  of  Decem- 
ber, before  the  precise  amount  required 
could  be  accurately  ascertained,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  included  in  the  accounts 
of  the  Company  up  to  the  dlst  of  Decem- 
ber, 1877.  The  sum  thus  forwarded 
was  based  on  a  rough  estimate  of  what 
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would  probably  be  necessary;  but,  on 
further  inquiry,  it  has  been  found  that 
in  order  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Directors  a  further  sum  will  be  required, 
and  when  this  is  known  it  will  be  noti- 
fied to  the  Company,  but  by  no  means  in 
the  shape  of  a  demand.  The  £1,700 
paid  has,  of  course,  not  yet  been  dis- 
tributed. With  reference  to  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question  the  facts  are 
these — In  the  departmental  audit  of  the 
Constabulary  accounts  in  the  Inspector 
General's  office,  it  was  discovered  in  the 
accounts  of  one  county  that  the  allow- 
ances payable  only  to  men  living  out  of 
barracks  had  been  improperly  paid  to 
men  who  were  accommodated  therein 
while  engaged  on  this  duty,  and  that, 
contrary  to  the  regulations,  such  pay- 
ments had  been  passed  imquestioned  by 
the  county  Inspector.  They  were  not 
allowed  by  law,  and  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral, as  accounting  officer  for  the  Vote, 
was  compelled  to  disallow  them  against 
the  officer  in  default.  In  doing  so,  he 
expressly  informed  that  officer  that  he 
could  not  assist  him  in  recovering  them ; 
but  it  appeared  from  the  cash  accounts 
of  that  officer  recently  sent  in  that  these 
payments  had  been  recovered  by  him. 
The  Inspector  General  has  intimated  to 
the  county  Inspector  his  strong  disap- 
proval of  what  was  done;  the  matter  is 
still  under  consideration,  and  it  is  my 
intention  to  make  further  inquiry  into 
it. 


GREECE  —  DIPLOMATIC    COMMUNICA- 
TIONS.—QUESTION. 

Me.  W.  CABTWEIGHT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  version  be  substantially  correct, 
which  stands  in  the  **D£iily  News"  of 
Januanr  24th,  of  a  Despatch  from  the 
Greek  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  to  the 
Greek  Charg6  d' Affaires  in  London, 
bearing  date  September  22nd  1877,  with 
instructions  to  lodge  a  Copy  with  Lord 
Derby,  purporting  to  be  a  Eeply  to 
various  representations  (some  having 
been  apparently  made  under  date  of 
September  4th,  September  11th,  Sep- 
tember 20th,  and  September  21st),  ad- 
dressed by  Mr.  Wyndham  to  the  Greek 
Government  under  instructions  from 
Lord  Derby,  and  especially  to  a  declara- 
tion said  to  have  been  made  in  virtue  of 
the  right  of  Great  Britain  as  a  Guaran- 
teeing Power  to  expect  the  Greek  Go- 
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yemment  to  adopt  a  specified  line  of 
action  in  its  relations  witib  Turkey ;  and, 
whether,  in  ^e  event  of  a  Despatch  of 
this  character  haying  heen  received,  it 
is  still  considered  expedient  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  presence  of  the 
partial  publicity  that  has  been  thus 
(^ven  to  a  portion  of  the  Correspondence 
between  England  and  Greece,  to  persist 
in  declinine  to  lay  before  Parliament 
any  Papers  naving  reference  to  the  action 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  have 
seen  fit  to  bring  to  bear  upon  Greece 
with  the  view  of  influencing  her  attitude 
towards  Turkey  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the  first  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  state  that  I  imderstand  that  the 
version  of  the  despatch  of  the  Greek 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  M.  Tricoupi, 
is  substantially  correct.  In  reply  to  tne 
latter  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, I  have  further  to  state  that  the 
reason  which  has  induced  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment  to  withold  the  Papers  con- 
taining the  communications  which  have 
passed  between  our  Government  and 
that  of  Greece  referring  to  the  relations 
existing  between  Turkey  and  Greece  is, 
that  they  are  afraid  that  the  publica- 
tion of  Uiose  Papers  might  be  embar- 
rassing to  the  Grovemments  of  Turkey 
and  Greece.  There  will,  however,  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  lay  them  on  the 
Table  if  the  two  Governments  referred 
to  will  give  their  sanction  to  their  doing 
so. 

NAVY— THE  MEDITERRANEAN 
SQUADRON.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  inform  the  House  the  names 
of  tiie  vessels  at  present  comprising  the 
Mediterranean  Squadron;  also  the  na- 
ture of  the  manoeuvres  and  exercises  in 
which  the  ships,  officers,  and  men  have 
been  eng^ased  during  the  last  six 
months;  and,  whether  the  officers  and 
men  have  been  educated  and  exercised  in 
the  working  of  torpedoes  alike  from  the 
shore  and  the  ships  ? 

Mb,  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  it  would  be 
misleading  if  I  were  to  state  the  names 
of  the  vessels  composing  the  Mediter- 
ranean Squadron,  unless  I  also  entered 
into  a  lengthened  statement  as  to  the 


strength  and  character  of  those  vessels' 
and  under  present  circumstances  it  is 
undesirable  that  I  should  do  so.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  excuse  my  declining  to  answer  the 
first  part  of  his  Question.  In  reply  to 
the  second  part  of  his  Question,  I  have 
to  state  that  the  Fleet  has  been  main- 
tained in  a  condition  of  efficiency  by 
constant  exercise ;  but  it  would  be 
necessary  that  I  should  refer  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief before  I  could  state  the 
particulars  of  that  exercise. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  asked.  Whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  could  state  the 
whereabouts  of  the  different  vessels  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  my  righfc 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  ^the 
Exchequer  has  to  answer  some  Ques- 
tions of  which  Notice  has  been  given  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Eadnor, 
and  perhaps  it  would  be  better  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
make  his  statement. 


INDIA— KHELAT-OCCUPATION  OF 
QUETTAH.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What  is 
the  amount  of  the  annual  charge  now 
thrown  upon  the  revenues  of  India  by 
the  millitary  occupation  of  Quettah; 
whether  the  following  statement,  con- 
tained in  a  letter  to  the  '* Times'*  of 
Wednesday  last,  from  Major-General 
Sir  John  Adye,  is  correct : — 

**It  is  imderstood  that  "we  are  building  a 
residency  and  a  fortified  cantonment;  that  a 
telegraph  has  been  established ;  and  a  Railway 
is  to  be  made  to  the  entrance  of  the  Pass 
(Parliamentary  Paper,  *  Beloochistan,*  No.  2, 
1877);" 

and,  if  these  works  are  being  or  to  be 
constructed,  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  is  their  estimated  cost  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  as  far  as  he  was  aware, 
the  occupation  of  Quettah  would  entail 
no  increase  in  the  Military  Estimates  of 
the  Government  of  India.  There  was  a 
certain  apparent  increase  in  the  political 
charges,  and,  probably,  an  increase  of 
salaries  on  account  of  Major  Sandeman 
and  his  establishment.  The  salaries  of 
Major  Sandeman  and  his  Staff  were 
stated  at  page  336,  Parliamentary  Blue 
Book  No.  2  (Beloochistan).  A  house, 
had  been  built  at  Quettah  for  the  occu- 
pation of  the  agent  of  the  Gt)yemor 
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General ;  but,  as  he  stated  the  other  day, 
no  other  buildings  but  of  a  temporary 
character,  and  such  as  were  necessary 
for  stores,  had  been  erected.  Tele- 
graphic communication  had  been  estab- 
lished between  Quettah  and  British 
India,  as  was  the  case  with  edl  troops 
that  might  be  on  detachment  duty.  No 
expenditure  has  been  sanctioned  or 
incurred  in  the  construction  of  a  railway 
to  the  entrance  of  the  Bolan  Pass. 

INDIA— BENGAL— ENHANCEMENT     OF 
RENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EENEST  NOEL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  Copies  of  the  Correspondence 
relative  to  the  draft  Law  on  the  enhance- 
ment of  Eent  in  Bengal  are  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  GEOEQE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
move  for  the  Correspondence  relative  to 
the  draft  law  on  the  enhancement  of 
rent  in  Bengal  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  produce  it. 

POST  OFFICE— PRIVATE  LETTER  BAGS, 
EDINBURGH.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  asked  the  Postmaster- 
General,  If  he  will  state  the  reasons  why 
the  charge  for  private  letter  bags  in 
Edinburgh  has  recently  been  increased 
from  one  pound  to  three  pounds ;  and  if 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  list  of  the 
other  towns  in  the  United  Kingdom,  in 
which  the  same  increased  charge  has 
taken  place  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES :  It  is  a 
fact.  Sir,  that  the  fee  has  been  raised  to 
three  guineas ;  and  the  same  has  taken 
place  at  Glasgow — ^putting  Edinburgh 
and  Glas^w  in  the  same  position  as 
London,  Liverpool,  and  Manchester.  It 
is  in  consequence  of  the  greater  cost  for 
accommodation  and  service.  The  greater 
increased  charge  has  not  taken  pace  in 
any  other  town.  But  in  about  70 
other  towns  the  fee  has  been  raised  from 
one  guinea  to  two  guineas.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  would 
like  to  have  a  list  of  those ;  but  if  he 
chooses  to  move  for  it,  he  can  have  it. 

TURKEY— THE  REPORTS  OF  CONSULAR 
OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  J.  Holms, 
Mr.  BOUEKE  said  :  Full  and  ample 
accountB;  Sir,  of  the  state  of  affiurs  in 
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those  parts  of  Turkey  where  Consular 
officers  are  stationed,  have  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  Blue  Book 
Turkey  No.  1,  which  contains  Corre- 
spondence to  the  end  of  December.  This 
country  has  had  no  Consular  officer  for 
some  time  at  Slivno ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
will  find  in  the  Blue  Book  a  Eeport 
from  Consul  Blount,  in  which  he  enters 
in  great  detail  into  the  state  of  affairs 
with  regard  to  that  part  of  Turkey. 
Since  then  I  find  that  no  authentic 
report  has  been  received  with  regard  to 
the  transactions  which  has  taken  place 
there. 


THE    EASTERN    QUESTION— PRESENT 

POSITION  OF  H.M.  GOVERNMENT. 

qttestioks.    obsebyations. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETENOTON: 
Sir,  I  have  been  under  the  necessity  of 
communicating  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  fact  that  I  should  think  it  my  duty 
to  put  several  Questions  to  him  this 
evening  upon  several  important  subjects. 
The  first  of  those  Questions  is.  Whether 
the  terms  of  peace  demanded  by  Bussia 
have  arrived,  and  are  known  to  the  Go- 
vernment? and  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  also  be  able  to  state  at 
what  hour  they  arrived  yesterday  ?  and 
also,  whether  Her  Majes^'s  Government 
were  aware  that  those  terms  were  before 
the  Porte,  and  were  under  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Porte,  at  the  time  that  the 
Notice  which  the  Government  gave  yes- 
terday was  given?  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  also  be  able  to  state, 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
rumour,  which  I  believe  has  within  the 
last  hour  or  two  been  spread,  that  preli- 
minaries of  peace  or  an  armistice  have 
actually  been  signed  by  the  Porte  ?  Sir, 
I  have  further  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
GFentleman,  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken,   or  any  instructions  have  been 

given,  for  measures  to  be  taken,  which 
ave  not  yet  been  communicated  to  Par- 
liament? And,  Sir,  I  have  further  to 
ask — and  this  Question,  I  must  admit, 
is  based  upon  nothing  but  popular  ru- 
mour and  newspaper  statements;  rumours 
and  statements  which,  however,  I  think 
it  would  be  mere  affedxition  to  despise— 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
report  that  more  tnan  one  influential 
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Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  thought  it  necessary  to  tender  his 
resignation?  Sir,  I  do  hope  that  the 
House  will  believe  that  in  putting  these 
Questions  I  am  not  actuated  by  any  idle 
curiosity.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  it 
must  be  evident  to  the  House  that,  if 
there  is  any  foundation  for  such  a  state- 
ment, it  must  have  a  most  important 
bearing  upon  the  character  of  the  mea- 
sure which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer yesterday  announced  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  on  Mond^.  I  have 
only,  I  think,  one  further  Question  to 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it 
18  one  as  to  which  I  shall  have  to  ask 
the  House  to  allow  me  to  enter  upon  a 
very  short  explanation.  I  must  repeat 
the  Question  which  I  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday,  whe-. 
ther  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  die  House  any  further  Papers  relating 
to  their  communications  with  foreign 
Powers  ?  I  thought  that  the  object  of 
the  Question  I  put  yesterday  must  have 
been  perfectly  obvious;  but  from  the 
reply  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
it  appeared  to  me  that  he  did  not  fdto- 
gether  quite  comprehend  the  object  I 
had  in  view  in  putting  the  Question  to 
him.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gendeman  told 
us  the  other  day  that  it  was  a  time  to 
speak  frankly.  I  entirely  agree  with 
lum,  and  I  shall  endeavour  to  speak 
shortly,  and  at  the  same  time  frankly. 
The  House  and  the  public  are,  in  my 
opinion,  very  much  mistaken  if  it  is  not 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  some  of  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  neutrality  of  this  country  de- 
pends are  at  this  moment  being  im- 
perilled, and  the  country  believes  those 
conditions  are  conditions  which  relate  to 
the  occupation  of  Constantinople  and  the 
question  of  the  navigation  of  the  Darda- 
nelles. Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  about  to 
disoass  those  conditions,  but  I  must  say 
that  side  by  side  with  the  declaration 
which  was  made  upon  these  points 
last  year  was  the  declaration  that 
those  were  conditions  not  solely  of  Eng- 
lish, but  of  European  interest.  Now, 
Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  what  the  House 
has  a  nght  to  know  before  the  Govern- 
ment commits  us  to  a  course  which  may 
possibly — although  I  hope  not — lead  us 
to  go  to  war,  is  what  are  the  relations 
of  the  Gp  veniment  with  the  other  Powers 


of  Europe,  in  regard  especially  to  those 
points  upon  whiwi  our  conditional  neu- 
trality depends.  The  House  has  a  right 
to  be  told  whether  the  action  which  the 
Government  proposes  to  take  is  taken 
with  the  knowledge  of  and  with  the 
assent  of  the  other  Powers ;  and  if  it  is 
not  so  taken,  the  House  has  a  right,  in 
my  opinion,  to  know  how  it  has  come  to 
pass  that  those  conditions  which  last 
year  were  asserted  to  be  not  questions  of 
English  interest  only,  but  of  European 
interest,  have  come  to  be  entrusted  solely 
to  British  guardianship.  Sir,  the  neces- 
sity for  the  production  of  Papers  which 
will  throw  some  light  upon  those  points 
is,  of  course,  greatly  increased  if  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  rumours  to  which  I 
have  before  alluded.  I  could  conceive 
circumstances  imder  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  come  down  to  the  House 
and  make  an  appeal  to  Parliament,  and 
state  that  communications  had  passed 
between  themselves  and  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  but  which  it  was  not 
in  their  power  at  present  to  submit  to 
Parliament;  and  they  might  say  that 
they  trusted  that  Parliament,  if  it  had 
any  confidence  in  the  (Government  at 
all,  would  believe  that  they  would  not 
make  such  an  appeal  as  they  were  about 
to  make  without  sufficient  necessity  and 
without  the  communications  being  of 
such  a  character  that  it  would  not  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country  that  they 
should  be  divulged.  But  the  case  would 
be  very  greatly  altered  if  there  is  any 
foundation  for  those  rumours  which  I 
have  referred  to.  In  that  case,  it  would 
appear  that  some  of  their  own  Members 
— men  not  ignorant,  as  we  are,  of  what 
is  goin^  on,  but  possessing  the  same 
knowledge  as  the  Government  them- 
selves— consider  that  the  action  contem- 
plated by  the  Government  was  not 
necessary.  It  is  incumbent,  therefore, 
I  think,  upon  the  Government  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  without 
delay  such  information  as  would  enable 
the  House  to  judge  what  is  the  condition 
of  their  relations  with  foreign  Powers, 
and  whether  the  action  which  they  pro- 
pose now  to  take  is  to  be  an  isolated 
action,  and  if  it  is  to  be  an  isolated 
action,  what  are  the  grounds  which  have 
made  isolated  action  on  our  part  neces- 
sary. It  has  been  pointed  out  to  me 
that  the  Supplementary  Estimate  has 
not  yet  been  laid  upon  the  Table.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
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able  to  state  when  it  will  be  in  the 
possession  of  hon.  Members. 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  noble  Lord 
was  good  enough  to  make  a  communica- 
tion to  me  this  afternoon  of  his  intention 
to  put  Questions  of  the  character  he  has 
now  addressed  to  me,  and  I  will  endea- 
vour, so  far  as  I  can,  to  answer  those 
Questions ;  but  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
House  must  bear  in  mind  that  upon 
some  of  those  points  it  is  difficult,  or  in- 
deed impossible,  for  me  to  speak  fully 
and  to  answer  every  Question  that  has 
been  put  to  me,  because  many  of  the 
points  that  have  been  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  relate  to  matters  of  which  we 
are  not  at  liberty  to  speak  fully  without 
the  assent  of  other  Governments.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  first  Question— or 
group  of  Questions,  if  I  may  so  describe 
it — put  by  the  noble  Lord,  1  think  they 
were  these — He  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  terms  submitted  by  Russia,  or  offered 
by  the  Turkish  Plenipotentiaries,  have 
arrived  in  this  country,  and  have  been 
made  known  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ?  He  further  goes  on — assuming 
the  Answer  to  the  Question  in  a  manner 
which  I  am  rather  surprised  at — he  goes 
on  to  ask  at  what  time  those  conditions 
arrived  yesterday,  and  whether  the 
Government  were  aware  of  them,  and 
were  aware  that  they  were  imder  the 
consideration  of  the  Turkish  Plenipoten- 
tiaries at  the  time  when  I  gave  the  Notice 
I  did? 

The  Makqtjess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
That  is  not  quite  correct.  I  asked  whe- 
ther terms  of  peace  were  not  at  that 
time  imder  the  consideration  of  the 
Turkish  Government. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  I  beg  pardon.  I  understood 
your  Question  to  be,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  aware  that 
those  terms  were  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Porte  at  the  time  that 
I  made  the  announcement  in  this  House 
of  the  Government's  intention  to  propose 
a  Vote  ? 

The  Maeqttess  of  HARTINGTON : 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman  is  not  quite 
accurate.  What  I  asked  him  was  whether 
the  Government  were  aware  that  terms 
of  peace  were  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Porte  at  the  time  he  made  his  state- 
ment. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  beg  the  noble  Lord's  pardon, 
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but  of  course  I  do  not  pretend  to  quote 
the  language  in  which  the  noble  Lord's 
Questions  were  couched,  as  he  has  not 
given  me  in  handwriting  the  terms  of 
them.  However,  I  think  with  regard  to 
one  or  two  of  these  Questions  I  hardly 
ought  to  have  been  asked  them.  With 
regard  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
I  spoke,  I  think  the  House  would  hardly 
suppose  that  I  should  have  been  guilty, 
or  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
have  been  guilty  of  such  a  suppression, 
and  even  more  than  a  suppression,  of 
the  truth  as  would  have  been  involved 
in  coming  forward  and  giving  the  Notice 
which  we  did  give,  and  explaining  it  as 
I  subsequently  did  explain  it,  and  yet 
making  no  allusion  to  such  a  remarkable 
fact,  as  that  we  were  well  aware  that 
terms  of  peace  had  been  communicated 
by  the  Russian  Government  to  the  Porte 
and  were  under  consideration  by  the 
Porte.  Sir,  the  Government  had  no 
knowledge  that  anything  of  the  kind 
had  occurred.  And  now  with  reference 
to  the  Questions  the  noble  Lord  put,  I 
am  really  unable  even  now  to  answer 
positively  the  Question  whether  the 
terms  of  peace  have  arrived  and  are 
known  to  the  Government.  Certainly 
last  night  nothing  of  that  sort  had  oc- 
curred. Last  night,  up  to  the  time  the 
House  had  met,  we  had  not  had  com- 
municated to  us  the  terms,  and  we  were 
not  in  a  condition  to  say  what  were  the 
terms,  or  even  whether  terms  had  been 
communicated  to  Turkey.  Nay,  further, 
we  are  not  even  now  in  the  position  of 
saying  that  those  terms  have  been  com- 
municated to  us.  The  Russian  Am- 
bassador, I  believe,  had  previous  to  the 
time  when  I  came  down  to  the  House 
been  in  communication  with  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Derby,  and  we  were  aware 
that  no  oommimication  of  the  terms  had 
been  made.  Well,  in  the  course  of 
yesterday  evening  certain  communica- 
tions of  a  private,  and  not  of  an  authentic 
or  formal  character,  were  made  to  us  on 
the  subject  of  those  terms.  We  received 
them  by  communications  from  abroad, 
and  those  communications  certainly  led 
to  the  impression  that  matters  had  gone 
further  than  we  had  been  informed  of 
before.  But  those  communications,  as  I 
have  said,  were  not  of  an  authentic  cha- 
racter ;  and  they  have  been  supplemented 
by  others  which  show  that  they  were 
not  altogether  quite  accurate,  and  that 
they  were  not  at  that  time  fiUly  or  tho- 
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rouehly  known.  This  morning  my  noble 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affiairs  (Lord  Derby)  baa  received 
a  communication  from  the  Eussian  Am- 
bassador, and  the  heads  of  certain  bases 
have  been  communicated  to  Lord  Derby; 
but  whether  we  are  in  a  position  to 
make  any  communication  wim  regard  to 
them  I  am  not  able  at  this  moment  to 
say.  They  were  privately  given,  and  it 
rests,  therefore,  with  the  Eussian  Am- 
bassador to  say  whether  we  are  to  make 
any  use  of  his  communication.  With 
respect  to  the  next  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord — namely,  whether  we  are  aware 
that  an  armistice  has  been  actually  con- 
cluded, or  preliminaries  of  peace  agreed 
to  by  the  Porte,  I  have  to  sav  that  we 
are  not  aware  of  anything  of  the  sort. 
That  is  the  situation  of  affairs,  so  far  as 
I  am  able  to  state  them.  The  next 
Question  put  by  the  noble  Lord  was, 
whether  any  instructions  have  been 
given  by  Her  Majesiy's  Government  for 
steps  to  be  taken  which  have  not  yet 
been  communicated  to  Parliament.  Well, 
I  suppose  I  can  divine  to  what  particular 
kind  of  instructions  the  noble  Lord  refers. 
Ipresume  it  is  to  the  movement  of  the 
Fleet — [The  Marquess  of  Habtington  : 
Hear,  hear!] — which  has  been,  I  per- 
ceive, a  matter  of  general  comment.  The 
case  is  thisc — On  Wednesday  evening  we 
decided  that  orders  should  be  sent  to 
the  Fleet  to  proceed  to  the  Dardanelles 
to  keep  open  the  water-way  and  to  pro- 
tect Britxiah  life  and  property  in  the 
event  of  tumults  at  Oonstantinople. 
But,  Sir,  in  consequence  of  the  commu- 
nications to  which  I  have  referred — 
those  private  communications  which  we 
received  late  last  night,  a  further  tele- 
gram was  despatched  to  the  Fleet,  or- 
dering the  Fleet,  if  they  were  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Dardanelles,  where  they 
had  been  directed  to  call  for  orders,  to 
wait  until  they  received  fiirther  instruc- 
tions. That  is  the  position  of  affairs  at 
the  present  moment.  The  noble  Lord 
has  put  a  Question  to  me  with  regard  to 
other  rumours  which  are  afloat  and  as  to 
the  position  of  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment.  The  noble  Lord  has  ex- 
perieDce  in  those  matters,  and  he  will 
bear  me  out  in  saying,  or  will  not  be 
surprised  at  my  saying,  that  I  am  not 
authorized  to  make  any  communication 
on  that  subject.  With  respect  to  the 
Question  ot  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
production  .of  Papers,  I  said  last  night 


that  we  would  see  whether  there  were 
any  more  Papers  which  could  properly 
be  presented.  But  the  noble  Lord  now 
supplements  that  Question  by  indicating 
the  Kind  of  Papers  which  he  thinks  the 
House  ought  to  be  supplied  with.  With 
regard  to  those  Papers,  I  may  say  that 
we  have,  of  course,  had  many  communi- 
cations with  foreign  Powers  of  a  con- 
fidential character,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible, without  the  consent  of  other 
Powers,  to  publish  Papers  of  that  de- 
scription. The  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  near  him  must  be 
perfectly  well  aware  how  difficult  it  is 
to  carry  on  diplomatic  correspondence  if 
you  are  liable  at  all  times  to  be  called 
upon  to  produce  everything.  So  far  as 
Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment,  however, 
are  concerned,  there  is  not  a  line  that 
they  have  written  which  they  would  have 
the  slightest  objection  to  produce.  But 
the  matter  is  not  in  our  hands  alone, 
and  it  would  not  be  right  to  present 
anything  without  communicating  with 
foreign  Powers.  The  noble  Lord  asked 
one  other  Question — ^namely,  as  to  the 
Supplementary  Estimate.  The  actual 
details  of  the  Estimate  are  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  being  drawn  up  by  those 
who  are  conversant  with  the  Depart- 
ments concerned ;  but  I  may  state  to  the 
House  generally  that  the  Estimate  itself 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  this  evening, 
together  with  particulars,  and  it  may 
be  convenient  that  I  should  say  at  once 
that  the  amount  which  will  be  asked 
for  is  £6,000,000. 

The  Marqitess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  will 
aUow  me  to  put  another  Question  which 
arises  out  of  his  statement.  I  under- 
stood him  to  sav  that  orders  had  been 
given  to  the  Fleet — which  have  now 
been,  at  all  events,  suspended — to  enter 
the  Dardanelles.  I  am  under  the  impres- 
sion that  under  the  Treaty  that  step 
would  be  an  infraction  of  the  Treaty, 
imless  it  were  taken  with  the  consent  of 
the  Porte ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  is  able  to 
state  that  the  consent  of  the  Porte  was 
obtained  before  that  order  was  given  ? 
Perhaps  I  might  be  allowed  to  say  one 
word  m  explanation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentieman  seemed  to  think  that  I  con- 
veyed some  imputation  upon  him  for 
want  of  candour  in  keeping  back  in- 
formation when  he  made  his  announce- 
ment yesterday.    I  can  assure  the  right 
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hon.  Oentleman  and  the  House  that  I 
had  no  such  intention.  A  statement, 
however,  has  been  published  in  all  the 
Papers  to-day,  apparently  on  good 
authority,  that  yesterday  aitemoon  the 
terms  of  peace,  naving  been  remitted  by 
the  Turkish  PlenipotentiarieB  to  Con- 
stantinople, were  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Porte.  I  do  not  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  deny  now 
the  accuracy  of  that  statement ;  and  if 
it  was  the  fact,  surely  it  was  not  un- 
natural to  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  yesterday  aitemoon 
have  been  informed  of  it  through  our 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople?  Neither 
did  I  suppose  that  he  would  be  char^- 
able  with  keeping  back  anything  which 
it  was  essential  for  the  House  to  know 
when  he  did  not  make  that  communication 
yesterday.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  I  understand,  is  aware  now  that  terms 
are  or  have  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Porte ;  but  I  do  not  under- 
stand him  to  have  said  it  makes  any 
difference  in  the  line  of  policy  which 
Her  Majesly's  Government  have  an- 
nounced their  intention  to  take  on  Mon- 
day next. 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  As  to  the  last  observation  of 
the  noble  Lord,  it  has  certainly  made  no 
difference  in  the  line  of  poHcy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  feel  it  their 
duty  to  take  in  proposing  the  Supple- 
mentary Vote,  but  it  did  make  a  dif- 
ference in  regard  to  moving  the  Fleet. 
But  I  think  it  better  to  refrain  from 
saying  more  on  that  point  until  I  have 
an  opportunity  on  Monday  of  explain- 
ing the  reasons  which  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  give  their  Notice 
for  Monday  next,  mth  reference  to 
the  point  which  the  noble  Lord  [raised 
as  to  the  bearing  of  Treaty  obligations 
on  the  admission  of  the  Fleet  to  the 
Dardanelles,  of  course  it  is  one  which 
has  not  escaped  the  observation  of  Her 
Maiesty's  Cfovemment.  But  I  think  it 
will  be  more  convenient  if  I  abstain  at 
present  from  answering  the  Question 
that  he  put  until  I  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  my  statement  on  Monday. 
I  would  repeat  again  that  I  had  not  the 
information  referred  to  at  the  time  I 
made  the  statement  yesterday,  and  that 
I  should  myself  have  considered  it  a 
want  of  candour,  especially  as  the 
Question  was  asked,  if  I  had  refrained 
from  mentioning  it. 

The  Marquees  of  Hartington 


Mb.  CHUiDEES :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  put  a 
Question  to  him  in  order  to  elucidate 
his  previous  Answer.  The  right  hon. 
GenUeman  said  yesterday  that  he 
was  about  to  place  on  ti^e  Table  a 
Supplementary  Estimate,  and  he  has 
now  stated  that  it  woidd  amoxmt  to 
£6,000,000.  Now,  a  Supplementaiy 
Estimate  must  be  an  Estimate  which  is 
supplementary  to  some  other  Estimate ; 
and  what  I  have  to  ask  is,  whether  this 
is  an  Estimate  for  the  current  year, 
1877-8,  or  is  to  be  supplementary  to 
Estimates  for  next  year  which  are  not 
yet  before  us  ?  On  inquiry  of  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table  I  find  that  there  are  no 
Estimates  either  for  this  or  for  the  next 
year  on  the  Table.  Is  the  Estimate 
which  is  about  to  be  presented  one  for 
the  current  year  ? 

Thb  CHAJ^CELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  It  is  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
in  the  proper  sense  for  the  Naval  and 
Military  Services  o£  the  year  1877-8 — 
that  is  to  say,  it  is  not  additional  to 
anything  which  has  not  been  presented, 
but  an  addition  to  the  Votes  which  were 
passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament 
in  the  Appropriation  Act  for  the  Naval 
and  Military  Services  of  the  country.  A 
further  sum  is  required  for  those  Ser- 
vices, and  the  detculs  will  be.  mentioned 
in  the  Estimates. 

Me.  CHILDEES  :  I  must  apologize 
to  the  House,  but  my  only  object  is  to 
clear  up  the  matter.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean,  in  one  word, 
that  before  the  3 1st  of  March  next 
the  Government  propose  to  spend 
£6,000,000? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  is  not  a  question  of  whether 
it  will  require  to  be  spent  or  not.  It  is 
a  question  of  what  the  Gt)vemment  ask 
to  have  placed  at  their  disposal  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Naval  and  Military  ex- 
penses of  the  country.  This  will  be  the 
heading — ''  For  a  sum  required  beyond 
the  ordinaiy  grants  by  Parliament  to- 
wards defraying  the  expenses  which  may 
be  incurred  in  immediately  increasing 
the  Naval  and  Military  Services  in  the 
present  crisis  of  the  war  between  Eussia 
and  TurkejTy  including  the  cost  of  a  fur- 
ther addition  to  the  number  of  Land 
Forces  during  the  year  ending  the  31st 
March,  1878."  I  think  we  had  bet- 
ter defer  the  further  discussion  of  the 
matler. 
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CEYLON— ECCLESIASTIOAL  GBANT8. 
QTJBBTIOK.      EXPLAITATIOW. 

Mr,  J.  LOWTHEE:  With  the  per- 
miaaion  of  the  House,  I  desire  to  make  a 
ooirection  of  an  Answer  I  gave  a  few 
eyenings  ago  to  a  Qaestion  put  to  me  by 
one  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Lambeth 
(Mr.  Alderman  M'Arthnr)  relating  to  eo- 
oleeiastical  grants  in Oeylon.  I  find  I  am 
reported,  and  quite  correctly,  to  have 
said  that  ''Lord  Oamarvon  has  com- 
municated personally  with  Sir  William 
(Gregory  on  this  as  on  other  subjects 
connected  with  Ceylon."  I  have  since 
received  a  letter  firom  Sir  William  Gre- 
gory, from  which  it  appears  that  my 
noble  Friend  was  mistaken  in  his  im- 
preaaion  that  this  was  among  the  sub- 
jects upon  which  thev  had  privately  con- 
versed. I  mention  this,  as  Sir  William 
Gregory  is  anxious  I  should  do  so.  The 
decision,  however,  arrived  at  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  as  originally 
stated  by  me — namely,  to  continue  the 
existing  grants. 

0RDER8    OF  THE  DAY. 
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might  be  plunged  into  a  greatly  in- 
creased expenditure.  In  such  an  event, 
the  mode  of  taxation  in  India  would  be 
of  the  utmost  importance ;  we  had  heard 
the  measures  which  were  proposed,  and 
he  trusted  that  this  matter,  so  urgent 
from  an  Indian  point  of  view,  would 
command  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  principal  aim  and  object  of  his  Mo- 
tion was  that  in  his  judgment — and  he 
trusted  it  would  appear,  also,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  House — it  was  unfair 
and  inexpedient  that  the  additional  taxa- 
tion whidi  it  had  been  found  necessary 
to  impose  on  the  Indian  people,  should 
be  imposed  on  the  poor  and  not  on  the 
rich;  and  more  especially  so  since  it 
would  be  imposed  in  a  very  objection- 
able form  of  taxation  on  the  food  of  the 
poorer  classes.  Upon  that  point  he 
might  claim  the  sympathy  of  tnose  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  represented  the  financial  policy 
inaugurated  by  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
and  adopted  by  his  successors,  the  effect 
of  that  policy  bein^  to  remove  the  taxes 
on  food,  and  substitute  a  fair,  propor- 
tionate tax  on  the  income  of  the  nch. 
That  was  the  policy  at  present  pursued 
in  England,  but  not  in  Lidia,  where  the 
example  of  a  few  oligarchiciEd  colonies 
had  been  copied.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  had  often  denounced 
the  Ghovemment  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany ;  but  those  censures  came  rather  ill 
irom  him,  as,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  failings  of  the  Oompany,  it  had,  at 
any  rate,  protected  the  poor,  and  had 
done  its  best  for  the  masses  of  the 
people.  Undoubtedly  the  present  Fi- 
nancial Minister  of  India  (Sir  John 
Strachey),  was  an  able  man,  and  no- 
thing could  be  more  true  than  his  retro- 
spect of  the  circumstances  which  had 
given  rise  to  the  present  necessity ;  but 
when  he  dealt  with  the  prospects  of  the 
future,  he  took  the  position  rather  of  an 
advocate  than  of  a  statesman,  so  that 
the  Indian  journals  gave  him  credit  for 
abandoning  his  own  views  in  deference 
to  public  opinion.  The  Budget  was,  he 
believed,  in  this  respect,  rather  Lord 
Lytton's  than  Sir  John  Strachey's,  espe- 
cially with  reference  to  the  salt  duty. 
Sir  John  Strachey  had  unfortunately  aJ- 
lowed  himself  to  give  a  viewy  colour- 
ing to  the  future  which  was  possible 
enough  in  a  small  Assembly,  though  not 
possible  in  a  place  where  statements 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  iJie 
Chair." 

INDLl— THE  SALT  TAX.       -  • 
EESOLTTTIOW. 

SmGEOEGE  CAMPBELL,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Taxation  of 
India,  and  to  the  injustice  of  placing 
new  burdens  on  the  food  of  the  poor 
while  the  rich  are  not  taxed  in  due  pro- 
portion ;  and  to  move— 

"That  the  total  taxation  on  salt  m  Lidia 
being  already  ezcessiTe  should  not  be  increased, 
and  especially  a  very  large  additional  burden 
on  an  article  so  essential  to  life  and  health 
should  not  be  placed  on  the  populations  of  Ma- 
dras and  Bombay  at  a  time  when  they  are  en- 
feebled and  emaciated  by  a  very  prolong^  and 
serere  ibunme," 

said,  he  feared  that  the  question  might 
seem  tame  in  these  times,  but  it  in- 
timately concerned  the  welfare  of 
180,000,000  of  the  poorest  of  our  fellow 
subjects,  and  was  of  special  conse- 
quence at  a  time  when,  India  and  Eng- 
hnd   being   partners,    both    countries 
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were  narrowly  oritioized.  He  was  com- 
pelled to  a«^ee  with  the  GbTemment 
of  India  l£at  some  serious  addition 
to  the  taxation  of  that  country  was 
unfortunately  necessary.  Perhaps  re- 
trenchment might  effect  a  saving ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  authorities  both 
of  India  and  of  Ihigland  had  tried  to 
make  reductions  without  much  suc- 
cess. As  regarded  the  military  charges, 
that,  he  believed,  was  eminently  the 
case,  and  the  best  way  to  guard  against 
the  increase  of  those  charges  was  to 
abstain  from  a  mischievous  activity 
on  the  North-western  frontier.  Again, 
so  far  as  the  additional  taxation  which 
it  was  proposed  to  impose  on  India, 
there  was,  he  thought,  m  that  portion 
of  the  Budget  extreme  vagueness  of 
statement,  as  well  as  a  considerable  in- 
adequacy in  the  measures  proposed. 
It  was  stated  that  a  very  heavy  debt 
had  been  incurred  on  account  of  the 
Famine,  and  that  it  was  deemed  ne- 
cessary to  levy  additional  taxation  to 
meet  those  recurring  disasters.  Out  of 
the  £1,600,000  a-year  to  be  provided, 
only  £700,000  per  annum  would  be 
avcolable  from  the  new  taxation  pro- 
posed to  be  raised,  and  that  was  held 
out  as  available  for  material  improve- 
ments rather  than  for  paying  the  costs 
of  the  famine.  It  was  not  a  large  sum, 
and  it  was  inadequate  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  case.  Now,  the 
famine  tax  which  it  was  proposed  to 
impose  on  land  had  his  approval ; 
while  as  to  the  tax  on  traders  and  ar- 
tizans,  he  was  in  favour  of  the  principle 
on  which  the  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  proceed,  provided  the  tax  were 
justly  and  equally  imposed  upon  all 
classes.  He  was  ready  to  admit  that  up 
to  the  limit  of  £1,000  a-year,  which 
would  be  represented  by  a  £20  tax,  the 
charge  was  a  fair  one;  but  his  com- 
plaint was  not  of  the  mode  of  its  impo- 
sition as  a  substitute  for  a  regular  in- 
come tax  on  the  middle  classes;  but 
that,  contrary  to  the  practice  in  the 
case  of  such  a  tax,  it  was  to  be  im- 
posed on  the  very  humblest  and  poorest 
artizans  down  apparently  to  men  earn- 
ing £6  a-year,  while  the  very  rich 
were  left  practically  untaxed.  Com- 
panies making  £100,000  a-year  of  profit 
were  to  be  taxed  only  on  £1,000  a-year, 
and  the  same  rule  applied  to  the  rich 
merchants  and  millionaires  of  India. 
The  Government  of  India  were  afraid  of 

Sir  George  Catnpbell 


touching  these  great  Companies  and 
rich  men,  because  of  the  unpopularity  it 
would  cause,  and  because  or  the  com- 
plaints l^at  would  appear  in  the  news- 
papers. In  agreeing  to  increase  the 
salt  tax,  Lord  Lytton,  he  was  grieved 
and  ashamed  to  say,  had  yielded  to  a 
selfish  demand  on  ttie  part  of  the  rich 
for  exemption  from  taxation ;  and  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  opinion 
that  it  was  a  base  and  unjust  thing  for 
the  Government  of  India  to  seek  popu- 
larity on  such  terms.  The  net  increase 
of  the  salt  tax  was  only  £300,000.  If 
the  Government  extended  the  principle 
of  the  licence  tax  to  the  very  rich,  and 
taxed  the  rich  for  their  servants,  ele- 
phants, and  horses,  they  would  raise 
a  much  larger  sum  than  they  gained 
by  this  iniquitous  tax  on  the  food  of 
the  poor.  He  thought  there  should 
be  a  limit  to  the  constant  increase  of 
this  tax.  The  Government  was  getting 
dangerously  near  the  point  at  which 
the  camel's  back  would  be  broken ; 
and  it  was  desirable  that  a  little  of 
the  burden  imposed  by  this  tax  should 
be  removed  and  laid  upon  different 
shoulders.  By  no  man  had  that  opi- 
nion been  more  strongly  held  than  oy 
the  late  Lord  Mayo,  assisted  by  the 
present  Finance  Minister,  Sir  John 
otrachey.  It  had  also  been  held  by 
Lord  Lawrence,  and  Lord  Hobart,  and 
many  others,  and  last  year  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
had  stated  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  was  of  opinion  that  some  means 
should  be  taken  for  reducing  the  tax. 
The  statistics  of  the  operation  of  the  tax 
showed  one  or  two  very  remarkable  re- 
sults. The  consumers  of  rice  and  ragi 
in  the  South  of  India  used  a  much  larger 
proportion  of  salt  than  the  population 
of  me  wheat-consuming  country  in  the 
North  of  India.  Among  the  latter  the 
consumption  was  only  6lb.  a-head; 
whereas  in  the  South  of  India  it 
amounted  to  15lb.  or  161b.  a-head. 
The  tax  would  thus  press  most  heavily 
on  the  population  which  was  com- 
pelled to  use  the  poorest  class  of  grain, 
and  a  population  impoverished,  too,  by 
the  late  Famine.  It  was  a  striking 
fact  that,  during  the  Famine,  when  food 
was  scarce  or  of  an  inferior  quality, 
the  consumption  of  salt  was  greater 
than  when  it  was  plentiful  and  good,  as 
the  people  used  it  as  a  kind  of  stimulant. 
The  proposal  to  raise  the  salt  tax  40  per* 
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cent  in  Madras  and  Bombay,  and  reduce 
it  only  4  per  cent  in  Bengal,  would  re- 
sult in  a  very  considerable  increase  as 
a  whole.  Equalization  was  no  reason 
for  raising  the  whole  tax.  He  regretted 
that  Sir  John  Strachey  had  attenmted 
to  justify  the  action  which  had  been 
taken  in  regard  to  the  imposition  of  the 
salt  tax  in  the  way  he  had.  The  pro- 
posal was  said  to  be  of  a  temporary 
character,  and  stress  was  laid  on  the 
benefit  that  would  result  from  its  de- 
crease in  future  years ;  but  that  was  a 
iaUacy,  for  the  proposed  increase  must 
result  in  a  substantial  increase  of  the 
tax.  The  increase  of  40  per  cent  in 
Madras  and  Bombay  was  unjustifiable, 
for  ah*ead^  the  population  of  these  Pro- 
Tinces  paid  a  higher  rate  of  taxation 
per  head  in  the  shape  of  salt  duties 
than  any  other  part  of  India.  The  in- 
habitants of  Madras  and  Bombay  al- 
ready paid  £2,000,000  net  of  the  salt 
tax  of  India.  They  contained  less  than 
one-third  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
tij,  but  they  paid  more  than  one-third 
of  the  salt  tax,  and  those  I^esidencies 
had  naturally  protested  against  any  in- 
crease of  the  tax.  This  increased  tax 
was  unjust  and  inexpedient.  It  was  un- 
just, because  the  rich  in  India  were  not 
taxed  in  due  prc^rtion,  whilst  it  was 
a  Teiy  heavy  tax  on  the  poor.  The  salt 
tax  was,  in  reality,  a  lood  tax  in  its 
worst  form;  and  wmlst  the  poor  in  India 
were  heavily  taxed,  the  rich  in  that 
country,  since  the  abolition  of  the  in- 
come tax,  were  the  most  lightly  taxed 
people  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  De- 
ducting the  land  tax,  and  opium,  and 
other  similar  sources  of  income,  the 
real  taxation  of  India  amounted  to  some 
£12,000,000,  one-half  of  which  was  de- 
rived from  salt,  leaving  only  £6,000,000 
to  be  paid  by  the  country  generally, 
and  by  far  the  greater  part  of  that  sum 
was  paid  by  the  poor.  If  additional 
taxation  was  to  be  imposed  on  India,  it 
was  only  right  and  proper  that  a  fair 
share  of  it  should  be  imposed  on  the 
rich.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
^  the  total  taxation  of  lalt  in  India  being  al- 
readj  exeeenTe  should  not  be  increased,  and 
especially  a  yer^  large  additional  burden  on  an 
aiticle  BO  eesential  to  life  and  health  should  not 
ho  placed  on  the  popnlatioiiB  of  Madras  and 


Bombay  at  a  time  when  they  are  enfeebled  and 
emaciated  by  a  very  prolonged  and  severe 
famine," — {Sir  George  Campbell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
moved  a  very  ingenious  .^^endment 
against  a  Budget  which  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  House;  but  it  was 
impossible  for  the  House,  unless  it  was 
in  possession  of  the  full  scope  and  bear- 
ing of  Sir  John  Strachey's  scheme,  to 
understand  why  in  one  portion  of  India 
he  had  been  obliged  to  increase  the  tax 
on  a  particular  commodity.  The  hon. 
Member  had  jumped  to  the  conclusion 
that  Sir  John  Strachey  had  preferred  to 
put  all  taxation  on  the  poor  and  to 
abolish  the  tases  on  the  rich;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  anyone  who 
was  in  full  possession  of  the  scheme  could 
make  such  a  statement.  The  statement 
of  Sir  John  Strachey  only  reached  this 
country  a  few  days  back.  He  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  might  say,  without 
exaggeration,  that  Sir  John  Strachey 
had  made  a  most  comprehensive,  most 
able,  and  statesmanlike  exposition  of 
the  finances  of  India.  It  was  true  that 
he  proposed  additional  taxation,  but  he 
coupled  it  with  a  large  number  of  im- 
portant administrative  and  financial  re- 
forms. Lord  Mayo  had  not  only  estab- 
lished an  equilibrium  between  revenue 
and  expenditure,  but  had  bequeathed  a 
considerable  surplus  to  his  successor. 
Lord  Northbrook  had  enlarged  the 
surplus  to  such  an  extent  that  he  thou^t 
it  right  to  abolish  the  income  tax.  He 
thought  the  abolition  of  that  tax  was  a 
matter  to  be  regretted ;  but  it  had  been 
abolished  under  peculiar  circumstances, 
and  it  was  one  thing  to  abolish  a  tax 
and  another  to  re-impose  it.  From  the 
period  at  which  the  income  tax  was 
abolished  up  to  the  present  time,  there 
had  been  long-continued  famines  in  one 
part  of  India  or  another,  which  had  en- 
tailed an  expenditure  of  £16,000,000, 
adding  £360,000  to  the  permanent  ex- 
penditure of  that  country.  The  fall  in 
the  value  of  silver  had  imposed  another 
charge,  which  could  not  be  estimated  at 
less  than  £1,500,000.  There  had  also 
been  an  increased  expenditure  for  mili- 
tary organization.  Taking  these  amounts 
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altogether,  India  had  diinn^  the  last  four 
or  five  years  to  meet  additional  charges 
amounting  to  £3,000,000,  and  that  had 
eaten  up  the  whole  of  the  surplus.  Sir 
John  Strachey  had  pointed  out  how  they 
would  obtain  a  surplus  of  £500,000, 
which  was  msisted  upon  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  also  an  insurance  fund  of 
£1,500,000  per  annum  to  provide  against 
famine.  He  proposed  to  do  this  by  a 
series  of  wise  administrative  changes, 
and  giving  the  Local  Government  greater 
control  over  the  Civil  Service.  He 
in  this  way  saved  in  this  year  and 
the  next  £400,000.  That  would  leave 
£1,100,000  to  be  provided  for,  and  he 
proposed  to  raise  by  land  cess  £450,000, 
and  by  licence  taxes  £650,000  ;  Madras 
and  Bombay  being  exempted  from  the 
land  cess.  He  further  proposed  to  hand 
over  to  the  Local  Government  additional 
means  to  construct  irrigation  works  and 
railways.  He  proposed  to  lay  the  foun- 
dation of  a  great  fiscal  and  miancial  re- 
form— ^namely,  an  equalization  of  the 
salt  duty  in  India.  The  salt  duty  of 
India  was  said  to  be  crushing;  but 
where?  Not  in  Madras  and  Bombay, 
but  in  Bengal.  At  the  present  moment 
the  rate  in  Bengcd  was  52  annas  per 
maund.  The  rate  in  the  North-west  and 
other  parts  of  India  was  48  annas.  In 
Bombay  and  Madras  it  was  29  annas. 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  (Jovemment  to 
equalize,  not  by  levelling  up,  but  by 
levelling  down.  But  it  was  impossible 
to  level  down  to  the  level  of  Bombay 
and  Madras  without  sacrificing  a  very 
large  part  of  the  revenue.  Were  we, 
then,  to  sit  still  and  never  attempt  to 
equalize  the  duties  of  India?  There 
was  one  course  that  might  be  adopted — 
namely,  that  of  raising,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, the  duty  in  Madras  and  Bombay 
and  to  level  the  duty  in  Bengal  down 
to  that  which  was  proposed  in  Madras 
and  Bombay.  That  was  what  Sir  John 
Strachey  proposed.  He  proposed  to 
exempt  Bombay  and  Madras  from  the 
land  tax.  It  would  be  reversing  the  prin- 
ciple of  local  rule  and  responsibility  to 
lay  down  a  rule  that  when  a  locsdity 
si;&ered  a  calamity  all  others  were  to  bear 
the  taxation  necessary  for  its  relief;  yet 
that  would  be  the  result  of  Sir  John 
Strachey's  proposals  if  he  had  not  put 
additional  taxation  upon  Madras  and 
Bombay.  He  objected  to  put  it  in  the 
shape  of  a  land  cess,  because  the  land 
revenue  was  high,  and    impoverii^ed 

Lord  Oeorge  Eamilton 


people  would  have  difficulty  in  paying 
a  land  cess,  which  would  become  pay- 
able at  certain  stated  intervals.  There- 
fore he  proposed  to  bring  the  salt  duty 
in  Madras  and  Bombay  to  the  level 
which  he  proposed  for  the  whole  of 
India — namely,  2  rupees  8  annas.  An 
increase  of  12  annas  was,  no  doubt,  a 
considerable  one;  but  the  raised  duty 
would  still  be  below  the  present  rate  in 
Bengal,  which  was  to  be  reduced  by 
2  annas,  while  that  of  the  North-west 
Provinces  and  elsewhere  would  be  re- 
duced by  4  annas.  These  changes  were 
not  made  capriciously  simply  to  increase 
taxation,  but  they  were  made  to  ac- 
complish reforms  and  equalization,  and 
to  facilitate  the  abolition  of  the  inner 
Customs'  line  of  2,000  miles,  which  re- 
flected little  credit  on  our  administra- 
tion. It  would  not  be  possible  to  carry 
out  these  reforms  with  a  lower  duty  on 
salt.  Negotiations  were  being  carried 
on  with  the  Native  Princes  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line,  and  when  these  were 
completed  there  would  be  a  uniform 
duty  on  salt  throughout  India.  All 
other  forms  of  taxation  had  been  con- 
sidered, and  preference  given  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  salt  duties,  which  amounted 
to  onlv  2d.  a-head,  and  would  not  be 
payable  all  at  one  time ;  while  the  change 
embodied  the  germ  of  a  great  fiscal  re- 
form and  fumi^ed  the  means  by  which 
Madras  and  Bombay  would  contribute 
their  fetir  share  towards  a  famine  in- 
surance Amd.  If  the  Amendment  should 
be  accepted  the  whole  equilibrium  of  the 
Budget  would  be  destroyed,  and  the 
most  important  of  the  reforms  proposed 
would  be  indefinitely  postponed.  Not- 
withstanding all  the  criticism  indulged 
in,  no  alternative  was  offered;  yet  it 
was  proposed  that  the  House  should 
incur  the  serious  responsibility  of  inter- 
fering with  the  functions  of  the  Indian 
Government,  which  after  mature  de- 
liberation had  adopted  a  form  of  taxa- 
tion preferred  by  the  people,  of  whom 
147,000,000  were  now  paying  a  tax 
higher  than  that  proposed,  which  would 
be  an  advance  to  45,000,000.  He  had 
always  taken  a  sanguine  view  of  the  salt 
tax,  and  believed  that  reduction  of  the 
tax  would  be  followed  by  increase  of 
consumption.  If  that  anticipation  were 
realized,  the  Finance  Minister  would  be 
able  to  reduce  the  rate  for  all  India  to 
the  present  rate  for  Madras  and  Bombay. 
Sir  John  Strachey  had  sketched  reforms 
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which  wonld  be  of  great  utUity,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not,  on  a 
plansible  Motion  directed  to  the  weakest 
part  of  the  Budget,  postpone  indefinitely 
reforms  which  would  confer  great  benefits 
on  the  people  of  India. 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIE :  The  sub- 
ject upon  which  we  are  asked  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  is  one  of  no  ordinary  im- 
portance. I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  spoken  that  we  ought  to 
discuss  the  Budget  with  moderation,  for 
there  is  no  doubt  that  Sir  John  Strachey, 
in  his  recent  able  speech  on  Indian 
finance,  has  proved  the  need  of  increased 
taxation  with  the  view  of  forming  a 
famine  insurance  fund.  That  is  to 
amount  to  £1,500,000,  and  he  de- 
rives that  sum  by  taxes  on  land  and 
licences  on  trade.  In  addition  to  this 
sum,  however,  he  proposes  to  raise 
£500,000  as  a  surplus  on  revenue  in 
ordinary  years.  Tins  £500,000  is  to  be 
obtained  by  raising  the  tax  on  salt  in 
Madras  and  Bombay  about  40  per  cent 
on  its  present  amount.  He  takes  credit 
that  wnile  he  thus  largely  augments  the 
tax  on  these  Presidencies,  containing 
47,000,000  of  people,  he  actually  reduces 
the  tax  in  Bengal  and  Northern  India, 
containing  137,000,000  of  people.  This 
is  a  taking  statement,  but  as  my  hon. 
Friend  shows,  it  in  reality  means  that  a 
heavy  tax  is  made  more  heavy  in  Madras 
and  Bombay,  by  at  least  lOe^.  per  family, 
while  it  is  lightened  in  other  districts  by 
about  3^.  A  salt  tax  is  not  pecidiar  to 
India.  It  is  an  ancient  form  of  tax, 
established  by  the  Bomans,  and  has 
existed  in  almost  eveiy  land.  But  since 
science  showed  how  essential  salt  is  as 
a  necessary  of  life,  the  tax  has  been 
growing  into  disfavour,  and  when  it  was 
found  to  cramp  the  growth  of  manufac- 
ture, England  long  aj^o  abandoned  it  as  a 
source  ofrevenue.  Sir  John  Strachey  ad- 
duces France  as  an  example  of  a  country 
which  has  increased  the  salt  tax  in  recent 
vears.  France  may  be  used  as  a  wam- 
mg,  but  scarcely  as  an  example  for 
imitation,  as  the  history  of  her  salt  tax 
has  edways  been  lamentable.  Its  op- 
pressiveness did  more  than  any  other 
single  cause  to  bring  on  the  Ghreat  Ee- 
volution,  and  its  incidence  in  modem 
times  has  prevented  the  growth  of  manu- 
lactures  in  France.  One  strong  objection 
to  a  salt  tax  is  that  it  forms  a  poll 
taxof  the  worst  description.  The  old  poll 
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tax  did  discriminate  persons  according 
to  their  ability  to  pay,  but  a  salt  tax 
presses  on  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
m  the  same  way.  The  beggar  must  pay 
just  as  much  of  it  as  the  Pnnce  or  rich 
trader ;  for  salt^is  as  necessary  to  human 
existence  as  air  or  water.  It  is  more 
oppressive  than  ordinary  taxes  on  food. 
A  tax  might  be  levied  on  every  cultivated 
food,  and  still  the  poor  man,  unable  to 
pay  it,  might  live  on  herbs,  or  slues,  or 
caterpillars ;  but  there  are  three  tilings 
he  must  have — air,  water,  and  salt — 
and  in  India  we  tax  heavily  one  of 
these  three  essentials  of  life.  The  blood 
cannot  be  formed  without  salt,  which 
indeed  forms  more  than  50  per  cent  of 
its  incombustible  ingredients.  All  the 
animal  juices  likewise  contain  it.  Hence 
every  human  being  must  consume  a 
definite  quantity  each  year,  so  that  a 
salt  tax  becomes  a  universal  poll  tax. 
And  it  is  upon  this  absolute  essenticd 
to  life  that  there  is  to  be  an  increase  of 
40  per  cent  of  tax  levied  from  the  in- 
habitants of  Bombay  and  Madras.  The 
famine  in  these  districts  has  scarcely 
passed  away,  and  upon  their  weakened 
populations  this  increased  tax  is  to  be 
levied.  A  tax  on  salt  is  especially  heavy 
on  a  population  like  that  of  India, 
which  chiefly  lives  on  starchy  food. 
Less  salt  is  necessary  with  an  animcd 
diet  than  with  one  which  has  for  its 
staple  such  food  as  rice  or  potatoes.  We 
recollect  how  much  salt  the  Irish  used 
with  their  food  before  the  potato  famine, 
and  the  same  requirement  is  felt  by  the 
rice-feeding  people  of  India.  If  the 
supply  of  salt  be  stinted  in  such 
conditions,  the  heedth  of  the  popidation 
suffers  materially.  In  the  districts  of 
France,  which  purchased  immunity  from 
the  Grande  Oahelle,  the  consumption  of 
salt  was  18lb  per  head.  But  in  the 
taxed  districts  it  was  slightly  over  9lb 
This  experience  has  also  occurred  in 
India.  Formerly  the  consumption  in 
India  is  said  to  have  been  15  to  161b 
per  head;  in  Bengal  it  is  now  10  to 
1  lib.  In  Bombay,  under  the  discontent 
of  a  severe  law,  it  sank  down  afew  years 
ago  to  the  minimum  of  9' 71b.  Below 
that  even  the  new  tax  can  scarcely 
depress  it.  But  diminished  consump- 
tion means  diminished  health  of  the 
people,  so  that  the  expected  surplus  of 
£500,000  may  soon  vanish  in  the  heavy 
charges  which  residt  from  a  decreased 
productive  power  of  a  population.    I 
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would  point  to  another  faot,  which  showyi 
that  no  worse  means  could  be  found 
for  increasing  reyenue  than  an  augmen- 
tation of  the  salt  tax.  Salt  is  one  of  the 
most  important  materials  of  manufac- 
turing industry.  The  products  coming 
from  it  are  essential  for  the  bleaching  of 
cotton  goods,  for  the  manufEtcture  of 
soap,  of  glass,  of  earthenware,  and  many 
other  industries.  If  any  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  yentured  to  re-impose  so 
low  a  duty  as  5«.  per  ton  on  salt  m  Eng- 
land, he  would  produce  such  agitation 
among  the  leading  industries  of  this 
counlry  that  he  comd  not  hold  his  office 
for  three  weeks.  The  new  equalized 
duty  in  India  is  not  5«.  but  140«.  per  ton. 
How  can  India  be  expected  to  gain  any 
industrial  or  commercial  prosperity  while 
she  is  burdened  by  such  a  tax  ?  Eyen 
the  curing  of  food  cannot  be  properly 
carried  on  in  India ;  and  I  obserye  in  the 
last  Beport  on  the  material  condition  of 
India  that  complaints  are  made  of  the 
Madras  people  eating  imperfectly  cured 
fish  in  order  to  saye  salt,  and  a  timid  pro- 
posal is  made  that  a  few  yards  in  Madras 
might  be  opened  for  curing  fish  with 
salt  supplied  by  the  Goyemment  at  a 
cheap  rate.  Sir  John  Strachey  refers  us  to 
France,  and  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  France  liberates  her  salt  for  curing 
food,  for  the  purposes  of  agriculture,  and 
for  the  feeding  of  cattle.  But  India  is 
yery  timid  in  all  these  matters.  I  see 
that  the  Bengal  Qt)yemment  allows  salt 
to  be  imported  into  Calcutta  for  earthen- 
ware, and  this  is  a  step  in  the  ri^ht 
direction.  But  manufactures  in  India 
are  of  less  importance  than  formerly. 
Where  are  now  the  exports  which  once 
were  so  characteristic  of  Bengal?  In 
the  last  Eeport  on  India  onfy  three- 
quarters  of  a  page  is  giyen  to  the  whole 
subject  of  manufacture.  K  the  old 
manufactures  of  India  ceased  to  be  in 
demand  in  the  markets  of  Europe,  surely 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Indian  Goyem- 
ment to  stimulate  the  growth  of  fresh 
industries.  But  this  is  impossible  with 
a  heayy  salt  tax,  producing  one-sixth  or 
seyenth  of  the  whole  reyenue.  The 
cotton  growth  in  India  might  be  made 
into  sfueable  goods,  were  it  not  for 
the  enormous  tax  on  the  salt,  which  is 
required  to  produce  the  soda,  the  soap, 
and  the  chlorine  to  bleach  it.  India  has 
ample  materials  for  glass  and  earthen- 
ware, but  the  salt  tax  again  strangles 
these  industries.    It  is  quite  true  that 

Mr.  Lyon  Flayfair 


the  largersubject  of  the  tax  of  £6,000,000 
upon  salt  is  scarcely  raised  upon  the 
presentissue  of  increasing  it  by  £500, 000. 
But  the  impolicy  of  the  tax  forces  itself 
upon  our  attention  when  it  is  agedn  used 
as  a  means  of  augmenting  the  reyenue. 
The  whole  stmi  is  a  small  one,  and  might 
surely  haye  been  proyided  from  a  less 
objectionable  source.  Considerably  more 
than  that  amount  has  been  sayed  since 
the  time  of  Lord  Mayo  by  improyements 
in  proyincial  administration.  Surely 
economy  in  other  directions  might  haye 
preyented  the  imposition  of  £500,000  on 
the  salt  consumed  by  famine-stricken 
populations.  We  haye  now  the  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  our  disapproyal  of 
this  proceeding,  and  such  an  expression 
of  opinion  may  in  the  future  haye  an 
effect  in  mitigating  the  seyerity  of  a  tax 
which  now  mmimshes  the  free  use  of 
this  necessary  of  life,  and  which  stunts 
the  growth  of  manufactures  in  India. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  suggested  that  hon. 
Members  were  entering  into  discussion  of 
these  matters  rather  in  the  dark,  seeing 
that  the  Budget  of  Sir  John  Strachey 
was  not  yet  officially  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  had  used  yeiy  hard 
words  against  the  salt  tax ;  but  this  was 
not  the  only  tax  in  India  against  which 
hard  words  had  been  uttered.  The 
opium  tax  had  also  come  in  for  its  share 
of  reprobation ;  but  if  those  taxes  were 
reduced  or  done  away  with,  he  feared 
the  finances  of  India  would  not  long  be 
in  eyen  so  satisfactoiy  a  position  as  they 
were  in  now.  This  was  an  exceptional 
time  in  India;  the  finances  of  that 
country  had  been  stretched  to  a  great 
degree.  Sir  John  Strachey  had  thought 
it  adyisable  to  raise  additional  taxation, 
and  the  question  was,  how  that  addi- 
tional taxation  should  be  raised — ^whe* 
ther  by  again  imposing  an  income  tax, 
by  a  uniyersal  licence  tax,  or  by  enhanc- 
ing the  duties  on  Customs.  This  salt 
tax  was  a  portion  of  a  great  scheme. 
No  doubt  it  did  affect  a  large  portion  of 
the  people  of  India;  but  in  such  an 
emergency  as  the  present,  it  was  the 
duty  of  eyeryone,  high  and  low,  to  assist 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  in  extricating 
the  finances  of  India  from  their  present 
state.  It  was  the  duty  of  eyeryone, 
whether  in  India  or  in  this  country,  to 
contribute  something  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  State.  It,  therefore, 
seemed  to  him  right  to  enhance;  to  a 
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oertain  extent,  the  duty  on  salt.  It 
flhould,  however,  be  remembered  that 
the  tax  would  be  decreased  with  re- 
ference to  the  majority  and  enhanced 
only  on  the  minority.  As  to  the  rich 
not  being  taxed,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  during  the  last  few  years  local  taxa- 
tion in  India  had  increased  to  an  encnr- 
mouB  extent,  and  that  these  local  taxes 
hardly  touched  the  poorer  dasses  in  the 
different  Local  Qoyemments,  but  fell 
almost  exclusively  on  the  rich.  [Sir 
Obobqe  Campbell:  No,  no!]  It  was 
said  that  Lord  Lytton  feared  tne  Press ; 
but  if  that  was  so  he  was  the  first 
Viceroy  of  India  that  ever  did.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  Sir  John 
Strachey  had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  proposing  this  additional  small  bur- 
den on  what  might  be  called  the  neces- 
sities  of  the  poorer  classes;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site would  not,  in  the  absence  of  Sir 
John  Strcuihey's  Budget  or  of&cial  infor- 
mation, thii^  this  me  proper  time  to 

press  his  Motion.    

Mb.  GEANT  duff,  after  pointing 
out  that  Sir  John  Strachey  had  been  a 
most  zealous  advocate  of  various  schemes 
for  increasing  the  supply  of  salt,  and 
referring  to  a  speech  wnioh,  when  travel- 
ling in  India,  he  had  heard  Sir  John 
Strachey  deliver  at  Sambhar,  regretted 
that  thiB  moment  had  been  chosen  for 
raising  the  salt  question,  and  said  that 
while  agreeing  with  all  that  had  been 
said  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Lyon  Playfair)  as  to  the  importance  of 
salt  to  the  Natives  in  India  and  to  manu- 
factures, he  felt  sure  that  the  Budget 
of  Sir  John  Strachey  had  been  abso- 
lutely dictated  by  circumstances.  There 
was  a  very  large  deficit  to  fill,  and  how 
was  it  to  be  fiUed?  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  shown 
that  it  could  not  be  filled  merely  by  a 
diminution  of  expenditure;  and  with 
that  he  himself  entirely  agreed,  very 
little  remaining  to  be  done  in  that  way. 
Well,  then,  was  the  income  tax  to  be 
revived  ?  His  hon.  Friend  did  not  say 
in  so  many  words  that  it  ought;  but  his 
whole  speech  pointed  in  that  direction. 
He  himself  had  never  hesitated  to  de- 
clare his  opinion  in  favour  of  a  light 
ineome  tax  as  a  permanent  source  of 
revenue  in  India;  but,  surely,  this  would 
have  been  a  particularly  unlucky  moment 
to  have  chosen  for  renewing  the  income 
tax.     No   one  would  suggest  that  it 


should  be  imposed  merely  upon  the  rich 
Natives.    They  could  imagme  what  an 
outcry  would  be  raised  if  mat  had  been 
proposed;  nor  was  it  a  time  to  impose  it 
on  the  European  population,  whidi  had 
lately  suffered  greatly  from  the  rates  of 
exchange.     Were  we,  then,  to  have  a 
tobacco  tax?    He  did  not  think  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  prepared  to  propose 
such  a  tax  at  a  sufficiently  high  rate  to 
fin  this  deficit.     There  were  o5ier  taxes 
to  be  proposed,  but  they  were  considered 
one  by  one  by  Sir  John  Strachey  and 
rightly  put  aside.   Were  we  to  fall  back 
on  an  increase  on  the  Customs  duties  ? 
We  had  lately  listened  to  denunciations 
of  Customs  duties   upon  cotton,   with 
which    he    (Mr.   Grant   Duff)  entirely 
sympathized,  and  were  Sir  John  Strachey 
to  propose   an  increase,  he  would  be 
likely  to  hear  a  good  deal  against  it. 
Nothing  could  be  done  in  the  circimi- 
stances,  he  thought,  but  by  this  slight 
addition  to  the  salt  tax  and  the  other 
taxes  proposed,  to  which  he  did  not  un- 
derstand his  hon.  Friend  to  object.    Al- 
though by  this  Budfi^et  the  price  of  salt 
would  be  considerably  augmented  to  a 
portion    of  the   people,    it    would   be 
slightly  diminished  to  a  much  larger 
number ;   and    he   conceived   that  the 
measure,  as  a  whole,  was  intended  to 
arrive  at  that  equalization  of  the  salt 
tax,  which  was  one  of  the  things  that 
every  person  who  had  seriously  con- 
sidered Indian  finance  desired  to  arrive 
at  as  soon  as  possible.     He  conscien- 
tiously believed  that    both    Sir    John 
Strachey  and  Lord  Lytton,  in  all  their 
dealings  in  this  matter,  did  what  they 
believed  was  best  for  India,  and  were 
not  in  any  way  actuated  by  fear  of  Press 
attacks.    He  had  the  pleasure  of  know- 
ing personally  both  of  those  gentlemen, 
and  he  was  sure  that  they  were  not  men 
who  would  be  turned  away  from  any 
course  which  they  thought  right  and 
just  by  the  clamour  of  the  Indian  or  any 
other  Press.    With  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Lytton,  he  had  come  to  a 
conclusion  very  different  to  that  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  formed.     He  had 
read  State   Papers    his   Lordship   had 
written;  he  had  narrowly  observed  his 
conduct;    and   had   been    struck — he 
might  almost  say  surprised,  considering 
that  his    previous   training    had  been 
diplomatic   and  literary — at  the   great 
amount  of   administrative    ability    ex- 
hibited therein. 
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Genbral  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  to  apply  his  intelligence  and 
influence  to  some  measure  for  obtaining 
additional  revenue  &om  a  new  source, 
and  that  new  source  he  might  find  in  a 
field  already  open  to  him — ^namely,  in 
encouraging  the  cultivation  of  waste 
land,  of  which  there  were  some 
20,000,000  acres  in  the  Madras  Presi- 
dency. The  noble  Lord  had  forgotten 
that  while  the  consumption  of  salt  in 
Bengal  was  only  101b  per  head,  in  Ma- 
dras it  was  181b  her  head,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  food  used  in  the  two 
Presidencies  differed  so  greatly.  The 
surplus  revenue  of  the  Madras  Presi- 
dency was  at  least  £3,000,000,  which 
was  used  for  constructing  railroads  and 
other  public  works  in  different  parts 
of  India.  He  was  of  opinion  that  we 
had  in  every  way  insulted  the  Madras 
Presidency,  which  had  always  been  loyal 
to  this  country.  We  had  lowered  the 
Army,  taxed  the  people,  and  done  all 
kinds  of  things  that  were  wrong.  At 
one  time  even  the  very  dancing  girls 
were  taxed.  With  regard  to  the  famine, 
he  hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
take  into  consideration  the  question  of 
taxing  the  Madras  people  for  a  famine 
which  was  owing  to  the  neglect  of  the 
Government  of  India,  for  the  money 
uselessly  spent  at  Madras  might  have 
saved  the  people  from  such  a  visitation, 
if  it  had  been  expended  carefully  on 
proper  means  of  providing  an  abundant 
supply  of  water.  As  to  salt,  nothing 
was  more  important  to  the  health  of  the 
people  of  India  than  salt  supplied  at  a 
cheap  price. 

Mb.  HIBBERT,  although  he  could 
not  quite  affree  in  all  the  strong  remarks 
which  had  been  made  against  Sir  John 
Strachey's  proposals  wim  respect  to  the 
salt  tax,  nevertheless  regretted  that 
gentleman  had  not  sought  to  provide  in 
some  other  way  the  £500,000  which  he 
proposed  to  obtain  by  an  increase  of  that 
tax.  He  could  not  understand  why, 
when  he  had  an  opportunity  of  levying 
the  amount  he  required  by  an  Excise 
duty  on  cotton  goods  manufactured  in 
In<fia,  that  opportunity  had  not  been 
used.  That  was  no  new  idea.  Lord 
Northbrook  had  suggested  that  if  it  was 
impossible  to  take  off  the  import  duty 
onLanoashire  cotton  goods  sent  to  India, 
it  might  become  expedient  to  impose  an 
Excise  duty  on  similar  goods  manufac- 


tured in  India.  Now,  he  did  not  see 
much  present  chance  of  the  repeal  of  the 
5  per  cent  duty  on  English  cotton  goods 
imported  into  India,  which  yielded 
£700,000  or  £800,000  per  annum ;  and, 
therefore,  they  mi^ht  fairly  raise  an 
Excise  du^  on  similar  goods  manufac- 
tured in  India,  where  the  millowners 
not  only  increased  the  number  of  their 
mills  every  year,  but  exported  their  ^oods 
to  other  places  in  competition  with  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country. 

QUEEN'S    SPEECH  — HER    MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTROLLER  of  thb 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Hetot  Somer- 
sbt)  reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
the  Address,  as  followeth  : — 

"I  thank  you  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address. 

"  I  rely  with  confidence  upon  your  hearty  co- 
operation and  assistance  in  My  endeavours  to 
advance  the  best  interests  of  My  Empire,  and 
to  promote  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  all 
classes  of  My  People." 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  Be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mb.  LAING,  resuming  the  debate, 
observed  that  the  question  relative  to 
an  income  tax  for  India  was  by  no 
means  so  simple  and  easy  as  some 
persons  supposed  it  to  be;  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  must  be  decided  very  much 
in  this  country  by  the  weight  of 
authority.  Viceroy  after  Viceroy,  and 
Finance  Minister  after  Finance  Minister 
had  Rone  out  to  India  greatly  prepos- 
sessed in  favour  of  an  income  tax ;  but 
a  very  short  experience  had  convinced 
them  that  an  income  tax  in  that  country 
was  a  very  great  evil,  and  a  thing  only 
to  be  resorted  to  in  the  last  emergency. 
He  was  himself  in  that  position,  moving 
^one  to  India  with  all  his  prepossessions 
m  favour  of  the  system  of  <urect  taxa- 
tion which  Sir  Bobert  Peel  had  made 
the  means  of  relieving  the  springs  of 
industry  at  home ;  but  he  had  not  been 
six  months  in  India  before  he  was  con- 
verted by  the  weight  of  authority,  and 
the  solid  arguments  which  were  brought 
to  bear  against  an  income  tax  for  that 
country.  Lord  Canning,  who  was  a 
most  courageous  and  conscientious  states- 
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man,  and  about  the  last  man  in  the 
world  to  yield  to  mere  clamour,  oame 
deliberat^j  to  the  conclusion  that, 
right  or  wrong,  an  income  tax  in 
India  was  so  excessively  unpo|>ular  with 
the  Natives  that  its  imposition  con- 
stituted a  great  political  danger.  A 
remarkable  saying  of  Lord  Canning 
to  himself  on  that  subject  was  that, 
danger  for  danger,  he  would  rather 
govern  India  with  40,000  European 
troops  without  an  income  tax,  than 
govern  it  with  80,000  with  an  income 
tax.  Lord  Northbrook  had  also  come 
to  the  same  conclusion.  That  arose 
mainly  irom  the  extreme  difference 
between  Indian  society  and  English 
society.  In  India  the  circumstances  of 
a  Native  were  rarely  known.  They 
might  see  a  man  in  the  street  who  to  aU 
appearance  looked  like  a  beggar,  and 
yet  they  would  be  told  that  he  was 
almost  a  millionaire  or  had  a  large 
fortune.  They  had  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining in  the  great  majority  of  cases 
what  a  man's  property  or  income  was 
without  a  great  amount  of  inquisition ; 
and  if  there  was  one  thing  which  an 
Oriental  detested  more  than  another,  it 
was  an  inquisition  of  that  kind.  Oases 
were  said  to  have  occurred  in  which 
Natives  had  hanged  themselves  through 
fear  and  alarm  of  an  inquisition  into 
their  private  afiGairs.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  statesmen  could  legis- 
late in  these  matters  on  abstract 
principles ;  but  he  maintained  that 
they  should  not  ignore  the  feelings  or 
even  the  prejudices  of  a  great  nation, 
and  no  wise  statesman  would  enforce 
abstract  considerations  of  political 
economy  so  as  to  exasperate  the  feelings 
of  the  mass  of  the  community.  Again, 
in  levying  an  income  tax,  they  must 
rely  to  a  veiy  great  extent  on  Native 
officials,  who  would  in  many  instances 
make  the  tax  an  instrument  of  extor- 
tion. But  the  most  cogent  ar^ment, 
perhaps,  against  an  income  tax  m  India 
was  that  it  produced  a  miserab^  small 
8um«  If  he  were  responsible  as  Finance 
Minister,  and  could  raise  £6,000,000  or 
£7,000,000  by  an  income  tax,  and  get 
rid  of  the  salt  dubr  altogether,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  tnat  he  would  not  brave 
the  unpopularity  of  such  a  measure. 
But  there  they  had  the  maximum  of  un- 
popularity with  the  minimum  of  result, 
lor  no  income  tax  in  India  had  given 
them  over  £1,000,000,  and  they  could 


not  expect  more  from  it — ^for  the  sake 
of  such  a  sum  it  was  not  worth  while 
imposing  a  tax,  which,  as  Lord  Oanning 
said,  was  such  a  political  danger  that  they 
must  govern  witli  a  large  Army  to  guard 
against  it.  The  question,  in  fact,  was 
political  as  well  as  fiscal.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  import  duty  or  the  salt  tax 
was  good,  but  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  rid  of  either  of  them  without  im- 
posing the  income  tax  or  letting  the 
deficit  run  on.  In  his  own  mind  he 
doubted  whether  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  spoken  against  the  salt  tax  would  ven- 
ture to  take  it  off  if  he  had  on  his  own 
responsibility  to  find  a  substitute.  His 
experience  in  these  matters  was  that  it 
was  best  to  support  the  Government 
unless  they  made  any  palpable  and  con- 
siderable blunder. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  called  attention  to 
the  social  and  political  drawbacks  at- 
tending the  income  tax,  the  land  tax, 
the  salt  tax,  and  the  opium  tax.  The 
first  three  crippled  the  resources  of  the 
country,  the  land  tax  being  also  a 
hindrance  to  any  effective  steps  being 
taken  to  check  the  recurrence  of  famine ; 
while  the  opium  tax  was  likely  to  in- 
volve us  in  hostility  with  Ohina,  a 
Power  whose  military  strength  had  been 
too  much  underrated.  The  time  was, 
he  considered,  come  for  re-casting  the 
whole  system  of  Indian  taxation,  and 
reduoing  the  expenditure  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  intimated 
his  willingness  not  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment at  the  present  moment,  when  hon. 
Members  were  not  in  full  possession  of 
the  Papers.  He  stated  that  he  would 
have  no  objection  to  a.  licence  or  tax 
on  trades,  provided  the  Government  met 
the  deficiency  without  resorting  to  the 

Mb.  FAWCETT  agreed  with  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  that  the 
House  could  not  consider  this  question 
properly  unless  it  was  in  possession  of 
the  whole  of  Sir  John  Strachey's  finan- 
cial proposals.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether,  if  he  moved  as  an 
unopposed  Return  for  Sir  John  Strachey's 
speech,  there  would  be  any  objection  to 
produce  it  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  intended  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  not  only  the  Financial  Statement 
of  Sir  John  Strachey,  but  the  whole  of 
the  discussions  upon  it  in  the  Indian 
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Council,  but  he  should  prefer  that  no 
Motion  was  made  on  the  subject. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


LA^NDLORD   AND  TENANT   (IRELAND) 
ACT  (1870)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(Mr.  Cratcford,  Mr.  Michird  Smythy  Mr,  Diek- 
soHf  Mr,  Daniel  Tat/lor,) 

[bill  43.]      SECOND   RBADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  SHABMAN  CRA.WFOED  pro- 
ceeded to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  which,  he  said,  had  been  so 
many  times  before  the  House  that  it  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  enter  into  any 
lengthened  explanation  of  its  provisions. 
The  Bill  was  drawn  entirely  within  the 
lines  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  since  its 
first  introduction  the  principles  which  it 
contained  had  been  admitted  in  more 
than  one  measure.  The  custom  of  tenant- 
right  was  one  of  very  old  standing. 
For  two  centuries  and  a-haK  the  Ulster 
tenant-right  had  been  existent  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  its  extension  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  though  denounced  at 
first  as  spoliation  of  the  landlords,  had 
been  productive  of  the  most  satisfactory 
results.  The  tenants  were  able  to  lay 
out  their  capital  without  the  fear  of  its 
being  lost.  The  efltect  of  that  had  been 
to  increase  rents,  improve  the  value  of 
land,  and  promote  the  welfare  and  hap- 
piness of  the  tenantry.  He  desired  to 
extend  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  the  secu- 
rity possessed  by  the  tenant  farmers  of 
the  North ;  and,  having  explained  the 
sections  of  his  BiU  fully  on  previous  oc- 
casions, he  would  not  detain  the  House 
further,  but  would  merely  move  that  the 
BiU  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Sharman  Crawford,) 

Mb.  marten  expressed  himself  at 
a  loss  to  know  how  the  success  of  the 
BiU  of  1870  could  furnish  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  present  BiU,  the  prin- 

Zord  George  Hamilton 


ciple  of  which  was  altogether  different. 
So  far  from  proceeding  on  the  principle 
that  the  Ulster  tenant-right  custom  was 
to  be  admitted  in  cases  where  it  was 
proved  to  exist,  the  BiU  unsettled  aU 
that  had  been  done  by  the  Act  of  1870. 
It  proceeded  upon  the  principle  that  it 
should  be  assumed,  not  that  the  general 
Ulster  custom  existed,  but  that  the  par- 
ticular right  defined  in  the  BiU  existed, 
unless  the  landlord  could  estabUsh  to  the 
contrary.  The  BiU  would  establish  an 
arbitrary  and  novel  custom,  altogether 
opposed  to  the  interest  of  the  landlord. 
It  would  tie  the  hands  of  the  landlord ; 
for  whUe  the  existence  of  the  custom 
was  to  be  presumed,  he  would  be  whoUy 
debarred  ttom  disproving  the  presump- 
tion. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  MAETEN  said,  another  objection 
to  the  BiU  was  that  it  would  enable  a 
tenant,  if  he  were  about  to-be  ejected  or 
otherwise  disturbed  in  his  possession,  or 
if  he  was  desirous  of  quitting  his  holding, 
to  seU  his  so-caUed  right ;  and  thus  the 
landlord  would  have  thrust  upon  him 
tenants  not  of  his  own  choosing  and 
whom  he  might  consider  very  undesir- 
able. It  was  true  that  the  tenant  to 
whom  the  holding  was  sold  must  be  one 
to  whom  the  lanmord  could  not  reason- 
ably object;  but  why  was  he  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  not  only  of  objecting 
to  a  tenant,  but  of  supporting  his  objec- 
tion as  a  reasonable  one  before  some 
tribunal  ?  It  was  true  that  in  different 
parts  of  England  assignments  of  leases 
might  be  freely  made,  but  in  most  cases 
of  agricultural  holdings  there  was  com- 
plete restriction  in  that  respect  placed 
upon  the  tenant.  To  impose  restnctions 
unnecessarily  upon  freeaom  of  contract 
was,  in  the  highest  degree,  unphiloso- 
pMcal,  and  opposed  to  the  first  princi- 
ples of  poUtical  economy.  The  BiU  as 
it  stood  presented  features  of  a  novel 
character  in  an  attempt  at  legislation. 
A  BiU  similar  to  this  was  rejected  two 
years  ago  by  a  decisive  majority,  and  he 
hoped  this  one  embodying  as  it  did  a 
prmciple,  which,  if  carried  out,  involved 
a  policy  of  confiscation  and  general  in- 
terference with  freedom  of  contract,  and 
which  would  set  an  evU  precedent,  woidd 
also  be  rejected  by  a  lai^e  majority.  He 
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moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Alfred  Marten,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  i^e  Question." 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  had  hardly  had  the 
attention  it  deserved  from  the  Members 
of  Parliament  for  Ireland.  They  had 
had  two  attempts  at  a  count-out,  and  he 
only  saw  three  hon.  Members  from  the 
North  of  Ireland  take  part  in  the  effort 
to  avert  this  premature  termination  of 
the  discussion.  Was  there  anything  of 
a  confiscating  or  revolutionary  pwicy 
in  the  Bill  ?  He  thought  not.  Its  first 
object  was  to  set  up  and  confirm  the 
ULster  custom.  That  custom  was  not  a 
legal  custom  before  the  Land  Act  of  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  one  of  the  leading  ob- 
jects of  that  Act  was  to  give  it  a  legal 
status.  But  when  that  Act  was  <us- 
cussed  in  the  Courts  of  Law  in  Ireland,  it 
was  held  that  the  words  of  the  Act  did 
not  give  the  custom  the  validity  intended 
by  its  framers,  and  the  first  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  cure  the  defect,  and  to  carry 
out  the  intention  of  the  Act  of  1870.  Its 
object  was  therefore  by  no  means  so 
alarming  as  it  had  seemed  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  Marten).  The  ai^uments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  on  this 
point  were  indeed  inconsistent,  for  while 
m  one  breath  he  had  described  the 
custom  as  one  easy  of  proof,  in  another 
he  had  spoken  of  it  as  so  vague  as  not  to 
be  the  basis  of  legal  right.  If  there 
were,  as  he  believed  there  were,  estates 
on  which  tenant-right  had  never  existed, 
it  would  be  easy  for  a  landlord  to  prove 
this.  No  injustice  would,  therefore,  be 
done  him  by  this  Bill.  The  second  part 
of  the  measure  related  to  the  valuation 
of  ihe  land  for  rent  as  between  landlord 
and  tenant.  Well,  that  principle  was 
recognized  by  the  Land  Act,  which  pro- 
vided that  if  a  landlord  desired  to  turn 
out  his  tenant  the  tenant  should  receive 
compensation  for  his  holding,  a  Court 
of  Law  determining  on  the  fairness  of  the 
rent.  That  was  intended  to  check  capri- 
douB  eviction,  and  if  it  had  failed  to  pro- 
duce that  effect,  the  Legislature  ought  to 
make  better  provision.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  seemed  to  hope  that 


they  would  that  night  hear  the  last  of 
this  Bill.  But  he  could  assure  him  that 
in  that  respect  his  expectations  would  be 
disappointed.  The  tenants  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  would  never  fail  to  receive 
the  assistance  of  hon.  Members  from  the 
South  of  Ireland  in  maintaining  the  ex- 
cellent institution  of  tenant-right.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  recognize  the 
justice  of  the  moderate  demand  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Down  (Mr.  Crawford) 
and  give  the  BiU  a  second  reading. 

Mk.  WHEELHOUSE  observed  that 
while  liberty  of  assignment  might  be  of 
great  use,  if  not  carried  too  far,  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  far  from  fair  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Totally  irrespec- 
tive of  the  rights  of  the  landlord,  a  tenant 
was  to  be  empowered  to  offer  for  sale  his 
interestinthetenancy  to  anyone  he  chose; 
andthiswasnothing  lessthan  confiscation 
of  the  property  of  Sie  so-called  landlord, 
to  whom  it  was  no  protection  that  he 
could  offer  a  ''reasonable  objection," 
the  nature  of  which  was  undefined.  The 
BiU  was  an  attempt  to  take  away  from 
the  landlord  the  last  remnant  of  right 
that  had  been  left  to  him.  It  was  an 
interference  with  freedom  of  contract 
between  man  and  man,  which  had 
worked  so  well  for  our  grandfathers, 
who  were  surely  not  all  fools,  and  its 
operation  would  do  much  to  diminish 
Mendly  feeling  between  landlords  and 
tenants  whose  relations  were  satisfac- 
torily defined  by  written  agreements, 
and  produce  a  state  of  things  which  at 
the  present  moment  could  hardly  be 
foreseen  to  its  full  extent. 

Mb.  DICKSON  said,  he  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which,  as  a 
settlement  of  the  question  of  tenant- 
right,  was  looked  forward  to  with  great 
interest  in  Ulster.  The  prosperity  of 
Ulster  depended  very  much  upon  the 
matter  being  satisfactorily  settled.  He 
supposed  no  Irish  Member  could  be 
found  courageous  enough  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  therefore  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Marten)  had  been  selected 
to  do  so.  This,  together  with  the  two 
attempts  that  had  been  made  to  count 
out  the  House,  spoke  volumes  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  It  was  fair  and  moderate  what 
wasasked,  that  the  burden  of  proof  should 
rest  upon  the  landlord,  and  not  be  left  to 
the  tenant  to  prove  that  the  custom  of 
tenant-right  existed  or  not.  As  to  lease- 
holds, tenants  were  now  in -a  worse  posi- 
tion than  they  were  prior  to  the  Act  of 
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1870;  for,  owing  to  that  Aot  being  so  ill- 
defined,  some  Judges  gave  decision  in 
one  way  and  some  in  another.  Then,  as 
to  free  sale,  the  Act  of  1870  admitted 
that  the  tenant  had  a  right  in  his  pro- 
perty. If  so,  why  shoidd  he  not  get 
fuU  value  for  his  property  in  what- 
ever way  he  wished  to  sell  it  ?  The 
result  of  **  office  rules  "  and  restrictions 
were  that  a  poor  farm  on  which  no 
money  had  been  expended  would  bring 
an  equal  price  with  that  upon  which  a 
large  amount  had  been  expended.  He 
knew  farms  in  Ulster  valued  at  £20  to 
£30  an  acre  owing  to  the  tenants  im- 
provements; but  u  the  tenant  wished 
to  sell  he  would  only  obtain  £10  an 
acre,  and  in  many  cases  only  £5. 
K  the  farmers  were  to  invest  their 
money  in  land  instead  of  putting  it  in 
savings  banks  as  they  did  at  present, 
there  must  be  some  improvement  in  the 
land  laws  of  Ulster ;  for  they  knew  that 
if  they  now  invested  their  money  in  land 
there  was  an  increase  of  rent  upon  their 
own  improvements.  There  was  not  a 
single  Conservative  Member  from  Ulster 
but  knew  the  importance  of  tenant-right, 
and  that  it  was  a  question  of  absorbing 
interest.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse)  observed 
that  the  tenants  wanted  to  sell  the  rights 
of  the  landlord.  The  farmers  of  Ulster 
had  no  anxiety  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  the  landlord.  They  wished  to 
be  able  to  sell  their  own  rights.  The 
im^vements  upon  property  and  farms 
in  Ulster  were  not  effected  by  the  land- 
lords. They  did  not  spend  1«.  upon 
their  properties.  At  the  Election  of 
1 874  every  Ulster  Member  knew  it  was 
the  chief  question  that  was  debated.  In 
the  addresses  of  eveiy  Ulster  Member 
the  question  of  tenant-right  was  put 
first,  and  some  of  the  Members  who  sit 
on  that  side  of  the  House  were  so 
anxious  to  make  their  position  secure 
that  they  issued  a  second  address. 
But  where  were  the  Ulster  Members 
to-night?  Not  one  of  them  was  pre- 
sent to  fulfil  their  pledges  of  1874  ex- 
cept the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Macartney);  but  the  time  was  coming 
when  they  would  be  called  to  account 
for  their  unredeemed  pledges.  He  be- 
lieved that  at  the  next  General  Election 
the  tenant  farmers  would  show  their  ap- 
preciation of  their  conduct  in  having  now 
upon  a  question  of  ^at  importance  de- 
serted them  and  their  interests. 

Mr.  Dickion 


Mb.  O'EEILLY  thought  it  was  only 
fair  that  the  onus  of  proof  as  to  the  non- 
existence of  the  custom  of  tenant-right 
should  be  thrown  on  the  landlord.  The 
question  whether  tenant-right  subsisted 
during  a  lease  or  was  destroyed  by  it 
would  be  settled  by  this  Bill.  The  pre- 
sumption of  law  was  that  the  lease 
extinguished  tenant-right.  Many  tenants 
when  asked  by  some  sharp  landlord's 
agent  whether  they  would  not  like  a 
lease,  never  dreamt  that  by  taking  it 
they  gave  up  their  tenant-right,  and  his 
hon.  Friend  proposed  that  tiie  mere 
existence  of  a  lease  should  not  be  legal 
evidence  that  the  tenant-right  had  been 
given  up.  The  Bill  also  provided  that 
if  there  was  any  particular  limitation  on 
the  right  of  the  tenant  to  sell  his  tenant- 
right,  the  burden  ofproof  should  fall 
upon  the  landlord.  That  was  equitable, 
wnile  the  provision  which  required  that 
for  the  future  no  contract  should  sweep 
away  the  tenant-right,  unless  such  con- 
tract was  in  writing,  was  only  an  exten- 
sion of  the  Statute  of  Frauds.  With  re- 
spect to  compensation  for  improvements, 
the  Bill  dealt  with  the  practical  working 
of  the  Act  of  1870.  The  intention  of 
that  Act  was  perfectly  plain — ^that  the 
tenant  should  be  entiUed  to  compensa- 
tion for  improvements,  and  that  that 
right  could  only  be  abolished  under  cer- 
tain conditions.  But  on  this  point  legal 
quibbles  had  been  raised,  and  any 
change  in  the  tenure  and  any  change  in 
the  rent,  even  from  pounds  to  guineas, 
was  held  to  deprive  the  right  of  the 
tenant  to  compensation.  This  Bill  pro- 
vided that  no  such  quibbles  should  de- 
Erive  the  tenant  of  his  right ;  and,  be- 
eving  it  was  an  honest  attempt  to  carry 
out  the  intention  of  the  Act  of  1870,  he 
should  cordially  support  it,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  macartney  trusted  that  the 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time.  He 
regretted  that  some  additions  had  been 
made  to  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
of  1874  and  1875,  as  those  additions 
might  make  the  second  reading  more 
difficult ;  but  he  held  that  the  main  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  which  were  those 
which  the  tenants  in  Ulster  were  most 
anxious  to  obtain,  might  be  accepted 
without  sacrificing  the  just  rights  of  the 
landlord.  Those  mam  provisions  he 
took  to  be  the  obtaining  of  tenant-right 
at  the  expiration  of  a  lease,  the  power 
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to  sell  the  tenant-right  at  the  fair  market 
value,  and,  in  oases  of  dispute  as  to 
tenant-right,  the  throwing  of  the  burden 
of  proof  on  the  landlord.  He  thought 
it  would  be  wise  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  and  that  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sure would  produce  increased  content- 
ment and  loyalty  throughout  Ireland.  If 
there  were  any  objections  to  the  BiU, 
they  might  be  brought  forward  in  Com- 
mittee, when  it  could  be  amended. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
if  the  Government  opposed  this  Bill,  they 
would  find  that  some  of  their  most  ar- 
dent supporters  would  vote  against 
them.  He  understood,  for  instance, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  had  been  elected  as  a  champion 
of  tenant-right  in  its  fullest  sense.  The 
hon.  Members  for  Ulster  were  in  favour 
of  tenant-right  there,  and  he  supposed 
that  when  the  same  hon.  Members  came 
to  vote  for  similar  rights  in  the  South 
and  South-west  of  Ireland,  they  would 
be  in  favour  of  giving  the  tenants  there 
the  tenant-right  of  Ulster.  That  custom 
in  Ulster  meant  that  the  tenant  had 
rights  as  assured  as  those  of  the  land- 
lord; but  the  question  could  not  be 
dealt  with  properly  from  a  purely  Eng- 
lish point  of  view.  It  was  necessary  to 
remember  that  when  James  I.  formed 
the  Plantation  of  Ulster  he  stipulated 
for  perpetuity  of  tenure  for  the  tenants, 
and  in  the  North  of  Ireland  for  many 
years  there  were  very  few  cases  of 
hardship,  the  sturdy  XJlsterman  being, 
better  able  to  defend  himself  than 
the  simpler  and  more  pliable  Celt, 
and  tenant-right  was  never  interfered 
with;  but  the  Land  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gbeen- 
wich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  gave  to  an  unscru- 
pulous landlord  an  unsuspected  power  of 
getting  out  of  his  obligations.  Hence  the 
necessity  for  this  Bm.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
had  wished  to  introduce  the  Ulster  custom 
into  parts  of  the  country  where  it  had 
not  previously  existed ;  but  he  had  found 
it  impossible  to  engraft  an  old  practice 
on  new  circumstances — a  failure  which 
was,  however,  no  reason  for  not  reverting 
to  the  old  law  that  a  tenant  should  re- 
main undisturbed  so  lone  as  he  paid 
rent  and  submitted  from  tmie  to  time  to 
a  reasonable  increase  of  it.  He  trusted 
that  the  measure  now  before  the  House 
would  become  law — as  of  a  Land  Bill 
especially  it  might  be  said,  vires  acquirit 


eundo.  The  constant  discussion  of  the 
land  laws  was  leading  people  to  think 
that  everybody  had  a  right  to  the  land, 
and  they  were  beginning  to  adopt  the 
philosophers'  view — at  any  rate  of  the 
type  of  J  ohn  Stuart  Mill.  If  reasonable 
demands,  such  as  the  Bill  contained, 
were  not  conceded,  wild  views  would 
take  root,  and  do  much  mischief,  and 
the  longer  a  reform  was  postponed  the 
more  unpalatable  it  would  ultimately 
become 

Mb.  KAVANAGH  opposed  the  BiU 
as  an  old  enemy,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  hand  over  to  the  tenant  rights 
which  he  had  never  possessed,  and  which 
had  not  been  known  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  like  the  Bill  when 
first  he  saw  it,  and  he  liked  it  no  more 
now.  He  objected  to  the  measure,  be- 
cause he  believed  it  held  out  a  direct 
premium  to  tenants  to  raise  disputes 
with  their  landlords.  The  only  clause  of 
the  Bill  which  he  could  cordially  support 
was  that  which  provided  that  it  should 
extend  to  no  other  country. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  tiiat  al- 
though he  was  perfectly  unpledged  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  he  shoula  vote  for  the 
second  reading,  because  he  regarded  its 
two  leading  provisions  as  reasonable — 
namely,  that  which  shifted  the  onus  of 
proof  from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord,  and 
that  which  did  away  with  the  rule,  acted 
upon  by  some  Judges,  that  at  the  ter- 
mination of  his  lease  the  tenant  should 
not  have  the  advantage  of  the  same 
Ulster  custom  as  he  would  if  he  held 
only  from  year  to  year.  The  main  pro- 
visions of  the  BiU  were  requisite,  and 
their  enactment  would  put  an  end  to  a 
great  deal  of  iU-feeling  in  Ireland.  Its 
provisions  would  not  violate  any  rule  or 

Erinciple  of  justice,  and  because  he  be- 
eved  it  to  be  the  wish  of  every  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  North  of  Ireland  to 
settle  the  question  at  issue  on  these 
principles  he  should  support  the  BiU. 

Mr.  LAW  thought  it  unfortunate  that 
so  few  of  those  hon.  Members  for  Ulster 
counties  were  now  present  who,  from 
their  own  personal  experience,  could 
have  suppHed  to  their  Friends  on  the 
opposite  Benches  much  of  the  informa- 
tion that  seemed  to  be  so  sadly  wanted 
Several  objections  had  been  stated  which 
couldnotpossibly  havebeen  raised  by  hon. 
Members  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
because  they  were  founded  on  an  entire 
misapprehension  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
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Ulflter  tenant-riglit  oufltom  that  had  been 
legalized  by  the  Land  Act.  For  example, 
the  effect  of  the  most  important  clause 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House — ^namely, 
the  second  —  had  been  entirely  mis- 
understood by  both  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  opposite.  The  enactment  of 
that  clause  would  not  extend  or  alter  in 
the  very  least  the  right  which  an  Ulster 
tenant  had  this  moment,  wherever  the 
custom  existed,  even  in  its  most  restricted 
form.  The  landlord  could  not  now  raise 
the  rent  as  much  as  he  pleased,  nor  ob- 
ject to  a  purchaser  of  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest, without  showing  reasonable  grounds 
for  doing  so.  The  reason  was  obvious. 
If  he  could  increase  the  rent  ad  lihUum,  or 
object  to  any  and  every  purchaser,  he 
might  thus  destroy  those  rights  which 
had  been  brought  within  the  protection  of 
the  law,  and  which  were  entitled  to  that 
protection  just  as  much  as  his  own.  Too 
much  had  been  made  of  the  varieties  of 
form  which  this  Ulster  custom  assumed 
on  different  estates.  Whatever  might 
be  the  regulations  of  rent-offices  as  to 
the  sale,  they  all  agreed  in  this — indeed, 
such  regulations  implied  it — that  there 
was  a  right  of  sale  in  the  occupying 
tenant.  Now,  the  principle  of  the  Bifi 
before  the  House  was  simply  this — that, 
as  the  Land  Act  had  declared  that  the 
tenant-right  custom,  ihat  is  to  say  the 
qualified  right  of  sale  already  described, 
was  prevalent  throughout  the  Province 
of  Ulster,  and  as  it  was  notorious 
that  this  declaration  was  in  acoordance 
with  the  fact,  it  should  in  every  case  be 
presumed  that  the  holding  was  subject 
to  the  custom  ;  but,  of  course,  only 
primd  facie,  and  until  the  contrary  was 
proved.  In  other  words,  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  throw  the  burthen  of  proof, 
in  accordance  with  common  sense 
and  common  justice,  on  the  man  who 
denied  rather  than  on  the  man  who 
affirmed  a  custom,  the  prevalence  of 
which  had  been  recognized  by  law  ; 
to  make  the  presumption  in  favour 
of  what  was  general  rather  than  what 
was  exceptional ;  in  favour  of  the  weaker 
rather  than  the  stronger  pariy ;  and  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  who  could  not  have 
that  access  to  evidence  which  the  landlord 
had.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Butt),  in  introducing  his 
Land  Tenure  Bill  two  years  ago,  had 
stated,  that  if  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
had  been  actuated  bv  a  desire  to  cany 
out  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature,  as 
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embodied  in  the  Land  Act,  there  would 
probably  have  been  no  necessity  for  him 
to  propose  that  somewhat  sweeping  mea- 
sure. He  (Mr.  Law)  must  say  he  feared 
there  was  solid  ground  for  that  com- 
plaint. "Difficulties  have  arisen,"  as 
this  BiU  recited,  in  carrying  into  effect 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  for  en- 
forcmg  the  Ulster  tenant-right  custom. 
Much  of  the  difficulty  was  attributable 
to  the  feeling  which  now  appeared  un- 
happily to  actuate  some  landlords  and 
induced  them,  when  any  land  claims 
were  made,  to  put  their  tenants  at  arm's 
length,  obligingthemtoproveeverything, 
no  matter  how  notorious ;  whilst  they, 
assisted  by  ingenious  lawyers,  took  ad- 
vantage of  all  the  impediments  thus 
placed  in  the  tenants'  way.  For  his 
own  part,  he  sincerely  desired  to  see  the 
best  possible  feeling  between  landlords 
and  tenants.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  landlords,  speaking  generally,  had 
displayed  much  less  than  their  usual 
prudence  in  not  frankly  accepting  the 
Act  as  it  was,  and  abstaining  ^m  all 
attempts  to  obstruct  any  of  its  provi- 
sions. Of  late  the  Ohairmen  or  Judges 
of  the  Land  Courts  had  spoken  of  the 
altered  demeanour  of  landlords  and  their 
agents  since  1870.  For  example,  the 
Chairman  of  one  Ulster  county  had 
publicly  stated  that  when  he  first  pre- 
sided there,  he  was  constantly  told  that 
the  tenant-right  practically  settled  all 
controversies ;  so  that  if  he  observed  upon 
the  number  of  ejectments,  the  answer 
was  sure  to  be — **  Oh,  you  must  not  be 
startled  by  that,  we  arrange  everythin|r 
here  by  means  of  the  tenant-right;" 
whereas  now  since  1870  he  had  found 
the  very  existence  of  tenant-right  as 
constandy  denied,  and  tho  tenants  put 
to  proof  of  the  custom  that  was  before 
not  only  admitted,  but  put  forwu^  by 
those  representing  the  landlords  as  the 
excuse  and  explanation  of  everything. 
Again,  the  Chairman  of  another  Ulster 
county,  giving  judgment  lately  in  a  land 
case,  had  said  that,  whilst  from  the 
large  estates  and  old  proprietors,  he  had 
not  had  much  difficulty  placed  in  his 
way,  assistance  being  given  him  by  the 
production  of  the  office  books  and  other- 
wise ;  yet,  to  quote  his  words — "  In  the 
case  of  recent  purchases,  and  with  new 
proprietors,  particularly  of  small  estates, 
1  aunost  invariably  find  efforts  made  to 
baffle  and  render  nugatory  the  Land  Act 
of  1870."    Considering,  wen,  the  exist- 
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ence  of  this  state  of  things,  and  the  in- 
creasing difficulties  arising  from  the 
breaking-up  of  large  estates  by  sale  and 
from  the  lapse  of  time,  he  (Mr.  Law) 
thought  this  x>roposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  perfectly  just  and  reasonable.  With 
respect  to  the  clause  dealing  with  lease- 
hold tenant-right,  the  propriety  of  that 
had  been  so  often  admitted— even  by 
hon.  Members  opposite — ^that  he  should 
say  nothing  more  than  this,  that  it 
seemed  hardly  fair  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Marten)  to  put  him  for- 
ward to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
without  giving  him  some  more  accu- 
rate information  on  that  and  other  parts 
of  the  measure.  There  was,  however,  a 
clause  which  required  more  particular 
notice— namely,  the  proposed  abolition 
of  "  office  rules,''  as  they  were  called, 
purporting  to  prescribe  the  price  of 
tenant-right  or  otherwise  regulating  the 
sale.  He  (Mr.  Law)  had  before  con- 
tended, and  must  still  contend,  that  such 
restrictions  were  as  indefensible  in  prin- 
ciple as  they  had  always  been  notoriously 
disregarded  in  practice,  and  should  there- 
fore be  declared  inoperative.  The  Legis- 
lature had  in  effectprovidedthatthe  Ulster 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  should  be 
regarded  as  a  legal  interest,  and  that 
interest  was  chieflv  a  right  of  sale.  It 
must,  then,  be  obvious  that  arbitrary 
restrictions  of  the  price  to  a  sum  far 
less  than  the  real  value  of  the  thing  to 
be  sold,  must  be  unjust  as  well  as  futile. 
Accordingly,  even  before  1870,  however 
the  landlord  or  agent  of  an  estate  on 
which  these  office  rules  had  been  imposed 
mi^ht  affect  to  ignore  the  fact,  they  as 
well  as  everybody  else  knew  that  on  everv 
sale  the  full  price  was  paid ;  the  only  dif- 
ference being  that,  instead  of  the  whole  of 
it  passing  through  the  office,  only  the 
**  regulation  "  price  was  so  paid,  the  rest 
being  paid  elsewhere.  So  much,  indeed, 
was  this  recognized,  that  if  the  landlord  of 
one  of  these  ''  regulation  "  estates  him- 
self took  up  a  holding  from  the  tenant, 
henaid  the  fair  market  price  of  the  tenant 
right,  or  was  regarded  as  having  acted 
unfairly  and  in  violation  of  the  custom. 
Would  hon.  Members  allow  him  (Mr.Law) 
to  illustrate  this  by  an  analogous  case 
witii  which  they  were  all  feuniliar  ?  They 
would  recollect  that  a  great  many  years 
ago  **  regulation  jprioes  "  were  fixed  by 
the  proper  authorities  for  commissions  in 
the  Araiy.  It  was,  on  the  one  hand, 
made  a  criminal  offence  for  any  officer 


to  give  or  take  more  than  the  sum  pre- 
scribed by  the  War  Office ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  required  that  the 
officer  selling,  and  the  officer  buying, 
and  their  commanding  officer  also,  should 
all  make  declarations  ''on  their  honour" 
that  this  sum  had  not  been  exceeded. 
Well  we  knew  how  farthese  statutory  and 
official  attempts  were  successful.  Not- 
withstanding the  formidable  checks  re- 
ferred to,  the  full  competition  price  or 
value  of  the  commission  was  in  fact 
paid.  The  military  authorities  affected 
to  ignore  the  practice  just  as  these 
''  regulation"  landlords  or  agents  in 
Ulster  affected  to  ignore  what  was  noto- 
rious to  all  the  world ;  and  the  end  of  the 
matter  was,  that  when  the  sale  of  com- 
missions was  wholly  abolished,  and  Par- 
liament came  to  aetermine  what  com- 
pensation should  be  given  to  existing 
officers  who  had  themselves  purchased, 
that  compensation  was  based  not  on  the 
restricted  or  regulation  price  of  the  War 
Office,  but  on  the  full  market  price  that 
had  been  paid,  though  such  payment 
had  been  in  fact  illegal  and  even  cri- 
minal according  to  the  law  of  the  land. 
He  (Mr.  Law)  submitted  that  the  Ulster 
tenants  were  at  least  equally  well  entitled 
to  have  these  futile  restrictions  on  the 
price  of  their  interests  declared  to  be  in- 
valid. Again,  with  respect  to  the  attempts 
to  prevent  sale  of  the  tenant-right  by 
auction,  it  had  been  strongly  urged,  and 
with  great  show  of  reason,  that  this  was, 
generally  speaking,  useless,  as  it  no  doubt 
was  irritating,  where  such  regulation 
was  attempted.  It,  of  course,  hwnpered 
and  impeded  the  tenant  in  his  efforts  to 
get  the  full  market  price  for  his  interest; 
but  he  often,  as  it  seemed,  managed  to 
get  it  in  the  end,  though  after  much 
needless  delay  and  needless  trouble.  In 
such  cases — as  he  (Mr.  Law)  had  been 
informed — the  matter  was  arranged  by 
leaving  a  sheet  of  paper  or  a  book  open 
on  a  desk  for  a  week  or  a  month  if  ne- 
cessary, in  which  anyone  who  desired  to 
bid  wrote  down  his  name,  and  the 
amount  he  would  give,  calling  in,  of 
course,  frequently  to  see  if  his  offer  had 
been  exceeded,  and,  if  so,  increasing  it 
accordingly.  The  result,  then,  was  said 
to  be  that  in  the  end  the  farm  was  sold, 
whilst  the  landlord  got  nothing  by  his 
interference,  beyond  the  certainty  that 
he  had  vexed  and  annoyed  his 
tenants.  But,  however  this  might  be, 
he  (Mr.  Law)  could  not  for  a  moment 
admit  that  the  proposal  to  let  the  tenant 
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sell  by  auction  if  lie  liked,  furnished 
any  sufficient  ground  for  the  total  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.  There  was  now  but 
one  other  provision  on  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  word.  It  was  the  clause  to 
facilitate  the  ascertainment  of  a  fair 
rent,  when  that  alone  was  in  controversy 
between  the  parties.  Whether  it  was 
tenant-right  as  in  Ulster,  or  the  right  to 
be  paid  for  improvements  there  or  else- 
where, it  was  plain  that  this  interest 
vested  by  law  in  the  tenant  ought  to  be 
protected  against  encroachment  on  the 
occasion  of  any  revision  of  the  rent. 
All  were  agreed  on  that.  Now,  in  almost 
every  case  in  which  the  landlord  served 
a  notice  to  quit,  it  was  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  the  tenant  to  agree  to 
an  increase  of  the  rent.  Accoraingly, 
the  notice  to  quit  was  accompanied  by 
another  notice  explaining  its  real  ob- 
ject, and  thus  the  parties  were  at 
issue.  But  suppose  that  they  honestly 
differed  as  to  what  the  new  rent  should 
be,  the  end  of  it  now  was  that  they  came 
before  the  Chairman  of  the  county — the 
landlord  with  his  ejectment,  and  the 
tenant  with  his  land  claim.  Sometimes 
the  controversy  was  then  settled  at  the 
last  moment  either  between  themselves 
or  by  a  reference  to  arbitration;  but 
otherwise  the  case  must  go  on  in  the 
ordinary  way,  and  the  landlord  be 
obliged  to  evict  a  tenant  he  did  not  want 
to  evict,  and  besides  that  probably  have 
to  pay  a  substantial  amount  of  compen- 
sation, which  the  tenant  would  gladly 
have  foregone  if  he  could  only  have  re- 
mained on  in  his  farm  at  afair  rent.  For 
the  Chairman  had  now  no  jurisdiction  to 
determine  this,  the  only  real  controversy 
between  the  parties.  And  yet,  strange 
to  say,  though  he  could  not  determine  it 
for  them,  he  must  determine  it  for  him- 
self before  he  could  decide  whether  the 
tenant  was  entitled  to  compensation; 
for  this,  in  the  case  supposed,  depended 
on  whether  the  rent  demanded  by  the 
landlord  W6W  a  **  fair  rent "  or  not.  The 
provision,  then,  of  this  Bill,  which  he 
(Mr.  Law)  was  now  considering,  sought 
te  enable  the  parties,  if  they  so  desired, 
to  submit  this  question  of  rent  directly 
to  the  Chairman  for  his  decision.  It 
would  interfere  in  no  way  with  the  land- 
lord's power  of  serving  notice  to  quit, 
and  putting  out  the  tenant  if  he  liked; 
but  would  save  him  horn,  the  disagree- 
able necessity  of  being  obliged  to  pro- 
ceed as  if  for  eviction  when  ho  did  not 
desire  it.     He  (Mr.   Law)  would  not 
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further  try  the  patience  of  hon.  Members, 
but  content  himself  with  saying  he  con- 
sidered the  main  objects  of  the  measure 
goody  and  for  that  reason  should  give  it 
his  support;  whilst  he  hoped  that  the 
Conservative  Ulster  Members,  if  they 
appeared  at  all,  would  vote  for  and  not 
as  before  against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BIG&AE  expressed  his  intention 
of  supporting  the  Bill ;  but  was  afraid 
it  would  fail  to  do  as  much  good  as  those 
who  wished  to  see  it  pass  anticipated. 
A  bad  landlord,  after  it  passed,  would 
still  have  the  power  of  being  a  bad  land- 
lord. He  suggested  that  the  BiU  should 
contain  a  definition  of  the  Ulster  tenant- 
right,  which  should  be  legalized  through- 
out the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  would 
recommend  the  Government  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  and  then 
amend  it  in  Committee. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  the  second  reading. 
When  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870  was 
brought  in,  it  was  understood  that  that 
Act  would  for  some  years  to  come  settle 
the  question  with  which  it  dealt.  Under 
this  Bill  all  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  would  be  so  upset  that, 
in  all  probability,  the  conditions  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant  in  England 
would  be  also  unsettled.  He  regretted, 
therefore,  that  so  important  a  question 
as  that  should  now  have  been  raised, 
and  he  was  sorry  also  that  so  few  Eng- 
lish Members  on  his  own  side  should 
be  found  here  to  express  their  opinions 
upon  the  matter.  Considering  how  much 
attention  Parliament  had  given  to  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
in  Ireland  so  recently  as  the  year  1870, 
he  thought  they  ought  not  to  venture  so 
soon  afterwards  to  disturb  a  question 
which  they  had  imderstood  had  been  set 
at  rest  for  some  considerable  time. 

Mb.  D.  TAYLOE  supported  the  Bill, 
remarking  that  many  of  the  best  class 
of  tenants  who  had  a  legal  interest  in 
their  farms  had  lost  their  tenant-right 
by  their  inability  to  prove  that  right; 
and  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  that 
House  to  amend  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
which,   although    it    was    one  of    the 

geatest  benefits  ever  conferred  upon 
eland,  did  not  go  far  enough  in  plac- 
ing safeguards  against  an  undue  rising 
of  the  rent  by  the  landlord.  It  ought 
to  be  made  the  legal  presumption  that 
in  all  the  farms  of  Ulster  that  tenant- 
right  existed  which  was  known  to  exist 
in  nearly  every  case.    To  accomplish 
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that  object  was  one  of  the  chief  objects 
of  thisBin.  He  trusted  that  all  hon. 
Members  from  the  North  of  Ireland, 
whether  Conservative  or  Liberal,  would 
Tote  for  the  BiU. 

Mb.  O'CLEEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  embodied  a  principle  of  immense 
advantage  to  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ulster,  and  therefore  he  should  cordially 
support  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  R.  PLUNKETT  said,  it  was 
thought  when  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was 
passed,  that  some  kind  of  finality  had 
been  arrived  at,  but  now  the  question  at 
issue  was  again  re-opened.  For  his  own 
part,  he  deprecated  an  annual  disturbance 
of  the  arrangement  then  come  to.  It  was 
acknowledge  that  in  the  main  the  land- 
lords were  willing  to  treat  their  tenants 
well ;  but  if  they  wished  to  grant  some  ad- 
yantage  to  their  tenants  they  were  dis- 
couraged from  doing  so  by  the  prospect 
of  freoh  laws  relating  to  land.  It  was, 
therefore,  highly  desirable  to  get  rid  of 
the  irritation  produced  by  incessant  new 
legislation.  He  was  glad  to  hear,  on 
legal  authority,  that  the  present  Bill  did 
not  deal  with  anything  out  of  Ulster. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  OiBSOir)  said,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  some  of  the 
arg^uments  which  had  been  urged  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  were  of  a  very  peculiar 
character,  and  especially  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan ;  who,  although 
he  did  not  regard  the  measure  as  a  good 
one,  urged  hon.  Members  to  vote  for  it, 
because  it  would  take  the  wind  out  of 
the  sails  of  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  Whig 
persuasion.  For  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  there  was  not  in 
the  Bill  some  tnines  which  he  approved, 
and  others  which  he  thought  might  be 
discussed ;  but  then  there  was  in  it  so 
many  clauses  so  much  open,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  objection,  that  he  thought  he 
would  be  wrong  in  advising  the  House 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading.  The 
present,  he  might  add,  was  the  fourth 
Session  in  which  it  had  been  discussed, 
and  in  1876  it  had  been  thrown  out  in 
a  fuU  House  of  460  Members  by  a  ma- 
jority of  two  to  one,  and  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  who  on  that  occasion 
voted  for  it,  pointed  out  that  there  were 
considerable  objections  to  three  of  the 
six  clauses,  of  which  it  then  consisted, 
and  those  objections  were  applicable  as 
it  now  stood.  The  usages  that  made 
up  the  Ulster  right  were  various  and 


diverse,  so  much  so  that  he  believed  there 
was  not  a  single  hon.  Member  for  Ulster 
in  the  House  who  would  say  that  there 
were  not  100  or  even  200  different 
usages  in  Ulster,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
a  strange  proposal  to  make,  that  a  part 
of  the  country  subject  to  no  usage 
whatever  shomd  be  assumed  to  be 
subject  to  the  strongest  of  all  usages 
which  prevailed  anywhere,  and  that  the 
landlonl  should  be  imder  the  necessity 
of  proving  the  contrary.  Again,  it  was 
a  very  startling  proposition  to  lay  down, 
that  the  tenant  should  not  only  nave  the 
power  of  selling  his  holding,  but  of 
selling  it  bv  auction  practic^y  inde- 
pendently of  the  landlord.  Gould  there 
be  anything  more  repugnant  to  the 
very  essence  of  Ulster  tenant-right,  one 
of  the  conditions  of  which  was  that  the 
landlord  should  have  a  substantial 
power  of  selecting  or  approving  a  te- 
nant? As  to  the  limitation  of  price, 
it  seemed  to  him'  not  veiy  unreasonable 
that  a  landlord,  desiring  to  have  solvent 
tenants,  should  be  able  to  say  that  he 
would  only  take  tenants  who  would 
not  give  more  than  three,  or  five,  or  six 
years'  purchase,  as  it  might  be.  There 
was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  for  giving 
additional  facilities  to  tenants  for  the 
purchase  of  their  holdings.  The  present 
was  obviously  an  inconvenient  time  for 
the  discussion  of  that  proposal  after  the 
re-appointmentof  a  Committee  yesterday, 
which  would  have  the  subject  undoF  their 
consideration.  When  that  Committee 
had  reported,  he  had  no  doubt  the  House 
would  deal  satisfactorily  with  their 
recommendations.  The  Bill  would, 
moreover,  hamper  and  destroy  the  opera- 
tion of  that  kindly  feelins^  which  existed 
in  many  cases  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant.  He  had  no  intention  of  going 
into  details,  but  nearly  eveiy  speaker 
had  called  attention  to  the  3rd  clause 
of  the  Bill.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  subject  of  leasehold  tenant- 
right  did  not  deserve  most  favourable 
consideration.  There  was  a  Bill  dealing 
separately  with  it,  and  when  thatJBifl 
came  before  the  House,  hon.  Members 
would  have  a  clear  and  satisfactory  op- 
portunity of  giving  expression  to  their 
wishes  on  that  branch  of  the  law,  free 
from  the  objections  to  which  the  present 
measure  was  subject.  While  he  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  portions  of  the 
Bill  to  which  he  could  not  object  and 
others  which  might  fairly  be  discussed, 
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he  oould  not  advise  the  Hotise  to  give 
it  a  second  reading. 

Me.  SHAEMAN  OEAWFOED,  in 
repljy  stated  that  the  auctions  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
so  strongly  objected  had  been  repeatedly 
carried  out  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and 
that  no  evil  results  had  attended  the 
practice. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  66 ;  Noes 
85:   Majority  19.— (Div.  list,  No.  4.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six 
months. 

BANKBUFTOY  ACT  (1869)   AHENDMEKT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sampson  Lloti>,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1869,*'  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr. 
Norwood,  Mr.  Whitwbll,  and  Mr.  Riplby. 

BUlpretmUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 

BILLS  OF  SALE  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Cknnmittee.) 

Seaolvedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leaye  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  Uie  Law  relating 
to  Bills  of  Sale. 

Hesolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  Mr.  Whit- 
well,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Monk,  and  Mr. 
Riplby. 

BiHprmfUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

JUDIGATUEB  ACTS    AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Waddy,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Judicature  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Waddy,  Mr.  Herscuell,  and  Mr.  Merb- 

WETUER. 

Bill^<j««a^«<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  91.] 

FABLIAMENTABY  AND  MUNICIPAL  BEQIS- 
TRATION  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Registration  Bill 
do  consist  of  Twenty-one  Members. 

Committee  nofnituUed : — ^Mr.  Attornby  Genb- 
RAL,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Birley,  Mr. 
BooRD,  Mr.  Cotes,  Sir  Ckarlbs  W.  DiLKE,Mr. 
DoDDS,  Mr.  Floyer,  Mr.GouRLBY,Mr.  Hamond, 
Mr.  HiBBERT,  Mr.  Rowley  Hill,  Mr.  Isaac, 
Mr.  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Meldon,  The 
O'DoNooHUB,  Mr.  Rathbonb,  Mr.  Rydbb,  Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon,  Mr.  Torr,  and  Mr.  Alfrbd 
Marten  :— Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

Twelve  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 

7%e  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Monday,  2Uh  January,  1878. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— RUSSIA 

AND  THE  PORTE. 

EESOLXmON. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  further  Papers  respect- 
ing the  affairs  of  Turkey,  said:  My 
Lords,  it  may  be  thought,  in  reference 
to  the  Notice  I  have  given,  that  a  Motion 
ought  to  have  been  added  to  it.  I  will 
certainly  conclude  with  one,  so  as  at  least 
to  give  the  debate  a  greater  regulariiy. 
There  was  obvious  difficulty  in  putting 
it  beforehand  on  the  Paper,  in  the  midst 
of  the  varying  events  by  which  each  day 
has  been  characterized.  A  Motion  suitable 
on  Friday  might  not  be  appropriate  on 
Monday,  with  such  rapid  scenes,  and  none 
could  be  put  down  during  the  interval. 
One  could  hardly  tell  for  what  a  Motion 
should  provide,  or  engage  other  men — 
without  much  reservation  on  their  part 
— ^to  support  it.  But  no  one  feels  more 
strongly  than  myself  that  your  Lordships 
ought  not  at  a  time  like  this  to  meet  only 
wim  a  view  to  listening  and  speaking. 
If  an  important  Vote  is  taken  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  the  opinion 
of  your  Lordships  might  do  something 
to  enhance;  if  none  arises,  something  to 
replace  its  influence  in  Europe. 

My  Lords,  in  so  harassing  a  juncture 
the  House  would  not  be  much  inclined 
to  dwell  upon  Blue  Books,  although  they 
cannot  be  entirely  lost  sight  of.  The 
first,  and  most  voluminous,  may  be 
passed  over  very  quickly,  as  it  is  chiefly 
a  mirror  of  reciprocal  atrocities  during 
the  war,  and  of  the  weakness  to  which 
the  British  Embassy  at  Constantinople 
is  unavoidably  reduced,  when  it  con- 
tinues to  advise,  after  Great  Britain  has 
ceased  to  act  as  a  defending  Power 
towards  the  object  of  its  counsel.  There 
is  only  one  despatch  in  the  second  I  am 
anxious  to  refer  to,  as  it  throws  a  vivid 
light  on  much  which  is  engaging  us.  It 
is  the  admission  of  Prince  Gortchakoff, 
in  page  13,  that  Eussia  aims  at  such  a 
peace  as  can  only  be  obtained  by  the 
rurther  progress  of  her  arms  and  the 
prolonged  inaction  of  this  country.  It 
is  the  dearest  intimation  of  what  nearly 
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eiyeryQiie  feels — that  the  aggresaion  will 
be  only  checked  by  the  obstruction  which 
it  meets  with.  Hope  could  not  be  more 
wild,  credulity  more  fatuous,  than  the 
belief  that  Bussia  will  arrest  herself 
before  Ghreat  Britain  has  assimied  a 
different  attitude  towards  her.  To-night, 
howeyer,  she  may  do  so.  On  the  pros- 
pect of  that  eyent — in  common,  I  beueve, 
with  a  large  majority  on  both  sides  of 
the  House — ^I  venture  to  congratulate 
the  GK>yemment. 

My  Lords,  the  most  important  topic 
to  consider  at  this  moment  would  appear 
to  be  the  terms  of  peace,  which  haye 
been  shadowed  as  an  argument  against 
preparatory  measures  on  our  part.  It 
IS  true  that  we  have  no  official  knowledge 
on  the  subject.  It  is  true  that  geo- 
ffraphical  and  military  details  may 
be  wanting.  I  refer  merely  to  the  ao- 
oounts  wluch  are  the  most  recent,  the 
most  generally  credited,  and  that  because 
the  manner  in  which  these  proposi- 
tions— exact  or  not — ^are  viewed,  may 
deeply  influence  opinion  in  the  country. 
As  mr  as  we  yet  mow,  the  Vassal  Prin- 
cipalities which  have  iniquitously  waged 
a  war  against  their  Suzerain  will  be 
rewarded  for  their  treason  at  the  dicta- 
tion of  the  Empire  which  used  to  plimie 
itself  on  being  the  scourge  of  revomtion, 
and,  as  it  were,  the  constable  of  Europe. 
They  would  thus  be  brought  to  absolute 
dependence  upon  Eussia,  as  the  only 
prop  of  their  factitious  nationality. 
Their  newly-gotten  right  to  go  to  war 
with  one  another — a  necessary  incident 
of  freedom — ^they  would  owe  to  a  State 
which  in  the  world  has  always  been  the 
patron  of  tranquillity  and  order.  Ac- 
cording to  the  sketch,  the  influence  which 
Bussia  is  to  daim  on  both  sides  of  the 
Balkans  really  places  Oonstantinople  at 
h^  mercv.  There  is  no  occasion  to  de- 
mand— although  apparently  she  does — 
the  power  to  bombara  it  by  control  over 
the  Dardanelles.  In  one  point  of  view, 
too  much  forgotten  at  this  moment,  the 
encroachments  traced  in  Asia  are  even 
more  momentous.  If  European  Turkey 
is  held  by  the  Sublime  Porte  on  the 
most  precarious  of  tenures,  in  spite  of 
Q^eaties  and  in  spite  of  prepossessions, 
the  interest  of  Eurone  must  suggest  the 
birth  of  some  new  Power  to  guard  the 
Boephorus  a^nst  disastrous  usurpation. 
That  such  a  I^ower  should  exist,  if  only 
in  conception,  it  is  essential  that  his 
Asiatic  Brovinoes  should  not  be  wrested 


from  the  Sultan.  But  the  privation  of 
Batoum  and  E!ars,  of  which  we  hear, 
effiaces  their  security.  Some  minds — ^I 
offer  no  opinion  on  their  project — ^are 
fond  of  speculating  on  the  hope  of  a 
Byzantine  Empire.  The  Patriarch  of 
the  Qreek  Church  miffht  very  possibly 
agree  with  them.  The  late  Duke  of 
Wellington,  in  1828  or  1829,  gave  a 
kind  of  sanction  to  this  view  in  a  con- 
tinffency  which  struck  him,  although 
pemaps  he  did  not  mean  it  to  be 
handed  to  posterity.  The  cession  of  Ba- 
toum and  ^ars,  with  other  sacrifices 
mentioned  in  Armenia,  would  be  fatal 
to  the  hope  of  what  at  all  events  is  rather 
difficult  to  execute.  If  men  wish  the 
Sublime  Porte  to  be  no  longer  European, 
they  cannot  authorize  encroachments 
which  render  it  impossible  in  Asia. 
Last  of  all,  the  indemnity  to  be  ex- 
acted annihilates  the  hope  of  the  ill- 
used,  the  exasperated  bondholder,  who 
is  thought  in  no  small  degree  to  rule  our 
Eastern  policy  at  present. 

My  Lords,  at  this  stage  one  cannot 
help  reflecting  on  the  habitual  language 
of  the  Government  last  Session,  when 
urged  to  act  as  far  as  possible,  without 
hostilities,  upon  the  Treaties  which  en- 
gage us.  They  said  that  when  the  war 
closed  would  be  the  moment  to  step  in 
with  '^overmastering  authoriiy  and  limit 
the  demands  of  the  belligerents.  They 
seemed  to  think  that,  without  sacrifice, 
or  risk,  or  toil,  they  might  achieve  the 
ends  for  which  those  means  are  gene- 
rally lavished.  In  vain  it  was  insisted 
that  diplomacy  would  hardly  give  an  in- 
stance of  advantages  so  cheaply  bought, 
so  pleasingly  appropriated.  In  vain  it 
was  insisted  that  for  political  success 
political  exertion  was  desirable.  They 
admitted  that  historical  examples  mi^ht 
go  the  other  way;  but  they  contended 
on  general  and  abstract  grounds — as  it 
occurred  to  me,  far  too  general  and  ab- 
stract— ^that  the  Power  which  has  not 
wasted  its  strength  in  a  campaign  may 
dictate  to  the  two  belligerents,  whose 
treasure  is  reduced,  whose  armies  are 
exhausted.  It  did  not  appear  to  them 
that  a  victorious  belligerent  is  not  en- 
tirely exhausted — that  he  is  likely  to 
be  far  beyond  the  operation  of  flieir 
counsel — ^that  he  may  treat  with  scorn 
the  views  which  they  present  to  him. 
It  is  not,  however,  for  the  purpose  of 
attack  that  I  recall  their  calculations, 
but  rather  with  a  view  to  show  that  their 
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decision  in  the  other  House  was  no 
unneoessary  proof  of  their  oonsistency 
and  rectitude. 

My  Lords,  a  Eussian  occupation  of 
Constantinople  has  been  so  frequently 
discussed  that  it  is  worth  while  to  say  a 
word  or  two  upon  it.  I  pass  over  the 
indignity  to  which  it  would  expose  our 
country  and  our  SovereiCT,  who  used  to 
be,  who  ought  to  be,  the  guardians  of 
that  capital.  It  might  lead  to  carnage 
the  most  fearftd,  from  the  diversity  of 
races  which  is  found  there  and  the 
hatred  to  which  the  foreign  elements 
would  be  exposed.  In  all  time  it  would 
degrade  the  British  Embassy,  while  to 
the  Russian  it  must  secure  —  however 
brief — still  more  unlimited  control  than 
that  which  did  exist  before,  and  brought 
such  terrible  calamities  upon  the  Empire 
it  demoralized.  But  it  is  far  more 
serious  to  recollect  that  we  have  not  the 
slightest  guarantee  for  such  an  occupation 
being  of  temporary  character.  Should 
it  be  permanent,  as  neither  the  Grown 
nor  Parliament  have  any  ^imd  for  ac- 
quiescing in  it,  it  must  involve  Ghreat 
Britain  in  hostilities  with  Bussia,  which 
all  reflecting  men  are  anxious  to  prevent, 
until  our  duty  to  the  world  compels  us 
to  resort  to  them.  The  measures  neces- 
sary to  avert  an  occupation  are  very  dif- 
ferent from  the  measures  necessary  to 
dislodge  it.  The  measures  to  avert  it 
would  not  involve  departure  from  neu- 
traliiy — the  only  point  demanded  even 
by  the  kind  of  partial  agitation  which  is 
thought  to  che<^  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

My  Lords,  that  proposition  bears  so 
much  upon  the  moment,  that  I  am  bound, 
perhaps,  to  shew  it  has  not  lightly  been 
advanced.  It  was,  indeed,  insisted  on 
by  a  deputation  which  approached  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  during 
the  autumn,  and  it  has  never  been  re- 
plied to.  It  is  a  question  of  public  law, 
on  which  the  best  authority  lays  down, 
that  when  a  State  is  bound  by  Treaty  to 
give  support  to  an  Ally  who  is  in  danger, 
it  is  consistent  with  neutrality  to  grant 
it. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  Can  you  men- 
tion the  authority  ? 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  Vatisl,  book  3, 
chapter  7,  section  105.  The  House  has 
heard  of  Vatiel  so  repeatedly  of  late, 
that  with  a  view  to  save  them  from  fa- 
tigue, I  was  inclined  to  hurry  over  that 
pajrt  of  the  subject.  Should  it,  however. 

Lord  Campbell 


be  the  pleasure  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
former  Secretary  of  State  and  of  your  Lord* 
ships,  I  should  not  at  all  refuse  to  dwell 
upon  it.  But  it  is  not  only  the  authority 
of  public  law — the  dictum  of  Fa^^,  which 
may  direct  us  on  the  subject.  In  1853, 
in  a  long  series  of  communications  to  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
and  which  are  published  now,  Lord 
Palmerston  exhibited  this  principle. 
War  going  on  between  Russia  and  the 
Porte,  Great  Britain  still  adhering  to  the 
position  of  a  neutral,  Lord  Palmerston 
was  urgent  for  two  measures — ^the  sus- 
pension of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act, 
and  the  movement  of  the  British  Fleet  up 
to  the  Bosphorus.  But  the  argument  is 
not  obliged  to  rest  entirely  upon  VatUl 
and  Lord  Palmerston.  The  same  prin- 
ciple has  been  applied  on  several  occa- 
sions in  our  history.  In  the  time  of 
Henry  Yll.,  according  to  his  best  histo- 
rian, Lord  Bacon,  the  King  resolved  to 
give  support  to  the  Duke  of  Brittany, 
men  an  independent  Prince,  upon  the 
groimd  of  an  alliance,  while  his  neu- 
trality towards  France,  the  invading 
Power,  continued  as  it  had  done.  But  to 
step  at  once  to  modern  times,  when  in 
1827,  the  Government  of  that  day 
sent  out,  in  virtue  of  engagements 
their  well-known  expedition  for  the  de- 
fence of  Portugal,  wnom  Spain  was  un- 
dermining, no  eaeue  belli  was  afiEbrded  to 
that  country,  and  no  hostilities  were 
threatened.  The  essence  of  the  new 
Treaty  to  uphold  Belgium  in  1870,  su- 
peradded to  the  former  guarantee  of 
1839,  if  I  have  understood  it,  was  that 
Ghreat  Britain  should  restriot  herself  to 
that  task  without  becoming  involved  in 
further  operations  of  the  war,  without  en- 
tirely departing  from  her  function  as  a 
neutral.  These  instances,  however,  are 
not  at  all  required  in  order  to  maintain 
that  Great  Britain  may  do  quite  as  much 
as  Lord  Palmerston  advised  in  1853, 
without  giving  any  Power  a  title  to 
hostilities. 

Of  course  it  is  well  known  to  all  of  us, 
that  the  Russian  Party,  which  within  a 
year  has  been  established  in  this  coimtry, 
when  they  insist  upon  neutrality,  really 
wish  to  bar  the  measures  of  precaution 
by  which  the  Czar  may  be  arrested  in 
his  progress  to  the  destruction  of  the 
Treaties  which  are  binding  on  us.  My 
Lords,  the  answer  is,  that  the  Russian 
Party  cannot  be  permitted  to  dictate  to  a 
State,  of  which  they  are  alike  indififerent 
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to  the  faith,  the  honour,  and  the  interest. 
The  Bosaian  Party  are,  unfortunately, 
open  to  a  long  variety  of  charges,  but 
very  few  of  them  are  quite  sufficient,  to 
dispose  of  their  authority  at  present. 
They  have  not  attempted  to  fulfil  the 
first  condition  of  being  listened  to.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  first  condition  upon 
which  they  could  demand  adherents, 
was  ability  to  show  that  the  forei^ 
policy  of  Bussia,  as  it  was  known  in  the 
time  of  Catherine  11.,  as  it  betrayed 
itself  in  1853,  as  it  burst  out  in  1870, 
had  lost  the  qualities  by  which  it  for- 
merly excited  vigilance  among  us.  But 
they  have  not  attempted  to  establish  any 
variation  in  its  character.  Thev  have 
connived  at  all  the  startling  proofs  of  its 
identity  which  followed  one  another  from 
the  Orunean  War  to  1871,  and  from  that 
time  down  to  this  moment.  They  begin, 
therefore,  by  proclaiming  their  incre- 
dible fatuity.  In  the  next  place,  they 
have  never  listened  to,  or  recognized,  or 
tried  to  controvert  the  argument,  al- 
though in  many  forms  it  has  been  urged 
upon  them — ^that  the  welfare  of  the  races 
subject  to  the  Porte — the  races  they  have 
patronized — depends  on  British  influ- 
ence they  have  done  their  utmost  to 
destroy,  and  not  on  British  nulliiy,  they 
have  now  succeeded  in  creating  on  the 
Bosphorus.  Beyond  that,  they  have 
done  their  worst  to  check  Ottoman  re- 
form, by  blackening  the  Constitution 
which  was  foimded  to  produce  it,  and 
tiius  have  leagued  themselves  with  all 
the  darkest  elements  by  which  the  Sultan 
is  habitually  prompted  to  overthrow  the 
freedom  he  has  sanctioned.  Last  of  all, 
the  Bussian  Party  have  endeavoured  to 
deceive  the  public  by  asserting  upon 
every  occasion  that  those  who  do  not 
follow  them  are  advocates  of  war,  when 
it  has  been  repeatedly  demonstrated  they 
advocate  the  measures  by  which  eventusd 
war  alone  can  be  averted.  My  Lords, 
on  this  point,  although  it  may  arise  from 
ignorance  and  passion,  to  which  they  are 
particularly  liable,  the  Bussian  Party 
have  been  led  to  absolute  mendacity. 
One  thing,  however,  should  be  admitted 
in  their  favour — they  are  not  imworthy 
of  the  feet  at  which  they  sit,  or  of  the 
school  in  which  they  have  been  disciplined. 
My  Lords,  I  have  observed,  altnough 
not  in  this  country,  that  when  political 
events  have  gone  beyond  a  certain  line 
of  gravity  and  tension,  speeches  of  any 
length  are  felt  as  inappropriate,  although 
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before  that  line  is  reached  they  may  be 
welcome.  It  was  the  case  in  France  in 
1870.  During  the  eventful  weeks  of 
August  the  Assemblies,  still  at  Paris, 
listened  with  increased  susceptibility. 
After  the  catastrophe  of  Sedan  no  voice 
was  heard,  although,  apparently,  there 
never  was  a  greater  scope  for  exposition 
and  remonstrance.  There  is  a  strong 
impression — out-of-doors,  at  least — that 
on  the  Eastern  Question  our  Sedan  is 
consummated.  Although  I  do  not  share 
it,  one  is  bound  to  consult  the  taste  of 
those  who  may  be  under  its  ascendancy. 
As  regards  the  Motion  which  I  promised, 
it  would,  I  think,  enable  this  House  to 
double  the  advantage  of  the  precau- 
tionary measure  which  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  is  being  invited  to  con- 
sider. Should  that  appear  to  be  its 
tendency,  no  technical  objection,  at  such 
a  time,  can  well  prevent  your  Lordships 
from  adopting  it.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Resolution — 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  neutrality,  whether  conditional  or  abso- 
lute, in  no  way  prohibits  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment from  adopting  such  measures  as  are  ne- 
cessary to  conform  to  the  Treaties  of  1856,  and 
to  guard  Constantinople  against  an  hostile 
occupation. — {The Lord Stratheden  and  Campbell.) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
think  the  few  remarks  I  have  to  make 
may  be  addressed  to  the  House  more 
conveniently  before  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whom  I 
am  glad  to  see  present,  replies  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
moved  his  Resolution.  The  noble  Lord 
gave  Notice  merely  that  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  further  Papers  Nos.  1 
and  2  which  were  laid  on  the  Table  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session.  Your  Lord- 
ships have  attentively  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  you  will 
agree  with  me  that  he  hardly  alluded  to 
those  Papers  in  the  course  of  his  obser- 
vations. The  noble  Lord  entered  into 
the  larger  question.  I  am  not  sur- 
prised that  he  has  done  so,  and  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  course  he  has  taken ; 
but  having  made  those  observations,  he 
concluded  with  a  Resolution  of  which, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  he  had  given  no 
Notice  whatever.  With  rega.rd  to  the 
general  question,  perhaps  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  say  much.  I  think  it 
would  be  better  for  me  to  leave  the 
noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary  to  de- 
clare his  acquiescence  in,  or  his  dissent 
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from^  a  doctrine,  which  rather  startled 
me  at  first,  quoted  upon  the  great  autho- 
rity of  Vattelf  although  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  give  the  words  of  that  authority 
— namely,  that  if  we  assisted  Turkey  at 
this  moment  against  Bussia  we  should 
not  be  breaking  our  neutrality.  I  say  I 
leave  the  noble  Earl  the  Forei^  Secre- 
tary to  dispose  of  that  assertion  if  he 
pleases  to  do  so.  But  there  was  one  re- 
mark which  the  noble  Lord  made  in  re- 
gard to  a  matter  of  fact  to  which,  as  a 
Member  of  the  late  Government,  I  think 
I  ought  more  particularly  to  allude.  He 
said  that  our  circumstances  at  the  pre- 
sent time  are  the  same  as  those  which 
existed  when  Her  Majesty's  late  Gt>- 
vemment  made  the  Treaty  with  regard 
to  Belgium  during  the  Franco-German 
War.  My  Lords,  there  was  not  the 
slightest  ^x>fession  of  neutrality  in  that 
Treaty,  it  certainly  involved  great 
risk,  and  it  certainly  had  great  suc- 
cess; but  that  Treaty  was  not  one  of 
neutrality.  It  stipulated  that  if  Ger- 
many invaded  Belgium,  this  country 
would  go  to  war  against  Germany  with 
France,  and  if  France  invaded  Belgium, 
we  woiild  join  Germany  in  going  to  war 
against  France.  With  regard  to  those 
recent  Papers  on  the  Eastern  Question, 
I  am  not  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  preceded  me  left  them  almost  en- 
tirely alone,  because  they  afford  singu- 
larly little  material  for  making  a  speech 
or  forming  observations  u^n.  The 
thing  whi(m  struck  me  most  in  reading 
them  was  the  persistent  determination 
of  Turkey  to  assume  that  the  noble  Earl 
the  Foreign  Secretary  had  said  things 
which  he  had  not  said,  and  not  omy 
things  which  he  had  not  said,  but  things 
which  he  had  contradicted  over  and 
over  again.  As  for  No.  1,  it  is  the  most 
horrible  reading  I  have  ever  attempted 
to  go  through;  and  as  for  No.  2,  the 
sins  in  it  are  not  sins  of  commission,  but 
of  omission.  I  do  not  remember  great 
transactions,  interesting  to  the  whole  of 
Europe,  in  respect  of  which  Parliament 
has  been  left  so  completely  in  the  dark 
as  we  have  been  in  respect  of  those  ne- 
gotiations and  of  the  policy  of  other 
nations,  in  reference  to  what  has  been 
going  on  between  Bussia  and  Turkey. 
When  I  said  something  on  this  point 
the  other  night,  the  noble  Earl  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  made  an  observa- 
tion in  which  there  was  some  force.  He 
said  that  there  was  an  increasing  objec- 
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tion  on  the  part  of  other  Governments 
to  the  pubuoation  of  their  diplomatic 
docimients.  But  this  is  no  new  objec- 
tion. Those  nations  have  always  enter- 
tained the  same  objection  to  our  readi- 
ness to  publish  despatches.  It  may  be 
remembered  that  the  form  of  Govern- 
ment in  other  parts  of  Europe  is  dif- 
ferent from  ours  in  respect  to  diplomatic 
affairs.  But  the  objection  is  not  one  to 
the  publication  of  Blue  Books  generally. 
I  absolutely  and  positively  deny  ttiat  it 
is  so.  The  objection  is  to  the  publica- 
tion of  Papers  of  a  confidential  nature, 
or  Papers  containing  observations  which 
might  prove  insulting  or  injurious  either 
to  Sovereigns  or  individual  statesmen. 
I  cannot  see  how  there  can  be  any  ob- 
jection to  putting  Parliament  in  posses- 
sion of  fiill  and  complete  knowledge  of 
the  policy  being  pursued  by  our  own 
Government  on  a  question  of  this  kind, 
and  of  the  opinion  of  foreim  Govern- 
ments on  that  policy.  I  merely  draw  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Foreign 
Secretary  to  that  matter,  and  I  have  no- 
thing more  to  say  on  it.  But  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  sit  down  without  ex- 
pressing the  satisfaction  wiiii  which  I, 
and  I  am  sure  all  your  Lordships,  ob- 
serve the  convalescence  which  enables 
the  noble  Earl  to  be  present.  I  must 
say  there  are  other  reasons  which  make 
me  rejoice  to  see  him  on  that  bench. 
The  other  day  it  was  confidently  stated 
and  believed  that  Lord  Carnarvon's  was 
not  the  only  resignation,  but  that  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  re- 
signed the  office  which  he  holds.  I  put 
a  Question  on  the  subject  to  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
He  did  not  contradict  the  rumour ;  but, 
in  his  usual  genial  way,  he  answered 
that  it  was  a  high,  useful,  and  ancient 
privilege  that  when  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  resigned  office,  that  Minister 
should  himself  be  the  first  to  announce 
his  resignation  to  Parliament.  That 
may  be;  but  I  think  it  will  be  found 
that  this  privilege  has  sometimes  been 
**  more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  in 
the  observance."  If  I  remember  rightly, 
when  some  few  years  ago  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  SaUsburyV 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
and  General  Peel  resigned  office  in  a  Go- 
vernment, the  late  Earl  of  Derby  was 
the  first  to  announce  it  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  was  the  first  to 
announce  it  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
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Bat  with,  tliat  I  do  not  quarrel,  nor  do  I 
quarrel  with  the  yaluable  privilege  itself. 
I  have  not  the  slighest  right  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl(theEan  of  Derby)  for  any  ex- 
planation of  what  has  passed ;  but,  con- 
sidering the  great  uneasiness  which  has 
been  felt  in  Uie  publie  mind  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  the  announcements  which  have 
been  made  abnost,  I  may  say,  in  a  pecu- 
liar way  with  regard  to  it,  I  leave  it  to 
him  whether,  having  in  view  the  im- 
mense importance  which  at  a  moment 
like  this,  the  country  attaches  to  the  po- 
sition of  Foreign  Secretary,  he  will  not 
think  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to  give 
the  House  some  explanation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  rumour  of  his 
resignation  got  abroad  ? 

Loud  DOECHESTEE  said,  that  on 
two  occasions  last  year  he  characterized 
the  policy  of  the  Government  as  wise 
and  moderate;  but  he  could  not  now 
say  he  thought  that  they  had  acted 
consistently  throughout.  Last  Mav  they 
agreed  to  a  principle  of  oon^tioual 
neutrality.  The  time  had  now  arrived 
when  they  should  ask  what  the  strict 
terms  of  such  neutrality  meant.  First, 
it  was  considered  that  our  conditional 
neutrality  would  come  to  an  end  when 
the  Bussians  were  advancing  on  Ad- 
rianople;  but  we  now  heard  of  their 
marching  to  Gallipoli,  and  before  long 
they  might  be  throwing  up  earthworks 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Bosphorus  and  the 
Dardanelles.  It  would  not  surprise  a 
larg^  portion  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try if  some  day  we  foimd  the  British  flag 
blocked  out  from  the  Dardanelles,  and  in 
the  event  of  such  a  contingency  their 
Lordships  and  the  country  had  a  right  to 
hear  more  specifically  what  our  condi- 
tional neutrality  actually  meant.  The 
country  had  heard  of  more  blood  being 
shed  in  this  war  than  in  all  the  Bulga- 
rian atrocities.  The  Bussian  Govern- 
ment had  for  the  last  300  years  pursued 
a  policy  of  aggression,  tyranny,  and  trea- 
chery— treachery  and  aggression,  so  far 
as  other  nations  were  concerned,  and 
tyranny  within  her  own  Empire.  In  the 
reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth  she  annexed 
livonia,  Lithuania,  and  Mycenae;  and 
had  she  not  more  recently  annexed,  in 
the  most  traitorous  manner,  the  Kingdom 
of  Poland  ?  The  action  of  this  ''  Chris- 
tian Power"  had  been  far  from  that 
which  we  had  in  youth  been  taught  to 
practioe — "peace  on  earth,  goodwill  to- 
wards men.''  In  their  aggressive  marches 


Bussian  Armies  carried  the  Cross  before 
them ;  but  were  the  aggression,  tyranny, 
and  treachery  of  Bussia  in  keeping  with 
the  teaching  of  Christianity  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  said 
that  contractors,  the  aristocracy,  and  the 
Army  were  interested  in  a  war.  He  re- 
jected with  scorn  the  imputation  that  the 
Army  was  interested  in  a  war.  He  only 
knew  of  two  or  three  families  which  had 
gained  pecuniarily  by  wars  in  which  their 
relatives  were  engaged  as  British  officers. 
But  we  must  never  forget  what  the  true 
character  of  Bussia  and  Bussian  policy 
was.  We  had  heard  a  good  deal  about 
the  Christianity  of  Bussia,  but  what  was 
the  Christianity  of  Bussia  ii^  the  annexa- 
tion of  Poland  and  in  her  conduct  with 
reference  to  the  Caucasus  ?  What  was 
it  in  the  Crimea  when  they  fired  on  the 
funeral  parties  ?  It  was  a  sad  truth,  but 
he  believed  it  was  a  truth — at  any  rate 
it  was  a  truth  sustained  by  past  history 
from  the  days  of  Queen  Elizabeth — that 
the  duplicity  of  the  Bussian  character 
was  too  well  known  to  require  dwelling 
upon.  With  regard  to  Turkey,  he  did 
not  believe  that  it  was  the  intention  or 
wish  of  thi»  country  to  stand  up  for  that 
country;  but  he  believed  it  to  be  the 
wish  of  the  great  mass  even  of  the 
Liberal  party  in  this  coimtry  that  fair 
play  should  be  shown,  and  that  an  inde- 
pendent country  should  exist  on  the 
borders  of  the  Dardanelles.  That  inde- 
pendence, however,  would  soon  cease 
unless  we  came  to  an  understanding  as  to 
the  meaning  of  those  two  words  **  condi- 
tional neutrality,"  and  he  did  not  think 
the  country  would  be  satisfied  unless 
that  explanation  was  given. 

The  Earl  of  FEVEBSHAM  said,  he 
did  not  think  that  there  had  been  suffi- 
cient acknowledgment  of  the  strenuous 
and  arduous  efforts  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment at  the  outset  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Europe  —  efforts  which  un- 
happily had  failed  in  their  object.  As 
ten<Hng  to  that  result,  he  regretted  that 
the  unfortunate  action  of  tho  late  Go- 
vernment in  surrendering  one  of  the 
most  important  clauses  of  the  Treaty  of 
1856  had  proved  a  direct  encourage- 
ment to  Bussia  to  make  fui*ther  en- 
croachments. She  received  a  check  in 
the  Crimean  War,  and  he  wished  that 
we  had  maintained  a  similar  attitude 
towards  her  now.  What  was  the  object 
of  the  Crimean  War  ?    It  was  a  most 
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sagacious  and  wise  undertaking,   and 
resulted  in  tlie  destruotion  of  a  great 
nayal  arsenal,  which  was  only  erected 
for  the  purpose  of  aggression  and  for 
the  supply  of  a  powerful  aggressive  Fleet. 
He  quite  admitted  that  he  should  regret 
to  see  a  new  Orimean  War,  and  it  had 
been  termed  an  insane  policy  which  led 
to  that  war ;  but  he  was  convinced  that 
it  was  a  still  more  insane  policy  which 
led  to  the  surrender  of  all  that  we  had 
acquired  by  that  war  at  the  expense  of 
80  much  blood  and  treasure.    Ijord  Odo 
EusseU  had  contended  that  even  without 
an  Ally  we  should  resist  the  abrogation 
of  the  Black  Sea  Treaty ;  but,  umortu- 
nately,  Lord  Odo  BusseU  was  not  sup- 
ported.     The  agitation  respecting  the 
Bulgarian  Atrocities  which  was  led  by 
the  late  Prime  Minister  was  to  a  great 
extent  the  cause  of  the  mischief  which 
had  arisen,  was  the  very  thing  Bussia 
was  waiting  for,  and  as  soon  as  it  arose 
there  was  at  once  a  marked  change  in 
her  policy.     It  was  a  wise  course,  in  his 
opinion,  for  the  Government  to  join  in 
the  Conference  at  Constantinople;  but 
no  sooner  did  that  Conference  fail  than 
the  mobilization  of  the  Armies  of  Eussia 
took  place.    Then  within  a  few  days, 
because  Turkey  did  not  at  once  agree  to 
the  terms  sought  to  be  imposed  upon 
her,   war    was    declared    without    any 
further  time  being  given  for  negotia- 
tions.   No  doubt,  it  was  said,  if  Turkey 
had  agreed  to  the  terms  and  disarmeo, 
war  would  have  been  avoided ;  but  was 
it  likely  when  Bussia  had  her  Armies  on 
the  frontiers  that  Turkey  would  disarm  ? 
Tlhirkey  having  failed  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  the  European  Powers,  it  was 
not  possible  at  that  time  to  join  in  the 
defence  of  Turkish  independence.   With 
regard  to  the  present  situation,  he  be- 
lieved that  there  would  be  great  danger 
in  the  permanent  acquisition  by  Bussia 
of  a  large  amount  of  territory  in  Ar- 
menia.     The  proposed  payment  of  a 
large  indemnity  by  Turkey  implied  in 
itself,  in  the  present  condition  of  Turkey, 
acquisition  of  territory,  Turkey  not  being 
in  a  position  to  pay  any  large  sum.  Any 
large  acquisition  of  territory  by  Bussia 
in  Armenia  was  not  only  undesirable, 
but  might  prove  dangerous  to  the  in- 
terests of  England;  because  it  would  rive 
Bussia    dominating    influence   in  Asia 
Minor  and  the  Euphrates  Valley,  which 
was  the  shortest  route  to  India.    With 
regard  to  Constantinople,  he  trusted  that 
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if  Bulgaria  was  to  obtain  autonomy  it 
would  not  extend  south  of  the  Balkans, 
as  that,  he  believed,  would  prove  a 
source  of  danger  to  Constantinople.  It 
was  necessary  for  the  securify  of  Con- 
stantinople that  Turkey  should  have  a 
certain  area  of  territory  there,  and 
should  also  have  power  over  the  Bos- 
phorus  and  the  Dardanelles.  That  was 
the  most  serious  question  for  this  country. 
By  the  opening  of  the  Bosphorus  and 
the  Dardanelles  to  the  Bussian  Fleet 
Constantinople  would  be  as  much  imder 
the  domina^on  of  Bussia  as  if  it  were 
actually  a  part  of  that  Empire.  The 
object  of  Bussia  in  regard  to  the  Straits 
— seeing  that  she  had  no  territory  on 
the  shores  of  the  Mediterranean  to  pro- 
tect— ^was  one  of  aggression  and  not  of 
mere  commerce,  and  the  opening  of 
them  to  Bussia  would  oblige  us  to  keep 
an  enormous  Fleet  in  the  Mediterranean 
if  we  wished  to  maintain  the  integrity 
and  independence  of  this  country  and 
the  liberties  of  Europe.  He  believed 
that  the  people  of  England  would  be 
prepared  to  make  any  sacrifice  which 
might  be  demanded  of  them  to  maintain 
the  intemty  and  the  interests  of  Eng- 
land and  the  independence  and  liberties 
of  Europe. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY,  after  a  short 
pause,  rose  and  said :  My  Lords,  I  have 
waited  to  see  whether  any  other  Member 
of  your  Lordships'  House  wished  to  ad- 
dress you ;  but,  as  that  does  not  appear 
to  be  the  case,  I  shall  make  some  very 
brief  comments  upon  the  speech  and 
Besolution  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Campbell),  and  some  of  the  speeches 
of  the  noble  Lords  which  have  fol- 
lowed his.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  either  necessary  or  desirable  tiiiat  I 
should  foUow  one  by  one  the  remarks 
which  have  been  made  on  the  various 
subjects  which  have  been  mentioned  in 
the  course  of  the  interesting,  but  some- 
what discursive,  conversation  which  we 
have  heard.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  (Lord  Dorchester)  who  has  ad- 
dressed you,  spoke  in  the  character  of  a 
representative  of  the  British  Army — a 
character,  to  which  I  have  no  doubt,  he 
is  perfectly  entitled — and  he  asked  what 
were  the  conditions  of  our  neutrality,  at 
the  same  time  intimating  that  that  neu- 
trality has  turned  out  to  be  not  con- 
ditional but  imconditional.  Now,  my 
answer  to  that  is  very  simple.  At  the 
outbreak  of  the  present  unfortunate  war 
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we  addressed  a  despatch  to  the  Powers 
which  we  laid  on  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  in  which  we  stated 
the  conditions  of  British  neutrality — 
conditions  which  I  will  venture  to  say 
were  laid  down  with  greater  precision 
and  fullness  of  detail  than  has  been 
usual  on  any  former  occasion  of  the  kind. 
Prom  the  principles  laid  down  in  that 
despatch  in  May  last  we  have  not  varied, 
and  we  do  not  intend  to  depart  from  them 
now.  I  come  now  to  the  few  remarks 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
(Jranville),  to  whom  I  must  offer  my  best 
thanks  for  the  personal  courtesy  of  the 
expressions  witn  which  he  commenced 
his  speech.  The  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl  bore  upon  three  points.  He 
spoke  of  the  apparent  determination  of 
the  Turkish  Government  to  ascribe  to  us 
intentions  which  we  have  repeatedly  dis- 
claimed, and  though  he  did  not  proceed 
to  draw  what  seemed  to  me  to  be  the 
natural  inference  from  his  words,  I  gather 
from  what  he  said  that  he  thought  there 
was  something  strange  and  unexplained 
in  the  manner  in  which  the  Porte  per- 
sisted in  hoping  for  military  assistance 
from  us.  If  the  noble  Earl  entertains 
the  suspicion  that  our  formal  assur- 
ances to  the  Porte  of  neutrality  were  in 
any  manner  counteracted  by  unofficial 
encouragement,  or  by  hopes  held  out  in 
a  private  manner,  I  can  offer,  in  respect 
of  such  a  suspicion,  the  most  absolute 
assurance  that  it  is  unfounded.  We  have 
never  held  but  one  language  from  the 
beginning  of  the  war  up  to  the  present 
time;  and  I  am  certain  that  no  one 
connected  with  the  British  Embassy  or 
the  British  Government  has  been  or  could 
be  guilty  of  what,  in  the  circumstances, 
would  be  the  crime  of  encouraging  brave 
men  to  persevere  in  a  hopeless  struggle 
by  holmng  out  to  them  fallacious  ex- 
pectations. The  second  point  on  which 
my  noble  Friend  touched  was  the  com- 
parative paucity  of  the  Papers  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  Now,  my  Lords, 
it  is  an  invariable  subject  of  criticism 
either  that  the  Papers  laid  before  us  are 
so  voluminous  that  it  is  difficult  to  get  at 
their  more  material  points,  or  that  they 
are  so  few  that  they  do  not  afford  the 
information  which  is  looked  for.  But, 
my  Lords,  when  my  noble  Friend  com- 
plains of  the  absence  of  information  as 
to  the  conduct  of  Foreign  Powers,  I 
would  point  out  this,  not  merely  that 
under  any  circumstances  we  are  precluded 


from  laying  on  the  Table  Papers  which 
are  communicated  to  us  confidentially  by 
foreign  Powers,  but  also  that,  although 
the  last  few  months  have  been  fraught 
with  great  and  important  events,  they 
have  been  months  comparatively  barren, 
so  far  as  actual  negotiations  are  con- 
cerned. It  is  obvious  that  in  the  earlier 
stages  of  the  war  no  reasonable  pros- 
pect existed  of  interposing  which  would 
have  had  any  beneficial  effect.  It  was 
not  till  within  the  last  few  weeks 
that  any  course  could  have  been  pro- 
posed or  suggested  by  any  of  the  neutral 
Powers  which  would  have  had  the 
slightest  chance  of  being  acceptable  at 
once  to  Eussia  and  the  Porte.  So  uni- 
versally was  that  felt  in  Europe  that, 
although  I  believe  most  of  the  Powers 
were  earnestly  desirous  of  seeing  the  war 
brought  to  a  close,  they  abstained,  as  we 
have  abstained,  from  making  attempts 
which  they  believed  would  be  hopeless  and 
which  would  only  lead  to  increased  com- 
plication. Before  I  leave  the  subject,  I 
may,  however,  add  that  some  additional 
Papers  are  in  preparation,  and  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  without  delay.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  come  to  another  matter  on 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  thought  fit 
to  comment  in  a  very  pointed  manner, 
and  I  am  not  surprised  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  should  have  called  at- 
tention to  it.  My  noble  Friend  asks  me 
whether  I  am  willing  to  give  any  expla- 
nation of  the  transactions  of  the  last  few 
days,  as  respects  my  own  personal  rela- 
tions with  the  Cabinet,  of  which  I  am  a 
Member.  My  Lords,  the  only  explana- 
tion which  I  have  to  give  is  so  short  and 
of  so  simple  a  character,  that  if  I  had 
not  been  invited  by  my  noble  Friend  to 
give  it,  I  should  not  have  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  have  troubled  your  Lordships 
with  it.  An  important  step,  my  Lords, 
was  decided  upon  —  decided  upon,  no 
doubt,  after  anxious  and  earnest  consi- 
deration— by  the  Cabinet,  in  the  policy 
of  which  I  did  not  concur  as  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  I  should  have 
been  responsible  for  it  in  a  peculiar 
degree,  and  had  that  step  been  taken 
and  the  course  adopted  by  the  Cabi- 
net been  criticized  in  your  Lordships' 
House,  as  it  was  certain  to  be,  it 
would  have  been  my  duty,  from  the 
position  I  held,  to  undertake  its  defence, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  in  a  matter  of 
grave  national  importance  any  man  is 
justified  in  coming  forward  to  defend  a 
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measure  which  he  does  not  in  his  con- 
science approve.  My  Lords,  under  these 
circumstances  I  had  only  one  alternative, 
and  I  adopted  it  reluctantly,  but  from  a 
conviction  of   its    necessity.     But,  my 
Lords,  it  is  a  matter  of  daUy  experience 
in  public  affairs  that  the  most  perplexing 
emergencies  often  result  in  the  most  unex- 
pected solutions,  and  it  so  happened  that 
— before  many  hours  had  passed  from  the 
time  that  the  step  I  have  referred  to, 
was  agreed  upon — the  circumstances  of 
the  case  had  entirely  altered  ;  and,  under 
the  altered  conditions,   my  Colleagues 
thought — and  they  did  so  quite  consist- 
ently with  their  formerly  expressed  opi- 
nions— that,  the  circumstances  having  so 
altered,  they  were  no  longer  bound  to 
take  the  step  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
The  cause  of   difference    between  us, 
therefore,   disappeared    of   itself,   and, 
that  being  the  case,  I  had  no  hesitation 
and  no  difficidty  in  withdrawing  the 
tender  of  my  resignation.     My  Lords, 
I  am  not  afraid  of  being  accused  at  the 
present  time  of  being  actuated  by  an 
undue  desire  to  retain  the  office  I  have 
the  honour  to  hold ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  a  time  of  difficulty  and  anxiety  is 
one  at  which  any  man  holding  such  a 
position  is  justified  in  running  away  from 
it,  unless  under  a  conviction  that  it  is 
his  imperative  duty  to  do  so.  My  Lords, 
I  now  turn  to  a  far  larger  and  more  im- 
portant question — namely,  that  involved 
in  the  Besolution  which  the  noble  Lord 
who  opened  the  discussion  put  before 
your  Lordships.  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  not  be  disposed  to  adopt  that  Be- 
solution.   In  the  first  place,  it  is  one  of 
a  purely  abstract  character,  and,  even  if 
it  were  adopted,  would  not  in  any  way 
tend  to  attain  the  object  which  I  pre- 
sume my  noble  Friend  has  at  heart,  as 
it  would  in  no  manner  pledge  the  country 
or  the  Government  to  the  course    he 
thinks  it  desirable  to  take.    The  noble 
Lord  asks  you  to  say  that 

"  neutrality,  whether  conditional  or  absolute, 
in  no  way  jprohibits  Ilcr  Majesty's  Government 
from  adopting  such  measures  as  are  necessary  to 
conform  to  tho  Treaties  of  1856,  and  to  g^uard 
Constantinople  against  an  hostile  occupation." 

Now  whether  that  view  be  true  or  not, 
the  noble  Lord  says  nothing  in  his 
Besolution  as  to  the  policy  or  ex- 
pediency of  taking  the  course  he  recom- 
mends. The  view  may  be  a  perfectly 
true  one — I  do  not  think  it  is — and  yet 

27^  Earl  of  Derly 


the  Besolution,  even  if  passed,  be  inope- 
rative. Neutrality  may  not  prevent  us 
froin  doing  something  which  upon  other 
grounds  it  may  be  exceedingly  undesir- 
able for  us  to  do ;  and  irhat  measure  we 
could  have  taken  within  the  last  12 
months  to  enforce  and  give  effect  to  the 
Treaties  of  1856  short  of  going  to  war, 
I  confess  I  cannot  understand.  If  the 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  we  ought  to 
have  gone  to  war  to  enforce  those 
Treaties,  that  is  a  definite  and  intelligible 
view,  and  it  is  a  view  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  consistently  maintained. 

Lord  CAMPBELL:  My  Lords,  at 
no  time  and  in  no  discussion  have  I  ever 
maintained  that  we  should  go  to  war  for 
that  purpose. 

Thb  Earl  of  DEBBY  :  Well,  if  my 
noble  Friend  does  not  mean  that  we  should 
have  gone  to  war,  I  cannot  quite  see  what 
he  does  mean.  The  noble  Lord  is,  of 
course,  the  best  judge  of  his  own  opinions, 
and  I  will  only  say  that  if  any  man  thinks 
we  ought  to  have  gone  to  war  to  maintain 
the  Treaties  of  1 856  that  is  an  intelligible 
and  defensible  view  of  the  case ;  but  it 
is  not  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment or  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
public.  I  will  not,  therefore,  waste  your 
Lordships'  time  in  defending  a  course 
which,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  has  met 
with  all  but  universal  acceptance.  But 
when  the  noble  Lord  says  we  might 
occupy  Constantinople — for  to  guard  it 
against  hostile  occupation  is,  in  fact,  to 
occupy  it — and  do  that  without  any 
violation  of  neutrality,  it  is  possible  the 
noble  Lord  may  be  technically  right  ac- 
cording to  niles  he  has  found  in  books 
on  International  Law ;  but  you  must  look 
at  the  matter  as  the  mass  of  men  would 
regard  it.  When  war  is  going  on  and  a 
hostile  army  is  approaching  the  capital 
of  one  of  the  belligerents,  if  a  third  party 
steps  in  and  says — *'No,  you  must  not 
go  to  the  capital;  we  will  interfere  if 
you  do,"  that  is  a  course  which, 
whether  right  or  wrong,  would,  in  the 
general  acceptance  of  language,  be 
regarded  as  incompatible  with  an 
attitude  of  neutrality.  If  seven  years 
ago  the  Government  of  this  country  had 
done  what  some  persons  advised — namely, 
declared  that  if  the  German  Armies  ad- 
vanced upon  Paris  we  should  interfere, 
it  is  quite  dear  that  we  should,  by  tak- 
ing that  attitude,  have  made  ourselves 
parties  to  the  war.  Is  there  any  dif- 
ference in  the  present  case  ?    I  need  not 
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do  more  than  say  that  the  precedent  of 
Belgium  mentioned  by  tiie  noble  Lord 
is  not  at  all  a  case  in  point.  The  ques- 
tion then  raised  was  not  that  of  occupy- 
ing the  territory  of  a  belligerent.  It 
was  neutral  territory  that  was  concerned, 
and  the  Government  of  this  country  said 
that  if  that  territory  was  violated  by 
either  party  we  should  take  part  against 
the  Power  which  was  gmlty  of  that 
violation.  That  precedent*,  therefore,  does 
not  bear  on  present  events.  I  pass  over 
much  that  my  noble  Friend  has  said  as  to 
the  encroachments  of  Bussia  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  stoppingher,  the  plans  which  are 
alleged  to  have  existed,  and  the  language 
which  he  says  we  ought  to  have  used  at 
a  certain  point  of  the  strufi^gle.  I  re- 
member perfectly  well  the  mscussion  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  refers.  It  was 
one  raised  by  himself,  and  my  noble 
Friend  used  the  argument  that  if  aPower 
does  not  interfere  in  the  early  stages  of 
a  war  it  is  deprived  of  the  power  of  mter- 
fering  effectually  at  a  later  stage.  I  re- 
member commenting  on  that  observa- 
tion, and  I  prefaced  what  I  said  with 
the  remark  that  I  referred  to  it  in  a 
merely  speculative  manner.  I  said  if 
the  matter  was  to  be  argued,  it  might 
be  held  that  interference  was  never 
more  effectual  than  when  one  or  other 
of  the  belligerents  was  exhausted  by 
the  contest ;  but  I  never  stated  that  it 
was  our  intention  to  interfere  in  that 
or  in  any  other  manner.  I  could 
not  do  so  without  contradicting  in  the 
most  flagrant  manner  the  language 
which  my  Colleagues  had  held  in  their 
despatches  defining  the  conditions  of  our 
neutrality.  I  sh^  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  further  observations.  I 
do  not  think  that  it  would  be  desirable 
I  should  follow  my  noble  Friend  in  dis- 
cussing the  conditions,  or,  rather,  the 
bases  of  peace ;  because  we  are  very  im- 
perfectly informed  of  what  those  con- 
ditions are.  I  have  seen  a  summary,  a 
brief  summary,  but  I  have  not  had 
officially  commimicated  to  me  the  full  text 
of  the  terms  in  question,  and  the  abstract 
which  I  have  seen,  and  which  will  shortly 
be  in  your  Lordships'  hands,  is  so  brief, 
and,  from  its  brevity,  necessarily  so  ob- 
scure in  many  respects,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  discuss  it,  even  if  at  the 
present  stage  of  matters  it  were  desirable 
to  do  so.  There  will,  no  doubt,  be  many 
opportunities  for  your  Lordships  to  ex- 
press your  views  on  the  conditions  of 


peace,  and  all  I  need  say  for  the  present 
IS  that,  although  we  have  not  in  any  man- 
ner interfered,  nor  do  we  think  it  our 
duty  to  interfere,  to  prevent  the  Turkish 
Gk)vemment  from  accepting  those  bases, 
while  we  can  give  them  no  help  or  hope 
of  help  which  would  justify  us  in  inter- 
posing in  any  manner,  we  have,  at  the 
same  time,  stated — and  a  similar  state- 
ment has  been  made  by  other  Powers — 
that  with  regard  to  those  matters  of 
Europeanconcem  which  will  be  involved 
in  the  conditions  of  peace  we  claim  for 
this  country — as  other  countries  will  "un- 
doubtedly claim  for  themselves — the  right 
to  have  a  voice  in  the  final  settlement. 

Lord  PENMAN  said,  he  trusted 
nothing  that  passed  in  that  House  would 
interfere  with  the  establishment  of  a 
sound  and  solid  peace.  It  ought  not  to 
do  so,  as  no  reports  of  the  proceedings 
were  authentic  till  reported  in  Hansard' e 
Debates.  He  hoped  the  Turks  would 
remain  at  Constantinople,  and  continue 
to  be  a  vital  Power  in  Europe.  He 
could  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  because  this  countiy  shoidd, 
in  his  opinion,  take  its  stand  on  the 
Treaty  of  1856,  and  we  did  not  know 
how  far  the  other  two  parties  to  the 
Tripartite  Treaty  were  prepared  to  sup- 
port it. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  although^the  House  was  no  longer 
full  the  course  of  the  debate  imposed  on 
him  the  necessity  of  making  a  few  re- 
marks in  answer.  As  regarded  the 
Treaty  of  1870  for  the  maintenance  of 
Belgium,  he  at  once  accepted  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  framed  it  (Earl  Granville) 
as  its  legitimate  interpreter,  although 
he  (Lord  Campbell)  had  been  disposed 
to  interpret  it  in  a  different  manner. 
But  the  loss  of  that  example — which 
in  fact  was  wholly  unrequired — would 
not  all  affect  the  proposition  as  to  the 
title  of  a  neutral  to  give  support  to  an 
Ally.  He  was  bound  to  return  to  his 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  below  (Lord 
Dorchester)  his  cordial  thanks  for  the 
speech  he  had  delivered.  Whether 
or  not  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
was  an  exponent  of  the  Army,  he  had 
faithfully  reflected  a  large  mass  of 
Liberal  opinion  on  the  present  war, 
which  in  that  House  had  seldom  found 
an  adequate  expression.  As  to  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
public  would  learn  with  littie  satisfaction 
the  grounds  on  which  he  had  withdrawn 
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his  resignation.  They  would  be  led  to 
think  that  the  greatest  variance  existed 
between  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  that  the 
latter  was  the  only  obstacle  to  the  ad- 
vance of  the  Fleet  where  it  had  been 
previously  directed.  That  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  should  charge 
him  (Lord  Campbell)  with  promoting 
war  between  Eussia  and  Great  Britain 
was  indeed  astonishing^  unless  his 
memory  had  been  impaired.  On  every 
occasion  he  (Lord  Campbell)  had  dis- 
clailned  such  a  tendency.  He  had  con- 
tended always  that  war  could  only  be 
averted  by  preparatory  measures,  as  the 
decisive  reason  for  adopting  them.  The 
same  view  had  been  presented — he  hoped 
with  some  degree  of  accuracy — to  the 
noble  Earl  in  a  prepared  paper  by  a 
deputation  to  the  Foreign  Office  in 
November.  The  noble  Earl  had  not 
attempted  an  argument  against  the 
[Resolution  beyond  the  fact  that  it  was 
not  sufficiently  explicit,  and  did  not  re- 
commend in  terms  the  line  of  action  it 
declared  to  be  consistent  with  neutrality. 
Would  any  man  on  earth,  at  least  would 
any  man  in  Europe  doubt  as  to  the  en- 
couragement it  gave  to  the  line  of  action 
which  it  sanctioned.  Except  in  Parlia- 
ment an  objection  of  this  kind  would 
never  be  resorted  to.  If  the  Govern- 
ment declined  to  accede  to  the  Motion 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  it.  He  should 
not  withdraw,  but  he  left  it  to  others  to 
consider  in  what  manner  it  might  be 
least  injuriously  dealt  with,  as  regarded 
efltect  beyond  the  limits  of  the  House. 

Lord  DOECHESTEE  moved  the 
Previous  Question. 

Previous  QuMtion  put,  "  Whether  the 
said  Question  shall  be  now  put?" 
Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarier-past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half -past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS. 


THE  ISLE  OF  MAN  — OUTBREAK  OF 
SMALL  POX.- QUESTIONS. 

Sir  JAMES  LAWRENCE  asked  Ae 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depait- 
menty  Whether  information  has  reached 
him  of  an  outbreak  of  small  pox  in  the 
Isle  of  Man ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  Yaoci- 
nation  Laws  are  not  in  force  in  the  Isle 
of  Man ;  and,  if  any  steps  have  been  or 
are  about  to  be  taken  to  remedy  Uiis 
defect? 

Mb.  BITCHTE  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Sir  James  Lawrence) 
was  not  in  the  same  terms  as  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  which 
included  a  reflection  upon  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  the  Isle  of  Man.  The  Ques- 
tion as  it  originally  stood  included  the 
following: — 

^ "  Whether  it  is  true  Ihat  the  Governor  and 
his  family  have  left  the  Island  on  account  of  the 
virulent  character  of  the  disease  P  " 

He  should  like  to  ask,  Whether  there 
was  any  foundation  for  the  rumour  ? 

Mb.  ASSHET9N  CROSS,  in  replv, 
said,  he  was  quite  sure  that  anybody 
who  knew  the  cnaracter  of  the  Governor 
would  not  think  for  a  moment  that  he 
was  capable  of  deserting  his  post  at  a 
time  of  danger.  It  was  utterly  untrue 
that  he  had  lefk  the  Island.  Widi  regard 
to  the  outbreak  of  small-pox,  it  was  quite 
true  there  had  been  a  violent  outbreaJk 
of  that  disease ;  but  stringent  measures 
had  been  adopted  to  locaHze  it,  if  pos- 
sible, and  it  was  now  limited  to  only  a 
few  cases.  It  had  undoubtedly  spread 
owing  to  the  vaccination  law  not  bein^ 
in  force  in  the  Island.  But  a  Bill  had 
now  passed  through  the  local  Legis- 
lature, and  it  would  have  received  the 
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INDIA— THE    NIZAM— MR.   OLIPHANT. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  it  is  true 
that  Mr.  Oliphant,  Private  Secretary  to 
Sir  Salar  Jung,  was  summarily  dismissed 
by  order  of  tiie  Indian  Government,  in 
opposition  to  the  wishes  of  Sir  Salar 
Jung ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state 
to  the  House  the  reasons  for  that  course 
of  proceeding,  and  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Papers  and  Correspondence 
relating  to  his  dismissal  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  :  Sir, 
by  a  well-known  Treaty,  negotiated  in 
1798,  between  the  British  Government 
and  the  Government  of  the  Nizam,  no 
European  is  permitted  to  enter  into  the 
service  of  the  Nizam,  or  to  remain  in 
Hyderabad  territory,  except  with  the 
consent  of  the  British  Government.  Sub- 
ject to  these  provisions,  Mr.  Oliphant 
became  some  time  back  Sir  Salar  Jung's 
secretary.  The  Government  of  India 
having  recently  reason  to  believe  that 
Mr.  Oliphant*  s  presence  at  Hyderabad 
was  not  conducive  to  a  good  under- 
standing between  the  two  Governments 
considered  it  necessary  to  withdraw  the 
sanction  previously  given  to  his  employ- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State  does  not 
consider  this  a  matter  upon  which,  with 
advantage  to  public  interests,  Papers 
could  bo  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

H.M.  DOCKYARDS— WRITERS. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOEST  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any  arrange- 
ment has  yet  been  made  for  treating 
the  Mechanic  Writers  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards  as  salaried  clerks,  or  whether 
they  are  still  to  be  treated  as  ordinary 
workmen  at  day  pay  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  the  Question 
to  which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
referred  is  part  of  the  larger  one  of  the 
clerical  establishments  of  the  Dockyards, 
which  are  now  being  considered  by  a 
Committee.  I  admit  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
sition ;  but  I  am  unable  to  deal  with  it 
until  I  have  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  I  mav  also  add  that  Trea- 
sury approval  will  be  required  for  any 
change  m  the  status  of  the  persons  em- 
ploy^. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  WAR— 
THE  SUEZ  CANAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOURLEYfasked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  any  and  what  com- 
munications nave  been  received  from 
M.  de  Lesseps  relative  to  the  neutralisa- 
tion of  the  navigation  of  the  Suez  Canal 
since  those  of  the  16th  May  1877,  con- 
tained in  Correspondence  **  Esypt,  No. 
I;"  if  so,  whether  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  place  the  same  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  and,  further,  to 
inquire  if  any  communications  have 
been  received  from  the  French  or  other 
Foreign  Governments  relative  to  the 
future  navigation  and  government  of 
the  Canal  in  times  of  war  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  Sir,  there  has  been  no  com- 
munication on  the  subject  beyond  what 
appears  in  the  Papers  oefore  the  House. 

THE    METROPOLITAN    BOARD  OF 
WORKS  AND  THE  WATER  COMPANIES. 

QUESTION. 

Colonel  BERESFOED  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

gartment.  Whether  he  will  use  his  in- 
uence  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
the  Bill  promoted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  for  the  purchase  of 
the  Water  Companies  at  a  cost  of  many 
millions  sterling,  until  that  Board  have, 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  his 
recent  reply  to  the  Board,  taken  the 
necessary  steps  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  Floods  on  the  Surrey  side  of 
the  \i^ater  r 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  not  done  so,  neither  did  he 
see  what  right  he  had  to  take  the  course 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman. He  might  take  that  opportunity 
of  stating  that  he  had  received  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  in  answer 
to  a  letter  which  he  had  sent  to  them 
some  time  ago,  a  communication  which 
induced  him  to  hope  that  the  arrange- 
ments they  intended  to  make  on  the  sub- 
ject would  be  satisfactory. 

THE    MEDICAL    PROFESSION— LEGIS- 
LATION.— QUESTION. 

Me.  mills  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is  l^e  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  into 
Parliament  during  the  present  Session 
any  measure  for  providing  an  uniform 
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test  of  admission  to  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland? 
Viscount  SANDON,  in  reply,  said, 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  it  had  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government ;  but  he  was  not  at 
present  able  to  state  whether  they  would 
be  prepared  to  bring  in  a  measure  deal- 
ing with  it  this  Session. 

METROPOLIS--PAROCHIAL  (METROPO- 
LITAN) CHARITIES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  JAMES  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  What 
steps  the  Government  intend  to  take 
witn  respect  to  the  Parochial  Charities 
of  the  City  of  London ;  and  whether  it 
is  their  intention  to  introduce  any  legis- 
lative measure  for  the  purpose  of  extend- 
ing existing  jurisdictions  for  the  re- 
appropriation  of  these  funds,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the 
last  Report  of  the  Oharity  Commis- 
sioners ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  several  times  during 
the  Becess  called  the  attention  of  the 
authorities  who  had  the  guardianship  of 
these  charities  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners.  During  the  past  week 
he  had  received  a  memorial  m)m  many 
persons  interested  in  these  charities, 
pointing  out  in  some  way  how,  in  their 
opinion,  they  could  be  dealt  with.  At 
present  he  was  not  prepared  to  advise 
the  Government  to  ta^e  any  steps  in  the 
matter. 


IRELAND— LORD  JUSTICE  CHRISTIAN. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  gray  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Lreland,  Whether  the  New  Lish 
Court  of  Appeal,  constituted  by  the 
Irish  Judicature  Act,  held  its  first 
sitting  last  week  in  Dublin  to  hear  an 
Appeal  of  great  importance ;  and,  whe- 
ther Lord  Justice  Christian,  one  of  the 
permanent  members  of  the  Court,  de- 
clined to  attend  the  sittings ;  and,  if  so, 
on  what  grounds  did  he  so  decline  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEA.CH  : 
Sir,  I  have  been  informed  that  it  is  an 
error  to  suggest  that  Lord  Justice  Chris- 
tian declined  to  attend  the  sittings  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal ;  he  was  merely  absent 
from  one  particular  case,  which  was  heard 
by  four  Appellate  Judges.  I  do  not 
consider  it  to  be  my  duty  to  inqidre  what 
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were  the  groimds  of  his  absence.  The 
Government  do  not  expect  from  the 
Judges  any  account  of  their  attendance 
in  particular  cases,  and  I  should  be  sorry 
to  take  any  action  which  might  be  con- 
strued as  a  precedent  for  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  the 
independence  of  the  Judicial  Bench  in 
Ireland. 

POST  OFFICE— SUB-POSTMASTERS. 
QITESTION. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  the  ndes  for  sub- 
postmasters  in  charge  of  money  order 
offices,  1877,  have  been  published  by  his 
authority  containing,  among  others,  the 
following  rules : — 

(76.)  "Officersof  thePostOfficomaynowvoteat 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament,  the  former 
disabilities  having  been  removed ;  but  they  are 
still  prohibited,  under  severe  penalties,  from 
exerting  their  influence  either  for  or  against  any 
particular  candidate,  or  otherwise  intmneddling 
in  elections."  (77.)  "  This  prohibition  is  con- 
tained in  the  forty-fourth  section  of  the  Act 
ninth  Anne,  chapter  ten." 

And,  whether  he  is  not  aware  that  the 
forty-fourth  section  of  the  ninth  Anne, 
chapter  10,  was  repealed  in  1874  by  37 
and  38  Vic.  c.  22  ? 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEES,  in  reply, 
said,  sub-postmasters  were  now  in  pos- 
session of  Knowledge  as  to  their  rieht  of 
voting  at  elections  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament. 

H.M.S.  «  BEAGLE  "—JUDICIAL  POWERS 

OF  NAYAL  COMMANDERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  G0E8T  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  (as  stated  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty)  that  the  Officer 
commanding  H.M.S.  '^ Beagle"  has, 
by  order  of  his  Commodore,  held  a  Court 
at  which  a  person,  not  a  subject  of  Her 
Majesty,  was  tried  by  an  unauthorized 
process  for  an  offence  not  committed 
within  Her  Majesty's  jurisdiction,  and 
was,  by  sentence  of  such  Court,  put  to 
death  on  board  H.M.S.  **  Beagle;"  whe- 
ther such  proceedings  were  warranted 
by  the  Laws  of  the  Eealm ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  the  person  by  whose  orders  the 
trial  took  place,  the  members  of  the 
Court,  and  the  persons  by  whom  the 
sentence  of  the  Court  was  executed,  are 
not  all  guilty  at  law  of  the  crime  of 
murder  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  :  Sir, 
when  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  of  war 
is  lying  off  the  coast  of  land  inhabited 
by  savaffes,  where  no  law  prevails  and  no 
redress  for  outrages  can  be  obtained  from 
any  Government  or  in  any  tribunal,  and 
British  subjects  residing  in  this  region 
are  attacked  and  one  ojf  them  is  murdered 
by  the  Natives,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
captain  of  such  vessel  is  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  is  occupied  by  the 
Commander  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in 
the  field  in  time  of  war,  and  has  the 
same  duties  cast  ux)on  him  and  possesses 
the  same  rights  and  powers.  If  this  view 
be  correct,  I  shall  be  justified  in  stating, 
in  answer  to  the  Question  which  is  asked 
of  me,  that  the  person  by  whose  orders 
the  trial  alluded  to  was  held  and  the 
members  of  the  Court  and  the  persons 
by  whom  the  sentence  of  the  Court  was 
executed  were  not  guilty  of  murder  or  of 
any  crime  whatsoever.  I  should  give 
this  opinion  with  great  confidence,  were 
it  not  that  the  fact  of  the  Question  which 
appears  on  the  Paper  having  been  put 
to  me  induces  me  to  believe  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham,  who  has  earned  for  himself  a 
great  reputation  as  a  lawyer,  appears  to 
take  a  contrary  view  and  to  consider  that 
some  of  Her  Majesty's  servants  have 
committed  a  dreadful  crime,  for  the  per- 
petration of  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  bound  to  subject  them  to 
condign  punishment. 


ARMY  — THE    PERAK    EXPEDITION- 
ALLOWANCES  TO  OFFICERS,  &c. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Why  the  special 
allowances  to  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
Perak  expedition  promised  last  Session 
have  not  been  paid,  and  when  they 
will  be? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  sorry  that  those  allowances 
had  not  yet  been  paid.  The  reason  of 
the  delay  on  the  subject  was  that  Cor- 
respondence was  oblieed  to  be  held 
upon  it  between  four  Departments — the 
War  Office,  the  India  Office,  the  Co- 
lonial Office,  and  the  Admiralty.  [Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon:  Where  is  it  now?] 
The  matter  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  it  would  be  speedily  settled. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— MOVEMENT 
OF  THE  FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  MUEE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice 
— Whether,  without  inconvenience  to 
the  public  service,  he  would  communi- 
cate to  the  House  the  substance  of  the 
Telegram  which  induced  Her  Majesty's 
Gk)vernment  to  announce  their  intention 
of  sending  the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles 
and  Constantinople  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  think  it  will  be  more  con- 
venient that  I  should  answer  this  Ques- 
tion in  the  statement  which  I  shall  have 
to  make  presently,  as  I  propose  to  do. 
Indeed,  I  oelieve  that  the  reasons  which 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  that  step  will  be  also  included  in 
the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE— THE 

MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

question. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther after  the  statement  to  which  he  has 
referred,  and  which  I  presume  he  is 
about  to  make  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
seeing  that  it  will  probably  be  one  of 
very  great  importance,  he  will  be  willing 
to  agree  to  report  Progress,  after,  of 
course,  such  explanations  as  may  have 
been  asked  for  have  been  given,  more 
fully  to  explain  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  wish  to  ask  whether  he 
will  be  willing  to  report  Progress  in 
order  that  the  House  may  have  some 
time  to  consider  the  character  of  that 
statement  and  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  the  statement  which  I  shall 
have  to  make  to  the  House  as  soon  as 
the  House  is  in  Committee  of  Supply 
will  be  one  no  doubt  of  great  import- 
ance, and  one  that  wiU  be  seen  to  con- 
tain some  new  matter.  I  think  it  will 
be  advantageous  and  convenient  to  the 
House  that  the  course  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord  should  be  foUowed,  on  this 
understanding — thatwe  should  be  allowed 
at  once  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
and  that  1  should  make  my  statement 
before  any  discussion  is  raised,  such,  for 
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instance,  as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  on 
the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair.  On  that 
understanding  we  should  be  willing, 
after  my  statement  and  any  explanations 
that  may  be  necessary  to  elucidate  our 
proposals  to  the  House,  to  report  Pro- 
gress till  to-morrow,  in  order  to  enable 
the  House  to  consider  what  course  it 
should  take  on  those  proposals.  Under 
those  circumstances,  1  think  we  should 
lose  no  time,  because  we  cannot  expect 
such  a  debate  to  close  in  one  nieht ;  and 
I  hope  that  hon.  Gentlemen  wno  have 
Notices  on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow  will 
consent  to  waive  them  to  allow  us  to 
proceed  with  the  debate. 

Mb.  eylands  said,  he  had  no 
hesitation  at  all  in  acceding  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  E.  S.  HOWAKD  also  promised 
to  poBh)one  his  Motion  standing  in  his 
name  fer  to-morrow. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Ordered^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  sub- 
Boquent  to  Supply  and  Ways  and  Means  be 
postponed  untu  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  respecting  County 
Go?emment. — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  ^chequer.) 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    BAY. 


SUPPLY— ARMY  AND  NAVY  SERVICES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Mr.  Eaikes,  although  the  state- 
ment which  I  have  to  make  to  the  Com- 
mittee is  one  of  greater  importance,  or, 
all  events,  one  touching  upon  a  question 
of  greater  importance,  tiban  any  which 
has  been  brought  forward  I  think  I  may 
say  in  my  time  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
yet  I  feel  sure  I  shall  be  consulting  the 
wishes  of  the  Committee,  as  well  as 
my  own  inclinations,  if  I  abstain  from 
attempting  to  offer  any  prefatory  re- 
marks, and  ffo  straight  to  the  point  to 
which  I  wisn  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  I  am  quite  sure  that  it 
is  not  desirable  for  us  at  such  a  time  as 
this  to  indulge  in  general  or  exciting 
oratory,  even  if  I  were  capable  of  so 
doing,  and  that  it  is  far  better  that  at  a 
moment  which  requires  careful,  calm, 
and  deliberate  consideration,  we  should 
endeavour  to  look  the  facts  in  the  face, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  JEkcheguer 


and  to  consider  quietly  and  in  a  business- 
like way  the  proposals  which  have  to  be 
submitted  to  us.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  it 
will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  I  should  very  shortly  en- 
deavour to  sum  up  the  present  situation 
which  appears  to  exist  between  the  belli- 
gerents, and  I  will  then  make  some 
remarks  upon  the  situation  as  a  European 
one.  As  regards  the  belligerents,  I 
think  a  very  short  description  of  the 
situation  may  be  given.  Turkey  has 
been  defeated  by  Bussia,  and  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries of  Turkey  have  been  sent 
to  the  Bussian  head-quarters  in  order 
to  ask  for  terms  of  peace  and  for  an 
armistice.  They  have  been  received 
there,  and  a  communication  has  been 
made  to  them  to  the  effect  that  an 
armistice  will  be  granted ;  but  only  upon 
conditions,  amongst  which  will  be  this 
— that  the  Plenipotentiaries  must  agree 
to  certain  bases  which  shall  form  the 
foundation  of  a  future  Treaty  of  Peace. 
We  need  not  question  the  propriety  of 
such  a  demand  on  the  part  of  Bussia. 
It  was  one  which  she  had  it  perfectly  in 
her  power  to  make,  and  one  which  it  was 
not  unnatural  that  she  should  make; 
because  she  might  fairly  argue  with  her- 
self that  an  armistice  granted  without 
some  undertaking  as  to  the  ultimate 
bases  of  peace  mi^ht  lead  merely  to  a 
suspension  of  hostilities,  which  might, 
perhaps,  give  an  advantage  to  her 
enemies  without  giving  a  prospect  of 
an  ultimate  settlement.  At  aU  events, 
the  demand  has  been  made  on  the  part 
of  Bussia  that  the  Plenipotentiaries 
shall  agree,  before  an  .  armistice  is 
granted,  to  certain  terms  which  shall  be 
the  bases  of  an  ultimate  Treaty  of 
Peace  between  the  two  countries.  Well, 
we  are  aware  that  certain  bases  have 
been  proposed,  and  that  those  bases  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
Plenipotentiaries,  and  that  they  have 
been  communicated  by  them  to  their 
Gbvernment.  It  has  also  been  stated  to 
us,  with  more  or  less  authority,  though 
it  has  not  yet  been  officially  communi- 
cated to  us  Dy  either  of  the  Powers — but 
it  has  been  stated  to  us  with  some 
authority  that  the  Government  of  the 
Porte  are  prepared  to  accept,  or  have 
accepted — for  we  hardly  know  which  it 
is — ^the  bases  whigh  have  been  so  sub- 
mitted to  it.  But  although  we  received 
that  statement  some  litt^  time  ago- 
several  days  ago — still,  day  after  day 
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passes,  and  we  do  not  hear  that  any 
annistice  has  been  signed,  and  we  there- 
fore natural^  ask  onrselves — '^  What  is 
the  cause  of  the  delay  that  has  taken 
place?"  OnthepartoftheGbvemment, 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  supply  the 
reasons  for  that  delay.  We  require  to 
have  recourse  to  oonjecturei  and  con- 
jecture supplies  several  circumstances 
which  may  have  occasioned  it.  Among 
these  there  are  some  which  I  may  men- 
tion; but,  in  doing  so,  I  do  not  want 
the  Oommittee  to  suppose  that  they  are 
anything  more  thsm  possible  reasons, 
and  in  no  case  must  any  one  be  taken 
from  me  as  the  true  solution.  In  the 
first  place,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  mere  is  a  great  difference  between 
the  terms  of  an  armistice  and  the  terms 
of  a  peace ;  that  it  is  quite  possible  the 
terms  of  an  ultimate  peace  may  be 
agreed  upon,  and  yet  that  there  may 
still  be  questions  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
armistice  which  may  be  the  cause  of 
difficulties.  If  it  be  true,  as  it  seems  to 
be,  that  in  seyeral  particulars  the  bases 
of  peace  are  somewhat  large  and  elastic, 
and  admit  of  more  than  one  interpreta- 
tion, it  may  well  be  that  the  Power  to 
whom  they  are  proposed  may  think 
that  it  is  an  object  of  importance  that 
those  bases  should  be  discussed  under 
conditions  which  will  be  fairly  fayour- 
able  for  her  when  they  come  to  be  dis- 
cussed ;  and  there  may  be  terms  in  the 
armistice  as  to  the  surrender  of  some 
important  fortress  or  some  important 
military  position  which  seem  to  her  to 
be  of  a  character  which  would  put  her 
under  a  disadyanta^e  and  render  it  diffi- 
cult for  her  to  enter  mto  that  discussion — 
that  is  to  say,  there  might  be  difficulties 
connected  with  the  terms  of  an  armis- 
tice distinct  from  those  connected  with 
the  bases  of  peace.  Or,  again,  there 
may  be  difficulties  in  regard  to  the  bases 
themselyes.  It  may  not  be  true,  as  we 
haye  been  told,  that  the  bases  which 
haye  been  communicated  to  us  haye 
been  accepted;  or,  again,  it  may  be 
that  the  terms  which  haye  been  made 
known  to  us  haye  been  accepted — either 
readily  or  reluctantiy — and  yet  that 
there  may  be  other  terms  of  which  we 
know  nothing,  other  terms  which  may 
still  be  in  the  backeroimd,  other  terms 
which  may  be  of  me  greatest  import- 
ance, and  which  may  still  haye  to  be 
considered,  before  the  armistice  is 
arriyed  at;  or  lastiy,  it  is  possible  that 
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there  may  be  some  motiye  on  the  one 
side  or  on  the  otiier  which  may  lead 
them  to  desire  the  protraction  of  these 
negotiations.  I  haye  now  giyen  seye- 
ral solutions,  any  of  which  might  be 
suggested  as  a  probable  cause  of 
delay.  We  do  not  pretend  to  be  able 
to  say  which  is  correct;  but  this  we 
certainly  do  see — ^that  day  after  day 
passes  m  which  we  are  always  ezpect- 
mg  to  hear  of  the  signature  of  the  ar- 
m^ce,  and  yet  we  do  not  hear  of  it ; 
and  this  we  are  now  bound  to  consider, 
that  so  long  as  it  is  unsigned  so  long  it 
is  in  the  right  of  the  forces  of  Bussia  to 
adyance ;  and,  as  it  is  their  right,  so  it 
also  appears,  in  point  of  fact,  to  be 
that  which  they  are  doing.  From  day 
to  d^  we  hear  of  further  adyances  by 
the  Bussian  troops,  now  in  this  direc- 
tion and  now  in  that,  and  this  both  in 
Europe  and  in  Asia ;  and  I  must  say  we 
await  with  some  curiosity  the  time  when 
that  adyance  will  be  put  a  stop  to  by 
the  signature  of  the  armistice.  Now, 
Sir,  I  shall  haye  presentiy  to  make  a 
few  general  obseryations  upon  the  terms 
of  peace  which  haye  been  communicated 
to  us,  and  of  which  we  know  some- 
thing; but  before  I  do  so  I  wish  to 
guard  myself,  lest  in  any  obseryations 
which  I  may  offer  on  them  I  should  un- 
wittingly seem  to  be  giyin^  adyice  to 
the  Porte,  or  nying  an  opinion  which 
may  guide  the  Porte  as  to  me  course  of 
conduct  it  ou^ht  to  pursue  in  this  emer- 
gency. Nothmg  has  been  further  from 
tiie  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  nothing  would  be  more  con- 
trary to  their  feelings  now,  than  to  ffiye, 
or  be  understood  as  giving,  any  adyice 
to  the  Porte  at  so  critical  a  moment  as 
the  present ;  because  they  feel  that  if 
they  did  so,  they  would  incur  a  respon- 
sibility which  it  would  be  altogether 
wrong  they  should  incur.  The  Porte 
has  not  consulted  us  with  regard  to 
these  terms  of  peace.  The  Porte  has 
exercised  its  own  unfettered  judgment 
so  far  as  the  influence  of  other  Powers 
are  concerned.  It  has  exercised  its  own 
individual  judgment  upon  the  course 
that  it  should  pursue ;  and  if  it  were 
to  consult  us,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
us  to  give  it  advice.  If  we  said  to  the 
Porte  that  it  should  accede  to  the  pro- 
posed terms,  it  would  imply  an  approval 
of  them  which,  perhaps,  we  might  not  be 
able  to  give.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
we    said  '<  Beject   those   terms,''    we 
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should  take  upon  ourselves  a  great  re- 
sponsibility— a  responsibility  involving 
a  prolongation  of  the  war  and  a  pro- 
longation of  the  sufferings  of  Turkey — 
the  responsibility,  in  short,  of  seeing  her 
safely  tiirough  all  her  difficulties  wimout 
having  to  bear  our  part  in  the  decision. 
Therefore,  as  things  are,  absolute  silence, 
so  far  as  the  Porte  is  concerned,  is  our 
duty  in  this  matter.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  avoid  expressing  in  their 
own  Houses  of  Parliament  their  opinion 
upon  the  terms,  such  as  they  are,  which 
have  come  to  our  knowledge.  To  avoid 
this  would  be  impossible  under  any 
circumstances,  but  it  is  rendered  more 
impossible  than  ever  by  some  of  the 
misrepresentations  which  have  prevailed 
with  regard  to  those  terms ;  because  it 
is  said  uiat  the  terms  of  peace  are  of  a 
thoroughly  satisfactory  character — that 
they  are  of  a  moderate  character ;  that, 
in  fact,  terms,  the  moderation  of  which 
are  a  marvel  and  surprise  us,  have  been 
communicated  to  us,  and  that  it  is 
utterly  unintelligible — accepted  aswe  are 
told  tiiey  have  been  by  the  Porte — ^how 
it  could  be  for  a  moment  in  the  view  of 
the  Gbvernment  to  suggest  to  Parliament 
that  any  measures  of  precaution,  or  any 
measures  of  the  character  which  I  am 
about  to  propose,  should  be  taken.  It 
is  therefore  necessary  for  me  to  make  a 
few  observations  upon  the  details  of  the 
terms  which  are  before  us.  But  here  I 
am  met  with  a  difficulty,  because  we 
have  more  than  one  statement  of  terms 
which  are  said  to  have  been  made. 
Some  of  them  are  in  detail,  but  are  not 
authentic,  and  some  that  are  authentic 
do  not  go  into  much  detail,  and  it  is 
rather  difficult  for  us  to  know  upon 
which  of  all  these  statements  we  should 
rely.  Of  course,  if  we  had  an  official 
communication,  either  from  Bussia  or 
from  the  Porte,  that  official  statement 
would  have  been  sufficient  to  give  us  a 
text  for  our  remarks.  But  we  have  got 
no  such  official  communication,  and 
therefore  the  most  we  can  do  is  to  take 
the  next  best  communication  which  we 
have  got — that,  namely,  made  to  Lord 
Derby  by  the  Bussian  Ambassador.  It 
was  indeed,  made  in  a  form  which  was 
not  official,  but  which  was  marked 
private  ;  but  yet  it  was  placed  in  Lord 
Derby's  hands  with  perfect  authority 
to  make  use  of  it,  and  to  give  it  as 
an  authoritative,  though   not  official, 
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communication  from  the  Bussian  (Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  terms  of  peace 
which  are  proposed.  Among  the  Papers 
which  are  now  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
which  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  to-morrow  morning,  there  will 
be  found  at  page  14  [^Turkey  No,  3, 1878] 
a  statement  of  the  bases  of  peace  com- 
municated by  Count  Schouv^off  to  Lord 
Derby  on  the  25th  January,  that  is  on 
Friday  last,  and  these  are  Uie  terms — 

"  Bulgaria,  within  the  limits  of  the  Bulgarian 
nationality,  not  less  than  that  of  the  Conference, 
to  be  an  autonomous  tributary  Principality, 
with  a  national  Christian  Gbvemment,  a  native 
militia,  and  no  Turkish  troops,  except  at  some 
points  to  be  determined. 

'*  Independence  of  Montenegro,  with  an  in- 
crease (of  territory)  equivalent  to  the  military 
itatus  quo  ;  the  frontier  to  be  decided  hereafter. 

"  Indei>endenoe  of  Boumania,  with  a  suffi- 
cient territorial  indemnity. 

"  Independence  of  Servia,  with  rectification 
of  frontiers. 

**  Autonomous  administration,  to  be  suffi- 
ciently guaranteed,  to  Bosnia  and  Herz^^vina ; 
or  similaT  reforms  for  the  other  Christian 
provinces  of  Turkey  in  Europe. 

**  Indemnity  to  Russia  for  the  expenses  of  the 
war  ;  in  a  pecuniary,  territorial,  or  other  form 
to  be  decided  hereafter. 

<<  An  ulterior  understanding  for  safeguarding 
the  rights  and  interests  of  Eussia  in  the  Straits. 

"These  being  accepted,  a  Convention,  an 
Armistice,  andihe  despatch  of  Plenipotentiaries 
to  develop  them  into  preliminaries  of  peace." 

Now,  the  remark  which  I  have  to  make 
on  these  terms  is  this,  that  be  they 
good,  or  be  they  bad,  they  are,  at  all 
events,  conditions  of  a  very  sweeping 
character.  With  regard  to  the  first— 
that  relating  to  Bidgaria — it  is  right 
that  hon.  Members  should  bear  in  mind 
the  explanation  given  of  the  term 
Bulgma — **  Bulgaria,  within  the  limits 
of  the  Bulgarian  nationality,  not  less 
than  that  of  the  Conference."  On  re- 
ferring to  the  Conference,  it  will  be 
found  that  this  probably  refers  to  some 
such  definition  as  is  given  of  them  by 
Mr.  Layard.    That  gentleman  says — 

**I  understand  the  limits  proposed  for  the 
new  Bulgarian  Principality  are  those  mentioned 
in  page  123  of  the  Correspondence  on  Turkey 
No.  2  (1877).  They  do  not  include  Salonioa  or 
Kavala,  but  it  can  scarcely  be  doubted  that  they 
extend  to  the  Mgean  seaboard." 

That  is  to  say,  a  glance  at  the  map  will 
show  that  Bulgaria,  as  referred  to  in 
that  portion  of  the  Conference,  takes 
in  the  whole,  or  nearly  the  whole,  of 
the  centre  of  European  Turkey.  It 
extends,  not  only  down  to  the  Bal- 
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kaiiBy  bat  to  the  south  of  them,  down 
almost  to  the  Adriatic  Sea  and  to  tiie 
port  of  Salonica.  The  case  may  be  il- 
lustrated roughly  in  this  way — by  sup- 
posing that  you  were  to  take  England 
and  set  apart  a  portion  beginning,  say, 
with  Northumberland  and  Durham, 
ling  right  down  to  Devon,  cutting  off 
ales,  and  perhaps  Middlesex  and  East 
Anglia,  and  erecting  this  portion  so  set 
apart  into  an  autonomous  tributaiy 
PrincipaKty.  ['*0h,  oh!"]  Well, 
now,  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  these 
conditions  of  Eussia ;  but  I  am  desirous 
for  a  moment  of  putting  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee whether  they  are  not  very  serious 
conditions,  raising  very  serious  consi- 
derations. I  womd  call  its  attention,  in 
the  first  place,  to  the  magnitude  of  the 
district  uius  spoken  of,  and  to  its  posi- 
tion, as  completely  separating  Constan- 
tinople and  the  small  portion  of  terri- 
tory immediately  adjacent  to  it,  from  all 
the  rest  of  the  European  dominions  of 
Turkey.  Now,  what  is  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  this  State  ?  It  is  to  be  erected 
into  an  autonomous  tributary  Princi- 
pality. Now,  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  paid  attention  to  the  details  of  the 
discussions  of  last  year — and  I  suppose 
this  includes  all  the  Members  of  the 
Committee — will  remember  that  there 
were  many  and  very  warm  discussions 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  **  auto- 
nomy," and  that  there  were  great  differ- 
ences of  opinion  between  some  of  the 
great  European  Powers  as  to  the  kind 
of  autonomy  which  ought  to  be  estab- 
lished. Everybody  agreed,  with  regard 
to  certain  nortions  of  Turkey,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  an  autonomy  should 
be  founded ;  but  when  it  came  to  be  con- 
sidered what  autonomy  was  to  mean, 
there  was  found  to  be  a  considerable 
divergence  of  opinion.  A  phrase  was 
then  invented  which  was  accepted,  I 
believe,  by  all  parties.  The  phrase  was 
**  administrative  autonomy,"  by  which 
was  meant  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
^stem  of  local  self-government  under 
the  direct  authority  of  the  Sultan.  But 
in  the  phrase  lUBed  here,  it  is  not 
an  "administrative  autonomy"  that  is 
referred  to,  but  the  erection  of  an  auto- 
nomous tributary  Principality.  That  is 
to  say,  the  Principality  which  is  to  be 
established  is  to  be  very  much  in  the 
same  position  as  Servia  or  Boumania  oc- 
cupied before  the  war.  That  is  a  mat- 
ter, of  course,  of  considerable  gravity, 


and  the  question  would  naturally  arise 
— *'  Who  is  to  be  the  governing  Prince, 
and  how  is  he  to  be  elected  ?  Who,  in 
short,  is  to  be  at  the  head  of  the  State  ?  " 
Upon  this  point  we  have  no  positive 
information;  but  among  other  reports 
which  have  reached  us,  there  is  one 
which  bears  some  appearance  of  autho- 
rity, to  the  effect  that  the  Prince  is  to 
selected  by  the  Emperor  of  Eussia. 
Under  these  circumstances,  you  will  be 
establishing  in  the  heart  of  European 
Turkey  a  Principality  of  considerable 
extent  and  of  considerable  power,  ruled 
by  a  Prince  who  will  be  devoted  to  the 
interests  of  the  Bussian  Government. 
I  am  unable  to  sav  whether  this  is 
true ;  but  it  is  one  of  the  reports  which 
have  reached  us.  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
There  is  no  official  authority  for  it.] 
My  right  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think  I 
ought  not  to  mention  anything  except 
on  official  authority ;  but  as  we  have  no 
official  authority  in  regard  to  anything 
relating  to  the  subject  whatever,  we  are 
as  mucn  bound  to  take  it  into  considera- 
tion as  any  of  the  other  terms  of  peace. 
The  bases  which  I  have  been  reading, 
and  which,  of  course,  are  to  be  taken  as 
being  thoroughly  to  be  relied  on  so  far 
as  they  go,  are  not  given  to  us  by  the 
Bussian  Government  as  their  official 
statement  of  the  terms  which  they  pro- 
pose, but  they  have  been  communicated 
to  us  through  the  Bussian  Ambassador ; 
and  while  we  have  no  reason  for  doubting 
their  correctness,  we  have  no  means  of 
knowing  whether  they  contain  the  whole 
of  the  proposals  of  the  Bussian  Gbvem- 
ment.  Therefore,  the  whole  question  is 
in  a  way  left  open  to  us,  and  there  are 
other  points  besides  those  I  have  men- 
tioned which  may  require  consideration. 
I  now  pass  from  that.  I  say  nothing 
as  to  the  other  portions  of  the  Turkish 
Empire — the  p£irts  which  hitherto  have 
been  tributary,  but  are  now  to  be  inde- 

fendent — further  than  to  point  out,  and 
do  it  with  reference  to  what  I  shall 
have  to  say  in  a  moment,  that  the  posi- 
tion of  Servia,  the  position  of  Montene- 
gro, the  position  of  Koimiania,  the  posi- 
tion of  Bulgaria  itself — though  they  may 
be  of  secondary  interest  to  us — aU  will 
be  found  to  involve  questions  which  will 
affect  very  great  interests  elsewhere, 
which  will  no  doubt  undergo  consider- 
able examination,  and  mav  possibly 
give  rise  to  difficulties  which  we  can 
hardly  at  present  calctdato.     There  is 
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one  other  point  whioh  I  would  jngt 
notice,  but  very  briefly.  Among  the 
terms  of  peace  whioh  I  have  read  there 
is  one  for  an  indemnity  to  Bussia  for 
the  expenses  of  tibe  war  in  a  pecuniary, 
territorial,  or  other  form  to  be  decided 
hereafter.  Upon  that  point  I  wish  to 
say  that  it  is  hardly  to  be  expected — 
everybody  must  have  foreseen  that  it 
could  scarcely  be  otherwise — that  Eussia, 
after  undergoing  the  hardships  of  such 
a  war,  should  not  ask  for  an  indemnity ; 
but  the  condition  is  put  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  be  very  large,  and  vague,  and 
open.  Nothing  is  said  as  to  its  amount, 
and  nothing  is  said— or  rather,  I  should 
say,  something  which  is  more  significant 
than  silence  is  said — as  to  its  form. 
Now,  with  regard  to  an  indemnity  which 
is  to  be  paid  by  a  pecuniary  subsidy,  that 
is  a  matter  which  rests  between  the  two 
belligerents  alone;  no  one  else  could  have 
anything  to  say  to  that;  but  we  all  know 
very  well  that  the  financial  position  of 
Tiirkey  is  not  such  as  to  enable  her  to 
raise  a  large  pecuniary  indemnity.  Then, 
even  if  it  were  in  her  power  to  comply 
with  this  condition,  it  might  be  the  case, 
from  the  way  in  which  the  condition  is 
framed,  that  Bussia  in  deciding  how  she 
should  receive  the  indemnity  might,  in 
short,  elect  to  receive  it  in  territory ;  or 
she  might  insist  on  having  partly  a 
pecuniary  and  partly  a  territorial  com- 
pensation, which  would  be  of  the  greatest 
possible  interest  not  only  to  Turkey,  but 
to  all  the  other  European  Powers.  I 
have  nothing  whatever  to  guide  me  in 
the  matter,  but  as  I  have  put  other 
hvpothetical  cases,  if  the  Committee  will 
allow  me,  I  will  also  put  this  one—not, 
I  admit,  in  the  least  likely  to  occur,  but 
showing  what  may  happen.  Bussia 
might  say  that  she  would  take  the  port 
of  Salonica,  or  the  port  of  Smyrna. 
[**  Oh,  oh ! "]  I  am  not  saying  that  she 
will  do  this,  I  am  only  putting  it  as  an 
extreme  case.  She  may  undoubtedly 
demand  some  territorial  indemnity ;  and 
it  may  be  of  serious  importance  to 
Europe  if  she  does.  Therefore,  in  exa- 
mining those  conditions  I  am  examin- 
ing them,  not  with  reference  to  any 
question  between  Bussia  and  Turkey, 
to  any  intrinsic  reasonableness  or  un- 
reasonableness in  the  conditions  them- 
selves; but  solely  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  to  the  Committee  that  they 
do  involve  and  must  raise  questions 
whioh  may  be  of  wider  interest  than 
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any  whioh  simply  affect  the  two  bellifi^e- 
rents.  That  is  the  object  with  which  I 
am  makinff  these  observations,  for  I  am 
desirous  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  necessity  that  there 
may  be  of  having  European  concert  and 
counsel  with  regard  to  those  proposals. 
There  is  one  other,  and  only  one  other, 
condition  in  the  terms  of  peace  which  I 
think  important,  and  to  which  I  shall 
call  attention.  It  is  the  last — the  ulte- 
rior understanding  for  safeguarding 
the  rights  and  interests  of  Bussia  in  the 
Straits — that  is,  the  Dardanelles  and  the 
Bosphorus.  That  is  a  condition  which 
may  mean  nothing,  or  may  mean  any- 
thing. It  must,  however,  be  borne  in 
mind  by  the  Committee  that  throughout 
these  proceedings  England  has  always 
declared  that  the  arrangements  for  the 
navigation  of  the  Straits  are  a  matter  of 
European  concern,  and  a  matter  in  which 
this  country  takes  a  deep  interest — so 
deep  an  interest  that  even  at  the  time  we 
were  declaring  our  intention  to  observe 
neutrality  in  the  war — and  we  only  re- 
served those  points  on  which  we  thought 
it  possible  British  interests  mij^ht  be 
affected — ^the  question  was  not  left  out  of 
sight,  and  we  mcluded  the  arrangements 
for  the  navigation  of  the  Straits.  But 
the  navigation  of  the  Straits  is  not  a 
British  interest  only;  it  is  a  European 
interest.  And  I  merely  now  mention  and 
call  attention  to  this  condition  for  the 
same  object  with  which  I  have  called 
attention  to  the  others — ^that  is,  to  point 
out  that  those  and  other  matters  are 
all  matters  in  which  no  separate  un- 
derstanding, and  no  sort  of  .engage- 
ment or  treaty  between  Bussia  or  Turkey 
can  be  acknowledged  or  admitted  by 
England,  unless  the  other  Powers  are 
consulted,  and  they  are  made  the  sub- 
ject of  European  a^eement.  We  have 
expressed  this  opinion  openly.  We 
have  expressed  it  to  all  the  Powers  of 
Europe.  We  hold  to  the  view  which 
we  have  taken  up,  which  is  based 
on  the  rights  we  have  imder  Treaties 
which  exist,  and  especially  the  last, 
the  Treaty  of  London  of  1871.  I  have 
no  doubt  we  shall  get  the  support 
of  the  other  Powers  in  upholding  that 
position;  and  in  regard  to  Austria,  I 
may  say  that  the  repeated  declarations 
of  that  Power  show  that  she  entirely 
shares  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  have  gone  through  these 
conditions  with  the  view  of  pointing  out 
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how  largely  they  will  aflfectthe  intepests, 
and  wilH  or  may,  rouse  the  susceptibili- 
ties of  the  European  Powers ;  and  we 
cannot  disguise  j&om  ourselves  the  im- 
mense importance  of  questions  of  this 
kind  being  raised  at  the  present  moment 
with  regwl  to  so  great  a  change  as  is 
going  on  in  the  direction  of  South- 
eastern Europe.  The  key-stone  of  the 
political  system  of  that  district  is  at  the 
present  moment  being  removed  from  its 
place.  We  have  for  a  century  been 
engaged  in  maintaining  a  certain  state 
of  things  in  a  country  which  is  now 
evidently  being  made  the  theatre  of 
the  greatest  and  the  strongest  modi- 
fications. Turkey,  which  has  been 
for  a  considerable  time  a  great  Power 
in  the  South-east  of  Europe,  is  in  dan- 
ger of  being  dismembered.  Under  the 
arrangement  which  existed  until  re- 
cently, Turkey  might  have  been  re- 
garded as  in  one  of  two  positions.  She 
mi^ht  either  be  regarded  as  a  State 
which  was  strong  enoufi^h  to  maintain 
herself  against  any  single  enemy  which 
might  attack  her — a  State,  therefore, 
wluch  might  stand  alone  upon  her  own 
basis,  and  which  might  regulate  her 
own  internal  affairs  without  reference  to 
the  advice  or  opinions  of  any  other 
Power ;  or  she  might  be  regarded  as  a 
State  which,  though  not  strong  enough 
to  maintain  herself  without  assistance 
from  without,  yet  was  a  Sovereign  State 
within  her  own  borders,  and  was  sup- 
ported by  the  guarantee  of  other  and 
stronger  Powers,  with  the  condition  im- 
plied, and  to  some  extent  expressed, 
that  they  should  have  a  right  to  advise 
her  in  her  relations  with  oSier  Powers. 
Well,  taking  a  general  view  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  last  few  years,  Turkey 
may  be  said  to  have  acted  on  the  as- 
sumption that  she  was  able  to  do  with- 
out, and  to  some  extent  disregard  the 
advice  of,  the  other  Powers.  G-allantly, 
and  with  a  spirit  which — however  erro- 
neous the  view  she  took  of  her  own 
prowess  and  capacity — we  cannot  but 
admire,  however  imfortunate  we  may 
think  it — the  spirit  of  a  truly  gallant 
nation — she  has  contended  against  tre- 
mendous odds  and  against  a  most  for- 
midable Power,  and  though  vanquished 
yet  she  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  in  a 
military  sense  humiliated.  The  result, 
however,  of  her  defeat,  the  result  of  her 
prostration,  is  that  a  very  great  change 
must  necessarily  take  phice  in  the  ar- 
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rangement  of  that  part  of  Europe,  and 
as  cul  Europe  is  interested  in  the  condi- 
tion of  that  part  of  the  Continent  and 
will  be  obliged  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
arrangement  of  it,  it  is  necessary  to  con- 
sider upon  what  footing  the  European 
Powers  are  to  meet  and  discuss  the  sub- 
ject. One  thing,  I  think,  we  may  very 
distinctly  say.  We  must  not  now  push 
forward  and  sacrifice  the  Turks  by 
urging  them  to  fight  on  for  the  sake 
of  purely  European  objects.  They 
have  suffered  enough,  and  it  would  be 
indeed  cruel  to  endeavour  to  make  them 
suffer  still  more,  for  the  sake  of  objects 
which  are  European  rather  than  Turkish. 
Well,  then,  if  that  is  the  case,  what  is 
the  position  of  the  European  Powers  at 
this  moment  ?  Eussia  and  Turkey  are 
engaged  in  the  settlement  of  an  armis- 
tice which  is  to  include  the  basis  of  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  between  them.  The 
armistice,  no  doubt,  will  sooner  or  later 
be  granted,  and  the  Treaty  of  Peace  will 
be  discussed  and  concluded,  and  then — 
but,  so  far  as  we  can  at  present  see,  not 
till  then— the  Powers  of  Europe  will  be 
called  in  to  consider  what  position  they 
will  take  with  regard  to  the  terms 
that  may  be  agreed  upon.  Well,  when 
that  time  arrives  we  may  find  ourselves 
in  a  position  of  some  disadvantage,  be- 
cause if  Bussia  and  Turkey  came  to  an 
agreement,  say,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Straits  or  any  other  matter 
of  considerable  importance,  the  agree- 
ment between  those  Powers  and  the 
territorial  and  strategic  arrangements 
which  will  be  made  upon  that  agree- 
ment may  give  Bussia  such  a  voice 
in  the  Council  of  Europe  as  that  her 
voice  alone  will  prevail,  and  none  of 
the  other  Powers  will  have  any  chance 
of  making  their  voice  heard.  Now, 
these  are  considerations  of  a  very  serious 
character,  and  they  make  it  neces- 
sary for  us  to  consider  what  is  the  posi- 
tion and  what  is  the  policy,  and  what 
ought  to  be  the  policy  of  England.  I 
do  not  wish  to  weary  the  Committee  by 
going  over  what  is  now  a  thrice-told 
tale,  the  policy  which  England  has 
adopted  throughout  the  contest.  I  need 
only  repeat  in  a  single  sentence  that  our 
policy  has  been  that  enunciated  by  Lord 
Derby  in  his  despatch  of  the  6th  May — 
a  policy  of  neutrality,  subject  to  the  con- 
ditions which  were  enumerated  in  that 
despatch  with  regard  to  points  affecting 
British  interests.     Since  that  declaration 
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was  put  forth,  we  have  strictly  followed 
the  Unes  therein  laid  down.  We  haye 
observed  neutrality,  and  have  en- 
deavoured, as  fjEur  as  possible,  to  keep  a 
careful  watch  over  the  interests  we  have 
undertaken  to  guard,  and  have  done 
what  we  could  to  prevent  the  extension 
of  the  war,  and  to  prevent  complica- 
tions which  it  is  undesirable  should  take 
place.  I  cannot  help,  at  this  point,  say- 
ing one  word  on  a  particular  point,  which 
is  of  some  interest,  and  wmch  I  think 
has  been  somewhat  misunderstood — I 
mean  the  conduct  which  we  have  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  Greece.  There  is  an 
impression  "v^ch  prevails  amongst  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  the  influence  of 
England  has  been  used  in  some  imfair 
and  undue  manner  to  prevent  Ghreece 
from  taking  the  course  which  she  was 
disposed  to  take,  and  to  keep  her  from 
going  to  war  with  Turkey,  w  ell,  when- 
ever we  are  authorized  to  produce  the 
Papers  relating  to  Turkey  and,  (Greece— 
and,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  we  shall 
be  ready  to  do  it  the  moment  we  obtain 
the  consent  of  Turkey  and  Greece— it 
will  be  found  that  all  we  have  done  has 
been  to  endeavour  as  far  as  possible  to 
reconcile  the  comparatively  dight  cUffi- 
culties  which  have  arisen  between  these 
Powers ;  that,  in  short,  there  have  been 
only  differences  upon  points  of  detail,  as 
to  which  we  have  used  our  good  offices, 
as  we  should  have  done  in  the  time  of 

Seace,  and  when  we  were  actuated  by  a 
esire  to  prevent  small  sparks  m>m 
kindling  into  a  great  blaze.  But  we 
have  never  put  any  pressure  upon  Ghreece 
to  induce  her  to  change  her  policy,  nor 
have  we  offered  any  inducement  m  the 
form  of  bribes  or  encoura>gement  wil^ 
that  object.  The  policy  of  Greece  has 
been  the  policy  sne  has  adopted  for 
herself,  and  all  we  have  done  has  been 
to  play  the  Mend's  part  in  endeavouring 
to  smooth  down  differences  of  detau 
which  have  from  time  to  time  arisen. 
Now,  I  have  a  few  words  to  say  upon  a 
matter  to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel 
Mure)  lately  referred,  with  regard  to 
the  course  the  Government  has  followed 
within  the  last  week  or  10  days,  and 
amongst  other  things  with  regard  to  the 
despatch  of  the  Fleet  to  the  iSardanelles 
and  its  recall.  I  could  not  witiiout  con- 
siderable difficulty,  and  without,  per- 
haps, confusing  &e  House,  attempt  to 
go  Ihrough  the  whole  of  the  changes 
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that  have  occurred  in  the  politioal  and 
military  affairs  of  Turkey  m>m  day  to 
day  since  the  beginning  of  the  year; 
but  I  may  say  jrenerally  that,  since  the 
time  when  the  Sxst  proposals  were  made 
for  peace  negotiations,  a  complete  revolu- 
tion hasoccurred  in  the  military  situation. 
At  the  time  those  proposals  were  made, 
and  when  Eussia,  on  December  29,  ex- 
pressed her  willingness  to  entertain  them, 
the  forces  of  Bussia  were  practically  on 
the  north  side  of  the  Balkans.  Plevna, 
it  is  true,  had  fallen,  but  Sofia  had  not 
yet  been  taken.  There  were  many 
troops  in  the  field;  there  were  serious 
operations  still  to  be  performed;  the 
season  was  advanced  and  inclement ;  the 
Quadrilateral  was  untouched ;  a  defence 
of  Adrianople  was  in  prospect — in  a 
word,  the  position  of  the  Eussians  was 
very  different  from  what  it  is  to-day.  All 
the  time  the   negotiations   have  been 

going  on,  and  whether  the  delays  that 
ave  occurred  have  been  accidental,  or 
whether  they  have  been  intentional — 
whether  the  necessity  for  sending  the 
terms  of  peace  by  special  messenger, 
instead  of  by  telegraph,  was  due  to 
something  very  extraordinaiy  and  ex- 
ceptional in  the  nature  of  those  terms — 
something  far  beyond  what  the  prdoti 
now  given  us  would  seem  to  indicate; 
whetherthese  are  the  reasons,  or  whether 
the  reason  was  to  gain  time  for  the  ad- 
vance of  the  armies,  is  a  question  into 
which  I  do  not  wish  to  enter.  I  only 
wish  to  point  out  as  a  matter  of  fSact  that 
the  delay  which  has  occurred  has  given 
the  Eussians  an  advantage,  and  has  very 
materially  altered  the  imlitary  situation 
in  Turkey.  And  not  only  are  the  rela- 
tions of  the  Eussian  to  the  Turkish 
Armies  different,  but  it  is  a  question 
into  which  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  enter 
as  far  as  regards  the  relative  conditions 
of  the  belligerents  and  the  effect  which 
may  be  produced  upon  the  terms  of 
peace  which  the  Eussians  may  demand 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Turks  must 
agree  to  on  the  olher.  I  draw  attention 
to  it  for  different  reasons,  and  I  wish  to 
point  out  what  was  the  relative  position 
of  the  Eussian  Force  at  those  points 
which  we  had  expressly  reserved  as  points 
to  which  attention  had  been  directed, 
and  in  which  British  interests  were  in- 
volved. We  have  constantly  been  told — 
Ihroughout  all  these  proceedings,  when 
we  have  spoken  of  the  reservations  we 
had  made  in  the  despatch  of  the  6th  of 
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May — we  have  been  conBtantlj  told — 
"  Tiieee  reeeiTBtionB  are  all  very  fine,  but 
they  relate  to  those  interests  whiob  are 
least  likely  to  be  affected."  ''Nobody," 
we  are  told,  *'  thinks  or  dreams  that  the 
Snez  Oanal  will  be  interfered  with,  or 
Egypt,  or  the  Persian  Qnlf,"  and  it  was 
a  common  remark — **  Nobody  supposes 
that  Constantinople  or  the  Dardanelles 
is  threatened."  Now,  with  regard  to 
Egypt,  the  Persian  Gnlf,  and  the  Isth- 
mus of  Suez,  I  need  not  say  anything  at 
present ;  but  in  regard  to  donstantinople 
and  the  Dardandles  our  anxiety  could 
not  be  altogether  set  at  rest  when  we 
saw  the  Bussian  Forces  advancing  as 
rapidly  as  they  did  towards  those 
pomts  which  were  vital  to  those  places. 
From  day  to  dav  we  received  information 
— ^first,  uiat  Sofia  was  taken ;  then,  that 
the  Servians  had  effected  a  junction. 
Then  came  the  important  news  that  the 
Shipka  Force  had  surrendered,  with 
a  large  portion  of  the  flower  of  the 
Turkish  Army ;  and  lastly,  on  the  10th  of 
January,  came  the  news  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  defend  Adrianople.  Events, 
in  fSact,  were  marohinK  with  a  rapidity 
enough  to  take  one's  breath  away,  and 
at  the  same  tune  came  the  news*  from  one 
quarter  and  another  as  to  the  inadequacy 
of  the  defences  of  the  lines  of  Boulair, 
the  defences  of  Constantinople  in  the 
event  of  an  advance  upon  GkhUipoli,  and 
the  probability  of  a  rapid  advance  being 
made  upon  the  key  of  the  Dardanelles. 
When  these  matters  came  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  we  knew  what  was  going 
on,  we  thought  it  right  to  pku)e  our- 
selves in  commimication  with  Kussia  on 
the  subject;  and  with  regard  to  Galli- 

Soli  in  particular  we  made  a  certain 
edaration  which  I  will  read  to  the 
Committee.  But  before  I  do  so,  in 
order  to  make  it  clear,  it  is  necessanr 
that  I  should  refer  to  something  which 
took  place  a  short  time  previously,  as 
far  back  as  tiie  13th  of  December. 
The  Committee  will  bear  in  mind  that 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Derby  in  May  last 
was  a  despatch  communicated  to  the 
Bussian  Gbvemment,  in  which  several 
points  were  laid  down,  the  infringement 
of  which  by  Bussia  would  a^ect  British 
interests,  and,  amongst  others,  the  posses- 
sion of  Constantinople  was  referred  to  as 
being  a  matter  vital  to  British  interests. 
The  reply  of  the  Bussian  Gbvemment  to 
that  despatdi  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
acquisition  of  that  capital  was  excluded 
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from  the  views  of  the  Emperor,  and  that 
its  future  must  be  considered  a  matter 
of  common  interest.  But  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  reply  of  the  Emperor  which 
indicated  that  he  would  not,  if  necessary 
for  his  purposes,  occupy  Constantinople 
temporarily,  and  the  question  was  left 
open  from  that  time  until  December — it 
being  understood  that  we  had  the  dis- 
tinct assurance,  on  which  we  could  im- 
plicitly rely,  of  the  Emperor  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  acquire  Constanti- 
nople ;  but  we  had  no  pledge  that  he  would 
not  temporarily  occupy  it  for  military 
purposes.  It  appeared,  however,  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  December  last 
that  inconveniences  and  dangers  mi^ht 
arise  even  from  the  temporary  occupation 
of  that  capital ;  and  accordingly,  on  the 
18th  of  Decei^ber  last.  Lord  Derby  sent 
to  Count  Schouvaloff  a  despatch  in  which, 
after  recounting  the  previous  Correspon- 
dence, the  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say — 

"  While  appreciating  the  oourteey  and  friendly 
character  of  tnis  answer,  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  f  e^  that  it  does  not  sufficiently  meet  tho 
dimgers  against  which  the^  desire  to  g^oaxd. 
They  are  strongly  of  opinion — an  opinion 
which  the  course  of  events  tends  still  more  to 
confirm — that  tiie  occupation  of  Constantinople 
by  the  Russian  Forces,  even  though  it  should  oe 
of  a  temporary  character  and  for  military  pur- 
poses only,  would  be  an  event  which  it  would, 
on  aU  accounts,  be  most  desirable  to  avoid. 

**  They  cannot  conceal  from  themselves  that 
if  such  an  occupation  appeared  imminent,  public 
feeling  in  this  country,  founded  on  a  just  ap- 
preciation of  the  consequences  to  be  apprwiended, 
might  call  for  measures  of  precaution  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain  from  which  they  have 
hiUierto  felt  justified  in  abstaining. 

"  It  is  with  the  view  of  avoiding  what  mi^ht 
endanger  seriously  the  good  relations  happily 
maintained  between  the  two  countries  that  Lord 
Derby  has  been  charged  by  the  Cabinet  to  ex- 
press to  the  Russian  Government  their  earnest 
hope  that,  should  tiie  Russian  armies  advance 
to  the  south  of  the  Balkans,  no  attempt  will 
be  made  to  occupy  Constantinople  or  the  Darda- 
nelles. 

"In  the  contrary  event,  Her  ICajeet/s  Go- 
vernment must  hold  themselves  free  to  take 
whatever  course  may  a^j>ear  to  them  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  British  interests ;  but  they 
sincerely  trust  and  confidently  believe  that  any 
sudi  necessity  win  be  averted  by  mutual  under- 
standing between  the  two  Gtovemmente. 

**  In  making  this  communication  they  think 
it  right  to  add  that  they  will  be  willing,  as  they 
have  been  from  the  first,  to  avail  themselvefl  of 
any  suitable  occasion  that  may  present  itself  for 
assisting  in  the  work  of  mediation  and  in  the 
restoration  of  peace."— [^^^**y.  No.  3  (1878), 
p.l.] 

An  answer  to  that  commnnication  was 
received  on  the  16th  of  December.    It 
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was  a  oommunioation  from  Bussia  sent 
to  the  Bussian  Ambassador  in  this  coun- 
try respecting  the  assurance  of  the  Em- 
peror. ICries  of  "Bead!"]  The  de- 
spatch is  in  French,  and  it  does  not 
contain  any  expression  of  opinion  at 
once  ;  but  it  communicates  a  Memoran- 
dum, which  Memorandum  is  to  this 
effect— 

*'  An  acqaisition  of  Constantinople  is  not  now 
comprised  any  more  than  before  tne  war  in  the 
intentions  of  His  Majesty  the  Emperor.  His 
Imperial  Majesty  continues  to  consider  the 
destiny  of  that  capital  as  a  matter  of  common 
interest  which  can  only  be  determined  by  a 
general  understanding.  His  Imperial  Majesty 
also  holds  equally  to  the  opinion  tnat  if  the  pos- 
session of  Constantinople  should  arise,  it  should 
not  belong  to  any  of  the  Great  Powers  of 
Europe. 

"  His  Majesty  the  Emperor,  at  the  same  time, 
considers  that  it  is  his  right  and  his  duty  to 
oblige  Turkey  to  conclude  a  solid  and  real 
peace  which  shall  offer  effective  guarantees 
against  the  return  of  the  crises  which  disturb 
the  peace  of  Russia  and  that  of  Europe." — 
[p.  3.] 

It  ^oes  on  to  say  that  for  that  purpose 
it  IS  necessary  that  the  Bussian.  Forces 
should  continue  to  advance,  and  it  adds 
that— 

*^  if  the  obstinacy  or  the  illusions  of  the  Porte 
should  oblige  His  Majesty  to  continue  military 
operations,' 

His  Majesty  will  reserve  to  himself  that 
full  liberty  of  action  which  is  the  right 
of  every  belligerent.  It  further  states 
that  after  the  formal  assurances  which 
Bussia  h6ts  several  times  given,  and 
which  she  now  repeats,  His  Majesty 
cannot  understand  how  the  interests  of 
England,  as  defined  in  the  communica- 
tions of  the  British  Government,  can  be 
affected  by  the  course  which  His  Majesty 
is  pursuing;  and,  finally,  it  asks  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  state  what  are 
the  interests  of  England  which  they  deem 
likely  to  be  so  affected,  in  order  that 
His  Majesty  may  endeavour  to  reconcile 
them  with  those  of  Bussia.  Nothing 
could  be  fairer — nothing  could  be  more 
friendly  than  that  communication  ;  but 
it  left  file  point  where  it  was.  It  left  it 
still  open  to  Bussia,  and  apparently  in- 
dicated that  it  miffht  not  improbably 
become  the  duty  and  the  policy  of  Bussia 
to  advance  to  Oonstantinople.  I  make 
no  complaint  against  Bussia  on  the 
subject ;  she  was  under  no  engagement 
to  us  contrary  with  respect  to  it.  We 
had  asked  and  she  had  given  us  an 
undertaking  that  she  would  not  acquire 
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Oonstantinople;  but  she  had  expressly 
reserved  her  rieht  to  occupy  it  tempo- 
rarily if  it  should  be  necessary  for  her  to 
do  so  for  military  purposes.  I  make  no 
complaint,  thereforCi  against  Bussia  with 
regard  to  the  terms  of  this  Memorandum ; 
but  I  say  that  it  may  become  the  duty 
of  England  to  watch  over  the  action  of 
Bussia  with  respect  to  Constantinople, 
and,  having  so  distinct  a  warning,  we 
were  necessarily  obliged  to  consider  what 
might  possibly  be  coming.  We  have 
always  felt,  and  it  has  been  one  of  the 
great  difficulties  we  have  had  to  contend 
with  throughout  the  whole  of  the  war, 
that  we  must  take  no  step  that  would 
have  the  effect  of  encouraging  Turkey 
to  expect  assistance  from  us  which  would 
not  be*  rendered ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
that  we  found  it  necessary  to  abstain 
from  making  public  any  of  these  com- 
munications, because  had  we  done  so,  we 
might  have  given  Turkey  the  idea  that 
she  had  but  to  withdraw  her  Forces  and 
to  tempt  Bussia  to  attack  Constantinople 
to  secure  for  herself  British  assistance. 
We  were  not  prepared  and  we  did  not 
intend  to  offer  her  that  assistance,  and 
therefore  we  did  not  make  the  nature  of 
these  communications  public.  But  in 
answering  the  communication  from 
Bussia,  we  were  bound  to  point  out  to 
that  Power  what  it  was  that  made  us  so 
jealous  of  even  a  temporary  occupation 
of  Constantinople  by  her  forces.  Observ- 
ing that,  in  the  meantime,  the  Bussian 
forces  were  advancing,  and  that  they  had 
not  only  obtained  possession  of  Adnano- 
ple,  but  had  advanced  far  beyond  it,  and 
were  marching  in  the  direction  of  Galli- 
poli,  and  that  there  were  rumours  that 
they  might  shortly  reach  that  important 
point,  we  thought  it  right  in  a  despatch, 
dated  the  12th  of  January,  to  state — 

<<  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  contained  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  Prince  GortchakofTs  Memo- 
rancuim  of  the  16th  of  December,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  of  opinion  that  any  operations 
tending  to  place  the  passage  of  the  Dardanelles 
under  the  control  of  Kussia  would  be  an  impedi- 
ment to  proper  consideration  of  terms  of  the 
final  settlement  between  Russia  and  Turkey.'* 

That  is  to  say,  that  Bussia,  seated  at 
Constantinople,  and  holding  the  key  of 
the  Dardanelles,  might  gain  such  an  im- 
portant advantage  in  tihe  discussion  of 
terms,  that  we  might  be  unable  to  meet 
her  on  a  fair  and  equal  footing. 

< '  Ask  Prince  Gk>rtchakoff  whether  he  is  willing 
to  give  assurance  to  Her  Mig'esty's  GK)yemjii6nt 
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that  no  Riusiaii  force  Bhallb^  sent  to  the  Penin- 
sula of  Gallipoli."— [p.  4.] 

That  communication  was  made  to  Prince 
Gk)rtcliakoff,  and  in  reply  we  received 
a  telegram  from  Lord  Augustus  Lofbus 
to  this  eflfect — 

**  On  receiying  my  note,  Prince  Gtortchakoff 
deputed  Baron  Jomini  to  call  on  me  as  the 
bearer  of  a  verbal  reply,  which  was  to  the 
following  effect: — *The  Russian  (Government 
have  no  intention  of  directing  their  military 
operations  on  GkUlipoli,  unless  * " — [p.  6.] 

[LatighterJ]  But  this  is  important.  I 
do  not  desire  to  imply  that  there  was 
anything  wrong  in  that  statement,  but 
to  call  attention  to  it  for  a  reason  which 
you  shall  hear  in  a  minute.  The  state- 
ment proceeds  thus — 

"unless  the  Turkish  regular  troops  should 
concentrate  there." 

Nothing  could  be  more  reasonable  than 
that — at  all  events,  it  is  perfectly  intelli- 
gible— ^Bussia  might  wellsay—  "We  give 
you  the  promise  you  desire,  that  we  will 
not  direct  our  attacks  against  Gallipoli 
unless  our  enemies  are  concentrated  there, 
and  that  it  is  necessary  for  military  pur- 
poses that  we  should  attack  them." 

"  They  further  hope  that,  in  putfing  the  ques- 
tion, Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  contem- 
plate an  occupation  of  Ckllipoli,  which  would  be 
a  departure  from  their  neutrality  and  would  en- 
courage the  Porte  to  resistance." 

In  answer  to  that  communication  we 
replied,  by  a  despatch  dated  the  21st  of 
January,  to  this  effect — 

<<  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  glad  to  re- 
ceive the  pledge  thus  given  by  the  Russian  GK)- 
vemment  that  they  have  no  intention  of  direct- 
ing their  military  operations  on  Ghdlipoli  unless 
Tm-kish  regular  troops  should  concentrate  there. 
You  are  authorized  to  inform  Prince  Gk>rtcha- 
koff  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not, 
under  present  circumstances,  contemplate  any 
occupation  of  the  position  in  question." — [p.  11.] 

So  matters  rested  at  that  time ;  but,  as  I 
was  remarking,  the  Bussian  advance 
continued,  and  not  only  did  that  ad- 
vance continue,  but  the  movements  of 
the  Turkish  troops  began  to  take  a  di- 
rection which  caused  us  still  more 
anxiety,  and  it  appeared  that  Suleiman 
Pasha  was  retreating  in  a  direction 
which  might  veir  possibly  bring  him  to 
Gallipoli;  and  tnat,  therefore,  circum- 
stances might  lead  to  a  state  of  things 
in  which  the  Bussians  might,  within  the 
terms  of  their  engagement,  be  free  to 
direct   their    attack  upon   that   place. 


That  was  a  moment,  no  doubt,  of  con- 
siderable anxiety  to  the  Government  of 
this  country.  We  had,  at  the  time  we 
gave  that  warning,  thought  it  right  to 
inquire  whether  the  Sultan  was  dis- 
posed to  permit  our'  Fleet  to  enter  the 
Straits  if  such  a  movement  should  be 
necessary;  but  the  Sultan  did  not  en- 
courage that  idea,  and  accordingly,  it 
was  laid  aside.  On  the  19th  of  Janu- 
ary, however,  the  Sultan  asked  us  to 
take  the  step,  and  orders  were  sent  to 
the  Fleet  to  move  to  the  entrance  of  the 
Dwdanelles,  to  be  ready  when  neces- 
sary ;  and  then  we  found  things  were  in 
this  state — on  the  one  hand,  the  Bussicms 
were  advancing  with  great  rapidity  on 
Gallipoli,  and  it  seemed  possiole  that 
they  might  direct  their  course  towards 
this  quarter.  On  the  other  hcmd,  there 
was  ereat  alarm  at  Constantinople  at 
the  advance,  and  it  was  not  impossible 
that  tumults  mieht  have  arisen  in  the 
town  which  would  have  endangered  life 
and  property.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, for  the  sake  of  keepins^  the 
waterway  open,  and  for  the  sake  of 
protecting  life  and  property  at  Constan- 
tinople if  tumults  should  arise,  we 
thought  it  right  to  direct  the  Fleet  to 
proceed  to  the  Dardanelles.  We  accord- 
mgly  did  so,  communicating  the  fact  to 
the  Porte,  cmd  requesting  the  Sultan, 
whose  invitation  we  considered  to  be  still 
in  force,  would  send  the  necessary  per- 
mission to  the  Fleet.  Accordingly,  he 
sent  a  firmcm  to  admit  the  Fleet  into  the 
Dardanelles.  The  Fleet  was  ordered  to 
sail  for  this  purpose  on  Wednesday  even- 
ing, the  23rd  instant.  On  the  follow- 
ing day,  I  came  down  here  for  the  pur- 
?ose  of  giving  Notice  of  the  Vote  which 
am  now  al^ut  to  move.  At  that  time 
we  knew  no  more  than  we  had  known 
for  a  long  time  past,  of  what  was  pro- 
ceeding with  regard  to  the  negotiations, 
and  we  still  supposed  that  those  nego- 
tiations were  entirely  hanging  fire,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  to  say  how  long 
the  delay,  which  had  now  lasted  some- 
thing between  three  and  four  weeks, 
might  be  prolonged,  and  what  might 
occur  in  the  meanwhile.  It  was,  there- 
fore, with  a  view  to  protect  those  interests 
in  the  meanwhile  that  we  felt  ourselves 
in  a  position  which  required  us  to  take 
that  step  with  regard  to  the  Fleet ;  and  it 
was  under  that  view,  among  other  con- 
siderations, that  I  came  down  and  gave 
Notice  of  this  Vote.  But  the  same  even- 
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ing,  and  late  that  eveniBg,  we  received 
a  telegram  whioh  was  not  altogether  of 
an  authentic  character,  and  wnich  has 
proved  in  some  particulars  not  to  be  en- 
tirely accurate,  irom  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople.    It  contained  the  terms 
of  peace  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
ascertain  them.    They  were  to  this  effect 
— A  peouniarv  indemnity ;  a  guarantee 
from  Turkey  lor  payment  of  the  indem- 
nity in  the  shape  of  territory  in  the  east  of 
Armenia,  including  Batoum,  Kars,  and 
Ardahan ;  the  fortincationsof  Erzeroum  to 
be  destroyed ;  Boumania  to  be  declared 
independent ;  and  so  forth.    Finally,  the 
question  of  i^e  Bosphorus  and  the  Dar- 
danelles to  be  settled,  as  the  telegram  to 
us  said,  between  the  Congress  and  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia.     **  Such,"  said  our 
Ambassador,  ''  are  the  conditions  which 
are  proposed,"  and  such  was  the  mes- 
sage as  it  came  to  us ;  and  it  was  en- 
tirely in  accordance  with  the  expecta- 
tions which  we  had  been  led  to  form — 
that  this  question  of  the  Dardanelles 
and  the  Bosphorus  would  be  reserved 
by  Eussia  for  discussion  between  the 
European  Powers  generally,  and  would 
not  be    made    a    matter    of   separate 
discussion  between  Bussia  and  Turkey. 
It  appeared  afterwards,  however,  that 
there  was  an  incorrect  transmission  in 
the  telegram,  and  it  was  corrected  the 
following  day  ;  when  it  appeared  that 
the  question   was    to    be    settled    not 
between  the  Congress  and  the  Emperor, 
but  between  the  Bultan  and  the  Emperor 
of  Bussia.    That  was  entirely  in  accord- 
ance with  what  we  now  understand  to  be 
the  aim  of  the  Bussian  proposals.    We 
have  received  from  other  quarters  more 
or  less  information  which  throws  some 
light  upon  it,  and  I  believe  I  may  state 
now  without  the  slightest  doubt — ^indeed, 
I  state  it  on  my  own  personal  authority 
— that  I  know  that  the  intention  of  the 
Bussian  proposal  was  that  the  question  of 
the  Straits — that  the  ulterior  settlement 
for  safeguarding  the  rights  and  -interests 
of  Bussia  in  the  Straits  should  be  an 
understanding  to  be  arrived  at  separately 
between    Bussia   and    the  Porte ;  not, 
of    course,  excluding — because  Bussia 
could    not    exclude — the   Powers  from 
consequently  discussing  the  settlement 
of  those  terms;  but  as  between^those  two 
Powers,  providing  a  separate  arrange- 
ment could  be  made.    1^  that  the  remit 
would  be  that  whenever  we  come  to  the 
discussion — whether  in  a  Conference  or 
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Congress— the  Porte,  if  her  Eepresenta- 
tives  were  admitted,  would  be  precluded 
from  taking  an  independent  part  in  the 
discussion,  and  womd  be  bound  to  give 
her  voice  in  the  way  she  had  already 
agreed  to  do  with  Bussia.    That  is  a 
danger  which  we  have  always  thought 
ought  to  be  guarded  against.      But,  as 
I  say,  the  only  communication  which 
had  been  made  to  us  having  been  re- 
ceived here  in  the  form  in  which  it  came 
to  us — ^namely,  that   the  arrangement 
was  to  be  made  between  the  Congress 
and  the  Emperor,  and  not  between  the 
Sultan  and  the  Emperor — we  took  a  dif- 
ferent view  of  the  matter ;  and  under- 
standing from  the  form  of  the  telegram, 
that  the  Porte  had   accepted,  or  was 
ready  to  accept,  these  terms  of  peace,  we 
considered    mat   our    sending  up  the 
Fleet  was  no  longer  necessary ;  because 
if  the  Porte  had  accepted  the  terms  of 
peace  on  the  basis  of  the  armistice,  it 
was,  of   course,    to  be  presumed  that 
there  would  be  no  ftirther  advance  of 
Bussia  against  Constantinople,  and  that 
there  would  be  no  danger  of  the  tumults 
we  had  apprehended.    And  if  the  ques- 
tion of  the  navigation  of  the  Straits  was 
to  be  reserved  for  the  consideration  of  a 
Congress,  there    was    not  the  occasion 
which  we  had  before  imagined  for  the 
Fleet  to  go  in  and  keep  the  waterway ; 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  we  sent 
a  counter-telegram,  by  which  the  Fleet, 
which  had  been  ordered  to  call  for  orders 
at  the  entrance  of  the  Dardanelles,  was 
stopped,  and  returned  from  the  point  it 
had  reached.    That  is  the  history  which 
the   hon.   and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bei&ew,   I  believe,  wishes 
me  to  explain  to  the  House;  and  it 
explains   the    ground    on    which  that 
rather    unintemgible    movement    was 
made.     I  hope  I  have  made  the  mean- 
ing as  well  as  the  order  of  it  clear  to 
the  House.    Although  we  knew  it  was 
a  strong  step,  and  one  capable  of  being 
misunderstood  and  misrepresented,  stiU 
it  was  a  step  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances, as  we  then  understood  them,  we 
felt  bound  to  take  in  order  to  preserve 
those  interests  which  are  not  our  own 
merely,  but  which  are  European  also, 
and  in  order  to  prevent  the  effusion  of 
blood  and  loss  of  property  which  might 
have    been    consequent   on   a    firmer 
Bussian  advance.      But  when  we  be- 
lieved that  the  necessity  for  such  a  step 
had  passed  away,  when  we  found  that 
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the  terms  of  peace  had  been  practi- 
cally accepted,  and  whep  we  found  our- 
selves coming  after  eveiTthing  had  been 
settled,  we  gladly  ana  most  readily 
recalled  the  Fleet  which  had  been 
despatched.  The  Sultan  had  giyen  an 
order,  the  firman  was  there,  and  the 
Fleet  had  entered  the  Dardanelles ;  but 
on  receiving  the  order  of  recall,  the  Fleet 
returned  to  the  outside  of  the  Straits. 
It  has  been  said — and  it  is  one  of  the 
errors  which  have  been  much  dwelt  upon 
of  late  among  the  public — that  we  re- 
called the  Fleet  because  we  understood 
that  satisfactory  terms  of  peace  had  been 
offered  by  Eussia*  and  accepted  by 
Turkey,  and  the  question  was  asked — 
"  If  we  had  ourselves  felt  that  the  terms 
of  peace  were  satisfactory,  and  that 
the  necessity  of  sending  the  Fleet  had 
so  passed  away,  how  could  it  be  con- 
sistent with  that  view  to  persevere  in 
moving  the  Vote  which  we  are  about 
to  ask  for  to-night  ?  "  Sir,  the  two  cases 
rest  upon  different  pounds.  The  ques- 
tion of  sending  up  the  Meet  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  the  waterway,  and  of  pro- 
tecting life  and  property  at  a  particular 
place  was  a  question  of  the  moment ;  the 
question  of  the  attitude  which  Eng- 
land has  to  take  in  the  Council  of 
Nations  which  must  shortly  be  expected 
is  not  a  question  of  the  moment.  It 
is  a  question  whether  we  are  or  are 
not  to  go  into  that  Conference  armed 
with  the  strength  of  a  united  nation, 
and  whether  we  are  or  not  to  be  able  to 
speak  with  the  voice  of  England  as  that 
voice  ought  to  be  heard.  We  hear  a 
great  deal  that  is  very  painful  to  hear 
with  regard  to  the  position — and,  as 
some  will  have  you  believe,  the 
humiliated  and  degraded  position — of 
England.  I  believe  myself  that  aXL 
this  language  is  false—that  it  is  as 
misohievous  as  it  is  false.  England  is 
not  a  weak  country.  I  would  chdlenge 
a  comparison  between  the  strength  of 
England,  and  the  strength  of  any  other 
country  you  like  to  name;  try  it  by 
what  tests  you  please,  and  I  say  this, 
that  England  ^vnll  come  out  second  to 
none.  There  are  points  of  weakness, 
no  doubt  in  England;  but  we  have 
great  wealth,  we  have  a  great  and  well- 
appointed  Navy,  and  we  have  a  small 
but  very  well-appointed  Army — an  Army 
capable  of  great  and  rapid  movements, 
and  of  quick  and  easy  increase ;  we  have 
positions  which  are  of  tiie  utmost  im- 
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portance ;  but,  above  all,  we  have  the 
support  of  a  people  who  are  by  consti- 
tution and  temperament  the  lovers  of 
freedom,  the  supporters  of  all  that  is 
noble,  and  who  are  ready  at  any  time 
to  shed  their  blood  and  expend  their 
treasure  in  any  cause  they  believe  to  be 
right.  It  is  not  because  Englcmd  fre- 
quently desires  peace  rather  than  war ; 
it  is  not  because  England  is  slow  to 
draw  the  sword,  and  is  quick  to  discover 
any  other  means  of  advancing  the  in- 
terests of  which  she  has  the  charge, 
that  anyone  is  to  be  allowed  to  suppose 
either  that  England  has  no  strength,  or 
that  she  is  afraid  to  use  the  strength 
she  has.  My  belief  is  that,  if  put  to 
the  test,  and  roused  as  we  might  be, 
our  strength  would  be  found  as  great  or 
greater  in  proportion  now  than  it  has 
been  in  former  times.  But,  Sir,  I  feel  there 
are  certain  sources  of  weakness  which 
we  must  not  conceal.  It  is  a  great 
source  of  weakness  that  we  should  have 
among  us  those  who  perpetually  go 
about  decrying  and  making  light  of  the 
power  and  the  spirit  of  the  country.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  attach  great 
importance  to  what  is  called  prestige,  or 
who  would  go  and  engage  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  blood  and  of  treasure  for 
the  mere  purpose  of  keeping  up  the 
glory  of  the  country ;  but  what  1  think 
is  even  worse  than  the  attempt  by  such 
means  to  increase  and  maintain  a  false 

Srestige  is  the  deliberate  attempt  to 
amage  and  destroy  the  proper  prestige 
of  the  country.  I  venture  to  say  that 
if  by  courses  such  as  those  we  see  on 
the  part  of  some  who  ought,  I  think,  to 
know  better — ^if,  by  the  course  taken  by 
such  persons,  England  should  be  by  de- 
grees forced  into  a  position  which  she 
would  at  once  feel  in  her  inmost  heart 
to  be  a  position  of  real  humiliation — ^if 
England  should  once  believe  that  she  is 
affironted  and  her  interests  really  and 
seriously  attacked,  depend  upon  it  there 
would  be  a  re-action  from  uiat  feeling 
^hich  would  require  that  the  humilia- 
tion should  be  wiped  out,  and  wiped  out 
in  a  manner  we  lULOuld  all  regret.  It  is 
not  the  cause  of  peace  that  is  promoted 
by  language  of  such  description. 
[*'  Hear,  hear !  "]  It  is  not  the  cause 
of  peace  that  is  promoted,  if  you  are 
perpetually  telling  everyone  that  your 
country  is  afraid  to  go  to  war — [**No, 
no !  "] — that  she  is  too  weak  to  go  to 
war,  that  she  is  too  divided  to  go  to 
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war.  ["  Hear,  hear !  "]  [An  hon. 
Membee  :  Name !  ]  I  most  respect- 
fully decline  to  give  names;  but  I 
would  say  this — ^that  I  rejoice  to  hear 
from  the  expression  that  I  gather  from 
all  quarters  of  the  House,  including 
that  from  which  the  rather  indignant 
cry  of  y  Name !  "  proceeds,  that  I  am 
expressing  the  sentiments,  not  of  a 
Party,  but  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  that  that  we  wish  to  ascertain. 
We  wish  it  to  go  forth  clearly  to  foreign 
countries  that  on  one  point,  at  all  events, 
there  are  no  differences  of  opinion. 
There  may  be  differences  of  opinion 
as  to  whether  this  course  or  that  course 
is  the  right  one  to  take — there  may  be 
differences  of  opinion  as  to  whether 
this  interest  or  that  interest  is  worth 
the  expenditure  of  blood  and  treasure ; 
but  as  to  this  I  venture  to  say  there 
is  no  difference — ^there  is  no  difference 
among  Englishmen  that  when  they 
are  satisfied  as  to  the  cause,  and  when 
they  are  satisfied  of  the  importance, 
of  entering  into  war — ^the  hand  of  Eng- 
land is  not  shortened,  and  the  heart 
of  England  has  not  grown  timid.  I  do 
not  desire.  Sir,  to  pursue  language  of 
this  kind ;  but  I  am  glad  I  have  strayed 
for  a  few  moments  into  the  few  sentences 
which  seem  to  have  evoked  so  general 
an  expression  of  opinion — an  expression 
which,  I  venture  to  say,  will  be  heard 
and  do  good  far  beyond  the  walls  of 
this  House.  I  will  resume  my  argu- 
ment only  to  say  that  if  this  is  the  posi- 
tion of  Engla^d— if  this  be  the  real  feel- 
ing, if  this  is  the  mind  and  wish  of  the 
English  people — ^let  us,  then,  when  we 
go  into  the  Council  of  Nations,  be  in 
a  position  to  show  that  it  is  so.  We  are 
asked — "  Why  are  you  asking  for  this 
Vote ;  what  is  the  object  you  are  going 
to  apply  it  to?"  Sir,  we  ask  for  this 
money,  not  necessarily  that  that  money 
or  the  greater  part  of  it  should  be  ex- 
ponded  at  all,  provided  you  give  us  free 
leave  and  authority  to  expend  it  if  we 
think  it  necessary.  We  have  shown,  I 
think,  by  our  conduct  that  we  have  not 
been  disposed,  though  the  accusation 
has  from  time  to  time  been  made  against 
us,  to  lead  the  country  into  a  war  from 
which  the  country  would  have  shrunk — 
shrunk  not  from  the  fear  of  danger  it 
might  have  led  to ;  but  because  it  would 
have  been  a  war  into  which  they  could 
not  enter  with  a  clear  oonsdenoe.  But 
we  desire  that  if  you  believe  ihe  sin- 
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cerity  with  which  we  ask  your  assistance, 
you  should  show  your  confidence  in  us 
by  enabling  us  to  use  the  force  of  Eng- 
land if  the  force  of  England  it  should 
become  necessary  to  use.  As  I  have 
said,  the  strength  and  power  of  England 
is  as  great  as  it  ever  was,  and  will  stand 
comparison  with  the  strength  of  any 
other  Power.  But  you  must  bear  in 
mind  that  the  strength  of  England  can 
only  be  measured  by  the  power  you 
have  to  make  tise  of  it.  T^Hiiere  is  the 
weakness  of  Englcmd  ?  The  weakness 
of  England  is,  no  doubt,  in  the  great 
extent  of  her  Dominions.  If  the  great 
British  Empire  w^e  concentrated,  as 
the  Empires  of  Hussia,  Germany,  and 
France  are  concentrated,  no  doubt  every- 
one would  at  once  see  the  immense 
strength  and  power  which  that  Empire 
would  possess ;  but,  in  the  long  com- 
munications we  have  to  guard,  in  the 
necessity  we  have  to  look  after  the  se- 
curity of  our  line  of  communication  with 
our  distant  Colonies,  it  is,  of  course,  rather 
upon  our  Fleet  than  our  Army  we  must 
rely;  it  is  upon  our  naval  superiority, 
our  maritime  ascendancy,  we  must  place 
our  trust ;  and  it  is  because  of  our  great 
anxiety  lest  the  changes  that  are  taking 
place,  or  that  may  take  place,  in  the 
East  of  Europe  may  endanger  our  mari- 
time communications,  and  may  make 
it  necessary  to  spend  larger  sums  in  the 
maintenance  and  protection  of  our  line 
of  communications,  that  we  are  desirous 
of  taking  precautions  for  their  proper 
security.  We  have,  as  I  have  already 
already  said,  a  well-appointed,  though  a 
small  Land  Force.  That  Force  could 
never  be  of  use,  unless  there  should  be 
the  means  of  moving  it  as  required. 
Everybody  knows  that  as  well  as  we  do. 
Everybody  knows  also  that,  although 
we  have  brave  men  at  home,  who  could, 
in  concert  with  our  Navy,  protect  those 
interests  to  which  I  have  referred,  imless 
you  are  able  to  place  that  Force  wherever 
it  may  be  required  it  would  be  of  no 
avail.  Everybody  also  knows  this — that 
unless  you  have  flie  support  of  the  Par- 
liament and  the  country  of  England  you 
have  no  mecms  of  supporting  with  energy 
and  vigour  anything  you  undertake. 
Now,  we  are  shortly,  no  doubt,  to  be 
parties  to  the  great  settlement  that  must 
before  long  be  attempted.  It  is  desir- 
able— we  consider  ana  believe  it  essen- 
tial— that  in  entering  into  this  Council 
we  should  be  able  to  speak  with  the 
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firm  voice  that  will  belong  to  those 
who  not  only  represent  a  free  and  great 
and  wealthy  nation,  but  represent  a 
nation  that  has  confidence  in  them, 
and  which  will  support  them  in  what- 
ever steps  it  might  be  necessary  for  them 
to  take — ^we  desire  that  we  shall  be 
armed  by  you  with  the  means  of  so  going 
into  these  negotiations.  We  go,  we 
should  propose  to  go,  with  no  desire 
whatever  of  using  force ;  it  is  not  for 
that  we  ask  it  at  all,  but  we  desire  to  go 
armed  with  this,  which  would  be,  not  oidy 
a  Vote  of  Credit,  but  a  Vote  of  Confidence, 
entitling  us  to  speak  as  we  should  wish 
to  speak  in  the  Councils  of  Europe.  If 
you  decline  to  place  that  confidence  in 
us,  well  and  good ;  it  is  for  you  to  say. 
We  must  accept  your  decision,  but  under 
the  circumstances  it  would  be  impossible 
we  could  administer  matters  of  so  much 
importance  any  longer.  We  ask  you  to 
give  us  this  Vote  which  we  now  demand 
with  full  confidence  that  we  will  not 
make  a  bad  use  of  the  trust  you  repose 
in  us,  and  we  ask  you  to  give  it  to  us  in 
the  full  assurance  that  such  a  step  on 
your  part  will  not  lead  to  the  danger  of 
war ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  will  be  the 
wisest  and  most  efficient  step  you  can 
take  for  the  maintenance  of  peace.  I 
am  tempted  before  I  sit  down  to  repeat 
in  this  House  a  few  words  which  I  heard 
this  morning  &om  a  foreimer  of  dis- 
tinction—one who  is  not  likely  to  take 
an  unfriendly  view  towards  Bussia  in 
this  matter.  He  said — "I  think  what 
you  are  about  to  do  this  evening  is  a 
wise  action  and  one  that  will  be  advan- 
tageous for  the  interests  of  Europe.  We 
all  want  to  be  taught  the  lesson  of 
prudence,  and  no  one  will  be  listened  to 
unless  he  is  strong.''  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  formally  moving 
the  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  the  Ordinary 
Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defraying  the 
Expenses  which  may  be  incurred,  during  the 
^ear  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1878,  in 
increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Kaval  and  Mili- 
tary Semees  at  jthe  present  crisis  of  the  War 
between  Bussia  and  Turkey." 

Thb  Mabqttess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
I  need  not  say.  Sir,  I  do  not  rise  to  make 
any  observations  on  the  statement  which 
has  just  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
(Jenueman.  I  think  the  arrangement 
which  was  made  at  an  earlier  period  of 


562 

the  evening  is  a  convenient  one,  and 
that  any  £scussion  which  takes  place 
had  better  be  confined  to  matters  of  ex- 
planation; which,    however,   from  the 
very  dear  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think  will  be  hardly  neces- 
sary.    I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  he  was  anxious  that  the  debate 
should  be  resumed  to-morrow.     Now,  I 
was  not  willing  to  make  any  protest 
against  that  proposal  at  the  time ;  and, 
in  fact,  the  other  day,  when  I  had  some 
conversation  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,   I    said    that  if  money   were 
urgently  wanted  for  the  necessities  of 
the  Services,  it  would  no  doubt  be  better 
perhaps  that  the  question    should  be 
decided    without   delay,    and  that  we 
should  proceed  at  once  to  a  discussion  of 
the  proposals  of  the  Government.     But 
the  statement  which  has  just  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  based  as 
it  is  upon  Papers  which  he  has  read 
and  which  are    upon    the   Table,  but 
not  in    the    hands   of    Members,    has 
put  the  matter,  I   think,  in  a  totally 
different  position.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  very  frankly  stated  to  the 
House,  what  was  apparent  to  everyone 
in  the  course  of  his  speech,   that  the 
Vote  which  has  just  been  proposed  is  the 
form  in  which    the  Government  have 
decided  to  ask  this  House  to  pass  a  Vote 
of  Confidence  in  them.     That  Vote  of 
Confidence  is  based  not  only  upon  the 
declaration  now  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  also  upon  their  past  conduct 
in  various  particulars,  which  have  only 
now  for  the  first  time  been  unfolded  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  House.   The  Papers 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  do 
not  appear  to  be  voluminous ;  but  still, 
if  we  are  asked  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence—a Vote  of  Confidence  in  tiiis 
form,  and  based  upon  these  Papers — in 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  think  it  is 
only  respectful  to  Parliament  that  Par- 
liament  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
deliberating  for  more  than  one  or  two 
hours  upon  the  real  nature  of  the  state- 
ment   of    the    right   hon.    Gentleman. 
I  cannot  conceive  that  the  pubHe  service 
would  suffer  if  even  we  should  all  agree 
that  this  discussion  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  before  Thursd^.    I  cannot 
but  think    that,   upon    reflection.    Her 
Majesty's  (Government  will  see  that  this, 
even  to  themselves,  will  be  the  most 
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satisfactory  coarse.  Surely  it  would  not 
be  satisfactory  to  the  Goyemment  to 
obtain  a  Vote  of  Confidence  from  this 
House  based  on  an  «a;  parte  statement 
and  imperfectly  considexHdd  Papers  ?  K 
they  require  a  Vote  of  ConfidencCi  they 
require  a  Vote  of  Confidence  which  is 
given  deliberately  and  after  full  con- 
sideration. I  cannot,  therefore,  but  think 
that  the  course  I  suggest  is  so  reasonable 
that  he  will  recognize  the  necessity  of 
agreeing  to  it. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  FoUowinff  the 
example  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  wiU  not 
now  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  very 
serious  question  before  us ;  but  I  want 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with 
the  course  of*  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  although  I  was  much  tempted  to 
ask  for  a  particular  explanation,  and  I 
hope  he  will  be  able  to  give  it.  He 
stated  that  the  Government  sent  the 
Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles  with  two 
views.  One  was  to  keep  open  the  water- 
way.— I  do  not  very  well  understand  that 
— and  the  other  was  to  prevent  tumults, 
disorders,  and  perhaps  great  loss  of  life 
which  mi^ht  possibly  occur  at  Constanti- 
nople dunng  the  excitement  in  that  city 
under  the  impression  that  the  Eussian 
Armies  were  near.  But  I  want  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  at 
the  time  when  a  communication  was 
made  to  the  Sultan  that  the  Fleet  was 
goin^  into  the  Dardanelles,  and  that  the 
Enghsh  Government  wished  it  to  go 
there,  any  communication  of  a  like 
character  was  made  to  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment ?  I  ask  the  Question  because 
it  appears  to  me,  if  the  object  of  sending 
the  Fleet  there  was  only  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explained  to  the 
Committee,  that  the  Eussian  Govern- 
ment, in  all  probability,  would  have 
been  quite  willing  to  concur  in  that  ar- 
rangement. No  doubt  the  Eussian  Gt>- 
vemment  is  just  as  anxious  as  our 
Government  is — and  I  believe  both  Go- 
vernments are  equally  anxious  on  that 
point — that  there  should  be  no  tumult, 
or  disorder,  or  sacrifice  of  life  in  Con- 
stantinople. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  that  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
Eussian  Government  should  not  concur 
in  that  step ;  and,  if  that  had  been  done, 
it  would  not  have  been  in  any  degree  a 
menace,  nor  would  it  have  produced  the 
excitement  which  has  unfortunately  been 
caused  by  it  in  this  country.     Another 

The  Marquea  of  Partington 


point  is  this — I  gather  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  observations  that  it  is 
intended  that  this  Vote,  if  it  be  con- 
sented to  by  this  House,  is  not  to  be 
expended  for  the  purpose  of  interfering 
by  any  military  force  in  the  contest  be- 
tween Eussia  and  Tui^ey.  That,  I 
think,  is  to  be  understood.  If  that  be 
the  case,  then  I  should  like  to  have  a 
fair  explanation  whether  it  is  necessary 
that  Ihigland  should  go  with  shotted 
cannon  and  revolvers  into  a  considera- 
tion of  this  ppreat  question  with  the 
Plenipotentiaries  of  the  various  Powers 
in  the  Conference  which  is  intended  to 
be  held.  I  think  we  have  a  ri^ht  to 
know  that.  I  am  not  now  objecting  to 
the  Vote,  or  advising  the  Committee  as 
to  its  duty  with  regazd  to  it ;  but  I  think 
we  have  a  right — and  the  people  of 
this  country  have  a  right — to  know 
clearly  and  distinctly  what  are  the  real 
and  mtimate  objects  of  the  Government 
in  the  proposition  they  have  submitted. 
Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  only  wish 
— or  at  least  I  principally  wish — ^to  add 
one  very  easy,  and  as  I  think  simple 
Question  to  the  Questions  put  by  my 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birmingham.  It  relates  to  point  of 
interest  on  which  I  heard  with  surprise 
what  fell  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  iSie  Exciiequer  in  his 
enumeration  of  and  his  comments  upon 
the  presumed,  or  I  may  say  the  pro- 
posed, bases  of  peace.  He  said  he  had 
heard  a  rumour  that  there  was  to  be  a 
Prince  of  Bulgaria,  to  be  chosen  by  the 
Emperor  of  Eussia.  I  certainly  listened 
with  great  surprise  to  that  statement. 
Would  my  right  hon.  Friend  kindly  tell 
us  what  source  that  rumour  came  from  ? 
Was  it  transmitted  home  from  Constanti- 
nople? I  am  very  desirous  of  having 
in  my  hands  the  best  possible  means  of 
puttmg  a  fair  value  on  the  rumour ;  and 
if  I  learn  that  it  was  sent  home  from 
Constantinople,  I  shall  know  pretty  well 
what  it  is  worth.  With  regard  to  the 
question  raised  by  my  noble  Friend,  I 
would  venture  to  say  one  word  in  sup- 
port of  what  has  fallen  from  him.  I 
came  down  to  the  House  under  the  im- 
pression that  we  were  to  be  asked  simply 
for  a  military  Vote,  based  on  considera- 
tions connected  with  military  subjects, 
and  I  own  that  I  was  entirely  prepared 
to  have  gone  forward  with  the  debate 
to-night  on  that  issue.  But  my  right 
hon.  iViend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
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obeqner  lias  himself  greatly  widened  the 
area  of  tlie  debate.  He  asks  for  this 
Vote  as  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Gk)- 
yemment,  and  as  a  Vote  of  Confidence 
in  the  Government  on  the  ground  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  relation 
to  this  Turkish  question  all  along.  Well, 
Sir,  it  is  a  serious  matter,  even  with 
respect  to  the  length  of  the  debate — ^and 
it  is  an  extremely  serious  matter  in  other 
points  of  view — for  us  to  determine  how 
far  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  enter  upon 
that  wider  ground ;  and  I  put  it  strongly 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that,  if  we  are 
to  be  challenged  to  a  debate  the  ground 
of  which  is  to  rest  ultimately  on  our  opi- 
^on  respecting  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment during  the  long  cmd  com- 
plicated transactions  of  me  last  two 
years  and  a  half,  we  ought  not  to  be 
so  challenged  at  24  hours'  Notice.  I  do 
not  speak  of  it  as  a  question  of  conveni- 
ence or  inppnvenience,  but  upon  much 
higher  considerations.  I  thiTik  he  will 
feel  that  my  noble  Friend's  appeal  is  a 
just  and  reasonable,  one. 

LoED  EOBEET  MONTAGU*:  Mr. 
Baikes — The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

Juer  has  not,  I  think,  treated  the 
[ouse  quite  fairly  in  making  this  Vote 
of  Credit  a  **Vote  of  Coimdence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government."  I  am 
ready  to  vote  as  much  money  as  the  re- 
sponsible Advisers  of  Her  Majesty  think 
it  right  to  ask,  and  to  vote  it  without 
delay,  for  defending  the  honour  and 
the  rights  of  Great  Britain.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  endorse  all  the  past  acts 
of  the  Government,  nor  to  express  my 
entire  confidence  in  them  for  the  future. 
I  will  go  farther  than  this,  and  say 
that   I  consider  the  whole    House  is 

Pledged,  by  the  Address  on  the  Queen's 
peech,  to  vote  these  Supplies  at  once. 
The  words  in  the  Address,  which  the 
House  unanimously  passed,  were 
these^ — 

"  We  thank  your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
.  .  .  that  your  Majesty  cannot  be  blind  to  the 
fact  that,  should  hostilities  be  unfortunately 
prolong^  some  unexpected  occurrence  may 
render  it  incumbent  upon  your  Majesty  to  adopt 
measures  of  precaution;  that  such,  measures 
could  not  be  effectually  taken  without  adequate 
preparation;  and  that  your  Majesty  trusts  to 
the  liberality  of  Parliament  to  supply  the  means 
which  may  be  required  for  that  purpose." 

By  votinff  that  paragraph.  Parliament 
oommittea  itself  to  tl^ee  things — First, 
to  the  possible  necessity  of  armed  inter- 


vention, by  Ghreat  Britain,  in  the  East ; 
secondly,  to  the  Ministerial  announce- 
ment that  the  Vote  of  Credit  would  be 
asked  for  before  the  unexpected  ne- 
cessity should  arise,  because  the  object 
of  the  Vote  was  stated  as  being  to  make 
'^  preparation  "  and  to  '^  take  measures 
of  precaution "  against  an  unexpected 
danger;  and,  thirdly,  to  the  expressed 
intention  of  the  Government  to  cu^  motu 
proprioy  and  without  consulting  Parlia- 
ment, whenever  they  should  deem  it  ne- 
cessary to  take  precautions  against  such  a 
danger.  I  am,  therefore,  ready  to  grant 
the  necessary  Supplies  to  Her  Majesty 
for  that  object.  But  I  am  not  ready  to 
pass  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  present 
Government.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  concluded  his  speech  by 
asking  for  a  Vote  of  Confidence ;  but  he 
began  it  with  very  numerous  assertions 
of  ignorance;  such  as  that  '^he  had  no 
positive  informanion " ;  that  he  was 
*'  ignorant  of  the  bases  of  peace " ; 
that  ''he  did  not  know  whetner  the 
bases  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  Porte" ; 
that  ''he  was  not  aware  whether  an 
armistice  had  been  signed";  that  "he 
had  no  official  communications  from 
either  Eussia  or  Turkey  upon  the  sub- 
ject"; and  so  forth.  Yet  he  calls  upon 
the  House  to  place  confidence  in  sudi  a 
Government!  To  me,  the  concealment 
of  all  these  negotiations  from  the 
British  Government  reveals  the  con- 
tempt in  which  we  are  held  by  Eussia,* 
and  by  all  Europe;  and  the  irritation 
and  hatred  whicn  our  conduct  has  en- 
gendered in  every  Mahommedan  breast. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  men- 
tioned the  "protracted  negotiations" 
and  the  "unaccoimtable  delays"  in  com- 
mencing and  carrying  on  tike  negotia- 
tions for  peace ;  and  he  atten^ted  to 
assign  causes  for  those  delays.  It  seems 
to  me  that  he  has  omitted  all  explicit 
mentioA  of  the  one  true  cause — although, 
indeed,  it  appeared  to  crop  up  con- 
tinually throughout  his  speech — ^I  mean 
the  intention  of  Eussia  to  force  Turkey 
to  make  a  separate  peace,  and  an 
alliance,  offensive  and  defensive,  with 
Eussia.  K  anyone  were  to  put  himself 
in  the  place  of  Eussia,  and  to  ask  him- 
self how  he  would  set  about  obtaining 
this  end,  he  would  at  once  see  that  he 
must  manage  to  delay  and  prolong  ne- 
gotiations, which  he  must  inaugurate 
between  the  Commanders-in-Chief ;  that 
all  the  while  his  Armies  should  be  ad- 
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vancing  towards  strategic  points;  and 
that  he  must  convince  Turkey  that  she  is 
abandoned  by  all  Europe,  and  will  never 
receive  assistance  from  any  Power. 
That  would  be  the  only  method  for 
forcing  Turkey  into  a  close  alliance. 
Let  us  now  consider  what  did  really 
occur.  On  January  4,  Lord  Derby 
wrote  a  despatch  (No.  16),  in  which, 
while  allowing  the  distinction  between 
an  armistice  and  a  peace,  he  said — 

**  It  ia  clearly  indispensablo  that  the  condi- 
tions on  which  it  is  to  be  granted  should  be  dis- 
cussed between  the  two  belligerent  Govern- 
ments, and  not  between  the  generals  in 
command/* 

On  January  8,  he  wrote  (No.  22),  that 
as  the  generals  had  received  their  in- 
structions to  negotiate — which  they  had 
not — the  essential  conditions  had  ''  been 
practically  fulfilled."  It  was  not  until 
the  11th,  he  learned  that  Prince  Qort- 
chakoff  had  not  telegraphed  the  instruc- 
tions, but  had  sent  them  by  a  courier — 
who  would  be  a  fortnight  on  the  road- 
doubtless  in  order  to  create  delay.  But 
on  the  10th,  the  Bussian  Commander-in- 
Chief,  the  Grand  Duke  Nichol«U3,  an- 
nounced (No.  32)  that  '*  the  negotiations 
can  only  take  place  directly"  between 
himself  and  the  Turkish  Commander, 
and  that  bases  for  a  Treaty  of  Peace 
must  first  be  signed  before  the  negotia- 
tions could  begin  concerning  an  armis- 
tice. In  the  case  of  Servia,  last  year, 
and  in  every  other  case  that  I  know  of, 
an  armistice  was  brought  about  as  a  step 
towards  negotiations  for  a  peace.  In 
this  case  it  was  not  so,  for  an  armistice 
was  not  desired ;  seeing  that  Eussia  in- 
tended that  her  troops  should  advance 
behind  the  screen  of  protracted  negotia- 
tions. Lest,  however,  England  e£ould 
regard  that  advance  on  Constantinople 
as  a  cams  belli — ^for  the  Home  Secretary, 
in  May  last  in  this  House,  said  that  **  an 
attack  or  approach  on  "  Constantinople 
should  be  considered  as  an  infraction  of 
a  British  interest,  which  we  were  bound 
to  defend — lest  we  should  move,  Eussia 
actually  gave  us  notice  on  January  9th, 
saying  that  there  were  two  conditions 
antecedent  to  negotiations — (1)  That 
''theEussian  armies  should  advance" 
— she  gave  us  notice,  so  that  we  should 
not  afterwards  make  it  a  eaeue  helU;  and 
(2)  That'Hhe  Turks  should  be  convinced" 
that  England  will,  on  no  condition,  give 
them  any  assistance.  On  the  12th,  Lord 
Derby  wrote  (No.  37)  to  the  Porte  to 
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"convince  her"  most  positively  that  no 
help  WCU9  to  be  expected  from  England, 
and  that  England  would  not  even  act  as 
a  mediator,  because  Eussia  did  not  wish 
it.  With  regard  to  the  advance  of  the 
Eossian  Armies,  no  despatch  demanding 
explanation  was  ever  written  by  Lord 
Derby— so  said  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  the  other  night.  How 
did  t£e  negotiations  commence?  The 
first  thing  the  Eussian  Commander 
exacted  was  a  free  entrance  for  his 
troops  into  Adrianople ;  after  which  he 
said  he  would  commence  the  negotia- 
tions. This  was  granted ;  and  the  Eus- 
sians  entered  Adbrianople,  and  at  once 
advanced  fariiier  towards  Constantinople, 
as  well  as  towards  Gtillipoli — ^the  Gibral- 
tar of  the  Levant.  Lest  there  should  be 
any  mistake  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
Eussians,  we  were  informed  by  telegram 
on  January  22nd,  that  the  Eussian  Am- 
bassador at  Vienna,  M.  de  Novikoff,  had 
endeavoured  to  calm  the  fears  of  the 
Austrian  Qt)vemment,  by  informing  them 
that,  although  it  wcus  intended  that  the 
Eussian  Armies  should  occupy  Constan- 
tinople, yet  that  the  occupation  should 
be  but  temporary.  Delays,  the  *'  unac- 
countable delays,"  in  negotiation,  then 
took  place,  during  which  the  rapid  and 
unceasing  advance  of  the  Eussian  Armies 
was  maintained ;  and  the  conviction  was, 
in  the  meanwhile,  forced  upon  the  minds 
of  the  Turks,  that  they  must  cease  to 
look  for  any  help  from  England.  These 
steps  which  were  taken  were  the  very 
means  which  would  be  used  in  order  to 
force  the  Porte  to  make  a  separate  peace, 
and  an  offensive  and  defensive  alliance 
between  Eussia  and  Islam,  against  Eng- 
land. Eussia  says  to  Turkey,  as  it  were 
— **See!  all  your  friends  have  aban- 
doned you ;  you  can  hope  for  nothing 
from  them;  all  your  strong  places  are 
now  in  my  hands,  and  you  are  completely 
in  my  power ;  resist  me  further,  and  I 
will  crush  you  entirely ;  but  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  you  will  join  with  me  in 
alliance,  I  will  give  you  the  protection 
which  Europe  has  denied;  I  will  be- 
friend you,  and  you  shall  aggrandize 
yourself  in  Persia,  and  extend  yourself 
even  to  Hindostan ;  and  I  will  always 
help  you;  and,  between  us,  we  shall 
rule  the  world,  crushing  the  nations  of 
the  West,  who  have  so  meanly  aban- 
doned you."  This  evening  we  have,  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  been 
told  the  heads  of  this  separate  peace ; 
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and  every  fiinfi^le  one  of  them  is  fatal  to 
the  power  of  England.  These  heads 
were  first  made  known  on  January  25th. 
The  first  head  which  he  mentioned  was 
''  the  autonomy  of  Bulgaria,  after  the 
model  of  Servia  "—of  Servia,  for  whose 
good  behaviour  we  became  surety  in 
1867,  when  we  persuaded  Turkey    to 

S've  up  to  her  the  Turkish  forts.  What 
d  Servia  do  ?  Servia  made  a  rebellion 
and  levied  war  against  her  Suzerain  in 
1876;  and  then  we  saved  her  from  de- 
struction, and  obtained  for  her  a  peace 
on  the  principle  of  the  itaiusquo,  again 
becoming  surety  for  her  ^^d  behaviour. 
Within  tne  year  she  agam  played  false, 
and  levied  war  on  her  generous  Suze- 
rain. Now,  after  this  model,  we  are 
asked  to  create  a  Bulgarian  State,  which 
shall  include  the  southern  slopes  of  the 
Balkans — the  last  defence  of  Constanti- 
nople—as  well  as  a  port  on  the  sea! 
This  State  is,  moreover,  to  be  ruled  by  a 
Prince  selected  by  the  Ozar.  This  head 
of  peace  imdoubtedly  means  that  Eussia 
shall  have  the  power  to  swoop  down  and 
seize  Constantinople  at  any  moment 
which  may  suit  her.  The  second  head 
was  *'  the  Independence  of  Eoumania;" 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
seemed  to  think  that  such  a  provision 
could  not  be  objected  to  by  anyone. 
Let  us  look  into  it.  There  are  only  two 
Powers  on  the  Black  Sea — Eussia  and 
Turkey ;  Turkey  with  a  powerful  Meet, 
and  Eussia  without  a  Fleet.  As  soon  as 
a  war  breaks  out,  the  whole  commerce 
of  Southern  Eussia  is  destroyed  by  the 
ships  of  Turkey,  and  she  loses  the  sinews 
of  war  without  having  the  jjower  to  pre- 
vent it ;  for  your  Declaration  of  Paris 
cannot  be  made  to  apply  to  such  a  case. 
But  constitute  an  independent  State  on 
the  Black  Sea,  and  Turkey  can  no  longer 
stop  the  trade  of  Southern  Eussia  as 
long  as  the  Declaration  of  Paris  is  re- 
cognized ;  for  all  the  Eussian  trade  will 
flow  through  Eoumania — which  wiU  re- 
main at  peace  for  the  purpose — and  be 
covered  by  the  neutral  nag  of  Eoumania. 
The  third  head  was  **  the  freedom  of  the 
Dardanelles."  For  this,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  invented  a  euphemistic 
expression,  and  he  called  it  ''a  safe- 
guard for  the  rights  of  Eussia  in  the 
Dardanellee.''  [The  Chanoellob  of  the 
ExGHBQUBB  :  It  was  Schouvaloff's  ex- 
pression.] SchouvalofiTs  ?  I  do  not 
wonder;  every  Eussian  Ambassador  is 
a  great  master  of  phrases,  a  weaver  of 


euphemistic  expressions,  an  inventor  of 
fallacies  and  amphibolo^es,  to  delude 
the  million.  But  what  neht  has  Eussia 
in  the  Dardanelles  ?  Under  the  Treaty 
of  1856  Eussia  bound  herself  not  to  keep 
any  ships  of  war  in  the  Black  Sea,  ex- 
cept a  few  light  ships  for  police  pur- 
poses in  the  Black  Sea.  She  chose  to 
declare  herself  free  from  that  Treaty  in 

1870,  and  Austria  and  Italy  advised  our 
Government  to  resist  it  by  war,  promising 
us  their  active  alliance;  even  France, 
who  was  at  war  with  Prussia,  promised 
us  her  Fleet  if  we  would  resist.  But 
England  feared,  because  Bismarck 
threatened,  althoifgh  Prussia  had  her 
hands  full  with  the  French  War.    In 

1871,  however,  Eussia  again  bound  her- 
self by  the  Treaty  of  London.  If,  then, 
Eussia  has  no  right  to  ships  in  the  Black 
Sea,  what  right  has  she  to  an  egress  for 
ships  from  me  Black  Sea?  Why  does 
she  even  want  it  ?  She  has  nothing  to 
defend  in  the  Mediterranean;  it  must 
be  for  purposes  of  attack.  Or,  rather, 
the  purpose  is,  probably,  to  anchor  in 
front  of  Constantinople,  without  warn- 
ing, and  compel  submission.  This  head, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said,  is 
to  be  settled  between  the  Sultan  pros- 
trate and  the  Czar  triumphant — as  an 
artide  of  the  separate  peace  and  offen- 
sive and  defensive  alliance  of  which  I 
have  spoken.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mt.  Hardy)  said  at  Edinburgh 
that  we  snail  never  recognize  a  separate 
peace  between  the  Czar  and  the  Sultan. 
Who  will  care  whether  we  do  or  not  ? 
We  shall  not  fight  about  it,  cus  we  shall, 
henceforth,  have  to  fight  both  the  Turkish 
Fleet  and  Eussian  Armies.  What,  then, 
shaU  we  do  ?  '*  We  shall  hold  a  Con- 
ference," said  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  What  ?  Have  you  forgot- 
ten the  Conference  of  Icust  winter  ?  Was 
that  so  successful  that  you  can  wish  for 
another?  Did  that  so  cover  you  with 
glory  that  you  have  appetite  for  another? 
Was  not  every  basis  on  which  the  hold- 
ing of  a  Conference  was  agreed  to  shame- 
lessly violated  as  soon  as  it  met  ?  Were 
not  law,  and  right,  and  Treaties  set 
aside  by  it  ?  Was  not  your  policy 
of  non-interference  set  at  nought  by 
it?  Were  you  not  cajoled,  bam- 
boozled, outwitted,  and  befooled  enough 
at  that  Conference  without  wish- 
ing for  another?  But  Eussia  is  not 
thinking  of  a  Conference ;  she  is  aiming 
at  a  separate  peace,  and  an  offensive  and 
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defendye  allianoe  between  herself  and 
Turkey.  On  January  22nd  we  learned 
a  confirmation  of  the  assertion  that 
Bussia  had  ordered,  in  Germany,  41 
torpedo  boats  for  service  in  the  Baltic. 
Are  these  for  a  Conference  and  for 
peace  ?  On  Januai^  26th  we  were  in- 
formed that  the  Cabmets  of  Copenh|tgen 
and  Stockholm  had  appealed  to  our  &o- 
vemment,  saying  that  Bussia  and  Ger- 
many were  prenaring  to  seize  the  Sound 
and  close  the  Baltic.  Germany  will,  of 
course,  take  Holland,  as  weU  as  Den- 
mark, and  Bussia  may  easily  seize 
Sweden  and  Norway;  and  the  two 
Powers  will  then  threaten  the  shores  of 
England.  Then  what  will  you  do  ?  Ap- 
peal to  Treaties  ?  Treaties  in  these  days 
are  waste  paper,  and  you,  yourselves, 
have  ignored  the  obligation  of  Treaties. 
Perhaps  the  just  retribution  of  Heaven 
is  even  now  being  prepared. 

Sm  BOBEBT  FKEL :  Sir,  there  is 
a  good  deal  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tineton^  that  the  debate  on  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  theExchequer  should  be  adjourned 
until  Thursday  next;  because,  whilst 
many  of  us,  or,  indeed,  most  of  us,  would 
be  prepared  to  vote  money  in  advance, 
yet  the  reading  of  those  despatches,  and 
the  momentous  issues  which  are  raised 
by  the  point  submitted  to  the  House, 
render  it  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  cheerfully  acquiesce  in  postponing 
the  discussion  until  Thursday  next.  De- 
pend upon  it,  if  their  policy  is  good,  the 
Government  wiU  lose  nothing  by  the 
adjournment,  and  the  House  and  the 
country  will  be  quite  as  ready  and  will- 
ing to  support  them  in  the  issues  which 
have  been  raised  as  if  these  issues  were 
brought  on  suddenly.  However,  my 
object  in  rising  was  rather  to  refer  to  a 
Question  put  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright).  He 
said — 

"  I  think  that  a  very  false  impression  would 
get  about  if  we  supposed  that  the  money  asked 
for  would  be  for  tiie  purpose  of  going  with 
shotted  guns  and  revolvers  into  a  Ocmgress  of 
Peace." 

I  feel  sure  that  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country  will  believe  that  the 
money  which  is  now  asked  for  will  not 
be  employed  unless  it  is  abscdutely  ne- 
cessary. They  have  stated  as  much.  It 
is  meant  to  be  emjdoyed  solely  and  only 
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for  the  honour  and  interests  of  En^and, 
if  these  interests  are  imperilled.  But  it 
certainly  should  not  go  forth  to  the 
country  to-morrow  morning,  without 
an  emphatic  contradiction  of  such  an 
insinuation,  that  the  Government  to- 
night have  asked  for  money  for  the 
purpose— to  use  the  expression  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham — of  going  with  shotted 
guns  and  revolvers  into  a  Congress  of 
Peace.  There  is  another  point-— one 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
— who,  I  think,  misintoipreted  the  use  of 
an  expression  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  said  liiat  it  was  a  Yoto 
of  Conndence  as  well  as  of  Credit.  Now, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  use 
those  words ;  but  I  recollect  exactly  the 
same  phrase  being  employed  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  when  he 
aiu:ed  for  a  grant  of  money  during  the 
war  between  France  and  Germany.  He 
thenexpressedhimself  in  terms,  allhough, 
perhaps,  not  in  words,  very  much  as 
follows: — ''Place  in  our  hands  that 
credit,  and  place  confidence  in  us  that 
we  will  only  use  it  in  the  event  of  the 
interests  of  the  Empire  being  imperilled ; 
place  confidence  in  us  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  believe  that  we  will  employ 
it  in  ^e  interests  of  the  country.'' 
I  suppose  I  may  be  wrong ;  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  meant  to  say — ''Ghrant  us 
this  money  and  place  confidence  in  the 
Government  that  they  wiU  employ  it 
only  on  a  fitting  and  necessary  occasion." 
If,  of  course,  a  Vote  of  Confidence  is  to 
be  passed  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  is  a  totally  different  question. 
But  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  say  that.  He  did  not 
say  it  shall  be  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  but  it 
shall  be  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment as  regards  this  particular  grant 
of  mon^ ;  though  I  believe  that  if  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government  were  wanted,  it  would  be 
responded  to  by  a  very  remarkable  ma- 
jon^.  He  asks  for  the  £6,000,000,  in 
my  judgment,  to  enable  the  Government 
to  imow  a  bold  front  if  it  be  necessary, 
imd  as  a  proof  of  the  confidence  of  Par- 
liament thatt^e  money  will  be  expended 
rightly  and  properly. 

Me.  W.   E.    FORSTER:    I  hardly 
need  say  that  I  do  not  intend  to  follow 
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either  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  or 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Hobert  Peel)  by  any  remarks  upon  the 
general  question  of  the  Supplementary 
vote ;  but  I  understand  that  an  arrange- 
ment or  understanding  was  come  to  at 
the  beginning  of  the  evening  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  made  we  should  report 
Progress  and  consider  it  on  a  future 
day ;  and  I  think  hon.  Members  must 
now  see  that  such  a  course  is  absolutely 
necessary,  as  we  have  not  got  the  mate- 
rials before  us  upon  which  we  t)an  form  an 
opinion.  I  merely  rise  to  support  the 
appeal  of  my  noble  Friend,  seconded  by 
the  rififht  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  that  we 
should  not  be  asked  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion to-morrow.  The  Oovemment 
might  haye  pleaded  the  immediate  ne- 
cessity for  action ;  but  I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  did  not  make 
any  such  appeal.  He  used  the  words 
that  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  moment.  Undoubtedly  it 
was,  and  the  countermanding  of  the 
order  was  also  a  question  of  the  moment. 
But  he  added  that  the  question  which  he 
now  brought  before  the  Oommittee  was 
the  attitude  which  the  Government 
should  take  in  the  Oonference;  but  as 
the  appointment  of  a  Oonference  is  not 
a  matter  of  a  day  or  two,  we  ought  not 
to  be  asked  for  a  decision  before  the 
materials  are  laid  before  us.  I  am  not 
P^oing  into  the  question  as  to  the  exact 
mtei^pretation  to  be  placed  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  closing  words. 
I  understood  him  to  end  with  an  appeal 
to  the  House— -especially  to  Members  on 
his  own  side— for  a  Vote  of  Oonfidence. 
But  taking  the  interpretation  placed 
upon  these  words  by  the  right  hon. 
Barenet  opposite,  there  is,  at  ful  events, 
an  appeal  for  a  Vote  of  Oonfidence  in 
the  last  acts  of  the  Government.  We  do 
not  know  what  they  are.  We  have  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation 
of  a  purt  of  l^em ;  but  he  referred  to  cer- 
tcun  despatches,  and  imtil  these  are  be- 
fore us  we  can  really  form  no  opinion 
whatever  either  on  the  recent  conduct 
of  the  Government,  or  upon  the  actual 
condition  of  the  country  as  represented 
by  the  Government.  Therefore,  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  Government  can 
hardly  refuse  to  give  us,  at  any  rate,  an 
opnortunity  of  looking  at  the  Papers,  in 
order  that  we  may  consider  what  steps 
we  ahould  take.    I  Ihink  it  is  hardly 


necessary  to  enforce  that  appeal  by  re- 
minding the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
my  noble  Friend  asked  for  the  Papers 
on  Thursday,  and  it  was  understood 
that,  if  possible,  they  should  be  given  on 
Friday. 

Me.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  firm 
and  not  give  way.  If  they  did,  every- 
body knew  what  would  happen.  The 
country  would  be  agitated  from  one  end 
to  the  other. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  remember  that 
what  was  asked  for  was  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence, in  whatever  sense  the  words  might 
be  used.  The  hon .  Gentleman  had  his  con- 
fidence ready  made ;  but  he  and  others 
had  to  pick  their  confidence  with  great 
difficult  out  of  the  Papers  which  would 
be  laid  before  them  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  LAING  wished  to  know  from 
the  Government,  seeing  that  the  deci- 
sion of  Wednesday  last  to  send  the  Fleet 
through  the  Dardanelles  must  have  been 
of  the  greatest  importance,  since  it  had 
led  to  the  resignation  or  contemplated 
resignation  of  two  Ministers,  one  of  them 
no  less  a  person  than  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whether  our 
Admiral  was  instructed,  should  a  Turkish 
force  have  retreated  to  GaUipoli  and 
there  been  attacked  by  an  advancing 
Russian  force,  to  take  part  in  the  opera- 
tions in  support  of  the  Turks? 

Mb.  C.  BECKETT-DENISON  said, 
under  ordinary  circumstances  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  resist  a  demand  for  time  to  enable 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  read  the  Papers  in  order  that  they 
might  make  up  their  minds  on  an  im- 
portant question.  It  would,  no  doubt, 
DC  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
a  certain  number  of  hon.  Members  had 
declared  in  and  out  of  the  House  that, 
under  no  circumstances,  would  they  vote 
a  shilling  of  money  in  connection  with 
the  contest  between  Turkey  and  Russia. 
His  objection  to  delay  was  that  by  as- 
senting to  it  the  Ministry  would  appear 
to  the  country  to  falter  in  their  policy 
and  to  have  some  misgiving  as  to  the 
purposes  for  which  the  present  Vote  was 
proposed.  A  habit  had  erprung  up  lately 
which,  in  his  opinion,  dia  not  conduce  to 
the  dignity  of  tne  House  or  its  proceed- 
ings—^e  alluded  to  the  system  of  tele- 
graph wire  pulling  on  questions  on  which 
its  Members  did  not  naj^n  to  be  of 
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one  mind.  There  was  no  one  in  that 
House  who  had  a  greater  respect  than 
he  had  for  the  deliberate,  oool  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  the  nation ;  bat  he 
now  protested,  and  always  should  pro- 
test, against  degrading  we  Members  of 
the  House  into  the  position  of  delegates, 
and  against  a  system  of  what  he  might 
call  wired-up  agitation  on  a  subject  of 
the  most  extreme  gravity,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  pressure  to  bear  upon 
them.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
hold  on  to  their  course  and  take  all  the 
responsibility  upon  themselves.  That 
the  meetings  got  up  in  the  country  upon 
this  question  expressed  the  deliberate 
opinions  of  the  people  he  denied,  and  he 
objected  to  be  riiled  by  the  mobocracy. 
Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  I  am 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  denounc- 
ing public  meetings.  I  saw  a  report  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  the  other 
day — ^he  had  a  St.  James's  Hall  of  his 
own — which  he  had  made  at  a  great 
aristocratic  society,  presided  over  by  a 
noble  Duke,  in  which  he  spoke  in  favour 
of  war.  [Mr.  C.  Beckett- Denison  : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  quite 
incorrect.]  I  read  the  speech,  and  am 
therefore  fully  able  to  judge.  I  say  that 
the  speech  and  the  meeting  was  to  press 
upon  the  Government  to  enter  upon  the 
war,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
been  denouncing  public  meetings  in  the 
country  in  favour  of  peace,  was  the  man 
who  went  to  St.  James's  Hall  to  join  in 
the  agitation  in  favour  of  war.  It  was 
not  an  open  meeting,  but  a  select,  social 
meeting,  because  neither  he  nor  any 
other  member  of  the  War  Party  dare 
hold  any  such  meeting.  And  now  he 
has  appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  as  a  Member  of  the  Conser- 
vative Paxty,  to  be  in  a  hurry  to  get  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Government  of 
the  country.  They  are  going,  then,  by 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  to  snatch  a 
verdict,  because  they  cannot  afford  to 
postpone  the  discussion  for  a  day  in  order 
to  see  whether  public  opinion  would  pro- 
nounce against  it.  I  do  not  do  injustice 
to  the  Government  and  his  Party  to  sup- 
pose they  will  adopt  so  unworthy  a  sug- 
gestion. I  will  now  address  myself  to 
something  which  deserves  your  consi- 
deration. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  put  his  case  upon  one  very  ma- 
terial matter.     The  great  part  of  his 

Mr.  C.  Beokett-DenUim 


5)eeoh  was  occupied  in  the  order  of  the 
ritish  Fleet  to  enter  the  Dardanelles. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  an  order 
or  a  revocation  of  the  order — it  might 
be  both — but  it  was  a  serious  matter, 
because  the  entry  of  the  Fleet  into  the 
Dardanelles  was  an  act  of  war.  It  was 
an  act  of  war.  I  venture  to  say,  there 
is  no  statesman  or  jurist  in  Europe  who 
will  deny  that  to  enter  into  the  territory 
or  the  territorial  waters  of  the  bellige- 
rents for  the  purpose  of  interfering  with 
the  acts  of  those  oelligerents  is  an  act  of 
war.  I  will  not  say  whether  it  was  a 
justifiable  act  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  shall  see,  when  we  have  the 
Papers  before  us,  what  justification 
there  wcus  for  doing  an  act  of  war — an 
act  of  war  which  was  ordered  by  the 
Government  on  Wednesday  last.  On 
Thursday  they  give  Notice  of  the  Vote 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  has 
been  summoned  three  weeks  before  the 
usual  time.  They  never  told  the  House 
of  Commons  then  that  they  had  ordered 
the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles.  That  was 
on  Thursday.  The  resolution  was  taken 
on  Wednesday.  The  order  was  stand- 
ing at  the  time — the  Fleet  was  actually 
sailing  for  the  Dardanelles — at  the  time 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stood 
at  that  box  and  announced  this  Vote, 
and  he  never  told  the  House  of  Com- 
mons they  had  done  it.  Now  he  asks 
us  to  place  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  future.  There  may  be 
grounds  in  these  Papers  for  asking  that 
confidence.  Hon.  Gentiemen  opposite 
cheered  very  loudly  when  he  said — "  It 
is  a  monstirous  thing  that  you  don't 
place  confidence  in  the  Government ;  you 
ought  all  to  do  so  on  both  sides."  Well, 
then,  what  a  curious  thing  it  is  that  two 
years'  old  Colleagues  don't  place  that 
confidence  in  you.  Tou  ask  us  to  place 
this  confidence  in  you  without  Papers. 
You  are  quite  right,  because  your  Col- 
leagues, wno  did  see  the  Papers,  did  not 
place  confidence  in  you.  It  is  a  most 
extraordinary  demand  for  a  hurried 
Vote  of  Confidence.  Let  us  see  the 
Papers  and  discuss  them,  and  then  let 
us  see  whether  this  Vote  of  Confidence 
is  so  well  founded,  and  whether  we  shall 
be  as  much  convinced  as  your  Colleagues 
were  that  such  confidence  ought  to  be 
placed. 

Mb.  C.  BECKETT-DENISON  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  seemed  to  have  for- 
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gotten,  when  maMiig  an  attack  upon  him, 
uiat  the  House  was  in  Oommittee,  and 
that  an  hon.  Member  so  attacked  had  a 
right  to  reply.  He  was  not  disconcerted 
by  anything  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  said  of  a  personal  nature. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  meeting  to  which  he  had 
alluded  was  a  packed  meeting.  [Sir 
WnxiAM  Harootjet  :  I  did  not  say  it 
was  a  **  packed  '*  meeting.]  The  meet- 
ing in  question  was  held  for  the  purpose 
of  healing  a  lecture,  which  was  given 
hy  a  gentleman  (Mr.  Borthwick)  well 
haown  and  mu(ui  respected  in  that 
House,  in  order  to  disseminato  informa- 
tion on  this  subject.  It  fell  unexpectedly 
to  his  lot  to  propose  a  vote  of  thanks  to 
the  Ohairman,  and  that  was  all.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  therefore 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  found  a  personal 
attack  upon  what  he  had  said  in  pro- 
posing that  vote  of  thanks.  But  a  few 
oays  before,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man himself,  addressing  his  constituents 
at  Oxford,  quoted  one  of  the  proverbs  of 
Solomon.  Be  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  going  to  throw 
at  their  heads  another  proverb  horn  the 
same  authority,  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spared  them  that  inflic- 
tion. In  his  speech  to  his  constituents, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  if  it 
came  to  be  a  question  of  interfering 
with  the  interests  of  England  in  regard 
to  the  Dardanelles  and  the  Suez  Canal, 
he,  in  his  great  goodness  and  superior 
wisdom,  would  permit  one  citizen  of  Ox- 
ford to  shed  lus  blood,  but  under  no 
smaller  circumstances  would  he  permit 
him  to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have  an 
opportunity  a  few  days  hence  to  put  his 
promise  to  the  test.  He  would  like  to 
know  where  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  draw  the  line.  Perhaps  if 
the  Suez  Oanal  were  attacked,  he  might 
go  farther  back  and  say — **When  one 
of  the  sources  of  the  Nile  is  attacked  I 
will  permit  it."  The  hon.  and  learned 
Meniber's  patriotism  was  to  go  down  to 
the  vanishing  point ;  and  all  that  he  did 
now — as  he  had  done  on  every  public 
occasion — was  to  embarrass  and  throw 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  wished  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  refi^ard  to  his  answer  to 
him    (Mr.    Ohilders)    on  Friday  last. 

VOL.  COXXXVn.  [thibd  sbeies.] 


He  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman what  the  nature  of  the  Vote 
would  be;  and  the  reply  he  re- 
ceived was  that  it  would  be  simply  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  for  a  large 
amount  required  for  the  service  of  the 
year  1877-8.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  read  certain  words  from  what  ap- 
peared to  be  the  Estimate  itself,  as  it 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  Those  words  contained  no 
mention  of  a  Vote  of  Credit;  but  they 
did  contain  a  passage  to  the  effect  that 
the  sum  to  be  asked  for  would  include 
the  cost  of  the  **  further  increase  of  the 
Land  Forces. ' '  The  Estimate  in  question 
had  now  been  converted  into  a  Vote  of 
Credit,  which  would  be  apparently 
applicable  to  no  particular  year.  It 
was  now  drawn  something  like  the 
Votes  of  Credit  for  the  Abyssinian  and 
the  Ashantee  Expeditions,  except  that 
the  word  "Estimate"  did  not  appear  in  it 
anywhere.  He  therefore  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — Was  this  to 
be  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for  the 
current  financial  year,  so  that  any 
balance  unpaid  on  the  3 1st  of  March 
would  be  surrendered  to  the  Exchequer ; 
or  was  it  to  be  a  Vote  of  Credit  avail- 
able in  the  coming  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: With  regard  to  the  Question 
just  put  to  me,  it  certainly  is  a  point 
whether  this  ought  to  be  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  or  a  Vote  of  Credit, 
but  this  is  the  form  of  it — 

"  Vote  of  Credit  for  the  sum  required  beyond 
the  ordinary  Gh*ant8  of  Parliament  towards  de- 
fraying the  Expenses  which  may  be  incurred 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1878,  in  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the 
Naval  and  Military  Services  at  the  present  crisis 
of  the  War  between  Hussia  and  Turkey." 

That  is  the  form  of  the  Motion  now  in 
the  Chairman's  hands. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  begged  to  repeat 
that,  on  Friday  last,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  read  distinctly  from  a 
Paper  which  he  gave  the  House  to  un- 
derstand was  to  be  a  Supplementary 
Estimate;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  not  one  word  about  a  Vote  of  Credit. 
The  Paper  since  distributed  among  hon. 
Members  stated  nothing  about  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  but  spoke  only  of  a 
Vote  of  Credit;  but  the  form  was  fliat  of 
a  statement  explanatory  of  the  Vote,  no 
Estimate  for  which  had  been  printed. 
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The  right  hon.  Gentlemaii  had  etated 
that  the  Vote  provided  for  an  increase  of 
the  Land  Forces;  and  as  there  appeared 
no  mention  of  them  in  the  Paper  that 
had  been  circulated,  he  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  Land  Forces 
were  to  be  increased  ? 

The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  With  regard  to  the  last  point, 
the  omission  of  the  number  of  men,  I 
am  not  at  this  moment  able  to  explain 
what. exactly  was  done  by  the  War 
Office,  as  to  the  striking  out  of  these 
words.  What  is  still  included  in  the 
Vote  is  pay  and  staff  allowances.  There 
would,  of  course,  be  a  separate  Vote  re- 
quired if  men  should  be  wanted ;  but  I 
understand  that  the  men  will  not  be 
required  at  present,  because  there  are 
men  enough  lor  a  seryice  for  which  they 
might  be  needed.  With  reference  to  4he 
expression  **  Vote  of  Oredit,"  I  have  no 
doubt  that  this  is  properly  so  called.  It 
states  that  it  is  a  Vote  of  Oredit  to  the 
3 1st  March,  1878,  and  any  balance  is  to 
go  back  into  the  Exchequer.  I  consulted 
the  highest  authority  in  the  Treasury  on 
such  subjects,  and  he  said — **  You  were 
wrong  technically  in  describing  it  as  a 
*  Supplementary  Estimate  ; '  you  ought 
to  have  said  *  Vote  of  Credit.'  But, 
after  all,  it  is  only  a  technical  difficulty." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers) 
may  rest  assured  that  any  portion  of  this 
sum  of  money  not  expended  before  the 
3 1st  of  March  next  is  to  be  surrendered 
to  the  Exchequer.  It  is  not  to  be,  as 
some  old  Votes  used  to  be,  a  Vote  to  go 
over  the  year  and  expire  with  the  year. 
Several  Questions  have  been  put  to  me, 
to  which  I  will  give  the  best  answer  that 
I  can.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  asked 
where  the  rumour  as  to  the  possibility  of 
a  Eussian  Prince  being  put  at  the  head 
of  the  Bulgarian  Principality  came  from? 
Well,  I  only  gave  it  as  a  rumour,  and  I 
was  stating  it  to  show  the  uncertainty 
which  attaches  to  the  terms  of  peace,  as 
we  have  them,  and  to  show  that  they 
are  not  definite  enough  to  exclude  such 
a  possibility.  I  stated  that  I  had  heard 
many  rumours.  I  should  not  have  men- 
tioned a  rumour  if  it  had  not  been  one 
that  had  sufficiently  attracted  my  atten- 
tion; but  I  do  not  think  it  right  or 
proper  to  say  from  whom  it  came,  and  I 
was  arguing  upon  it,  not  as  if  it  were 
a  real  argument  against  these  terms  of 
peace,  but  as  a  reason  for  our  being 

Mr,  Childers 


careful  how  we  expressed  our  opinion 
with  regard  to  them  until  we  knew  more 
definitely  what  the  bases  meant  and 
covered.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Did  the 
rumour  come  from  Constantinople  ?]  I 
must  decline  to  answer.  I  do  not  say  it 
came  from  Constantinople.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  puts  Questions  in  a  way  that 
many  people  do.  He  says — **Now  I 
am  going  to  ask  you  about  this.  Is  it  or 
is  it  not  so  ?  K  you  won't  answer  me  I 
shall  know  of  course  that  it  is  so."  From 
the  very  beginning  to  the  end  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  catechism  I  beg  to  oppose 
an  obstinate  silence.  There  was  a  Ques- 
tion put  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  as  to 
whether,  when  we  ordered  the  Fleet  to  go 
to  the  Dardanelles,  any  communication 
was  made  to  the  Eussian  Government  ? 
Well,  no  commimication  was  made  to 
any  Gt)vemment,  because  it  was  so 
very  shortly  afterwards  countermanded 
— [^Laughter'] — ^yes,  because  it  was  so 
soon  countermanded — and  I  may  answer 
both  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  upon  that  point  by  the  same 
statement.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  complains  that  we  came 
down  to  the  House  on  Thursday  and 
gave  Notice  of  a  Vote  to-day  without 
stating  that  we  had  already  given  this 
order  to  the  Fleet.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  asks  whether,  at 
the  same  time  that  we  gave  the  order, 
did  we  communicate  to  flie  Russian  Gt)- 
vemment  why  we  gave  it?  We  did 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other,  and  for 
this  reason — that  a  movement  of  that 
sort  could  not  be  made  unless  precau- 
tions were  taken  to  prevent  any  possi- 
bility of  its  being  intercepted  by  mfor- 
mation  being  prematurely  disclosed ; 
but,  as  has  already  been  stated — ^I  think 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  House  of 
Lords — we  had  prepared  a  commimica- 
tion to  be  made,  not  only  to  the  Russian 
Government,  but  to  all  the  Governments 
of  Europe,  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Fleet  w£ts  so  sent ;  and  I  may  also 
state  upon  this  point  that  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Fleet  was  to  be  employed.  In 
answer  to  the  other  Questions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  read 
the  orders  that  were  sent  to  Admiral 
Hornby  on  the  23rd.  These  were  the 
orders — 
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**  Telegram  sent  to  Admiral  Hombj, 

"  Jantiary  28, 1878. 
"Most  Secret. 

"  SaU  at  once  for  the  Dardanelles,  and  pro- 
ceed with  the  Fleet  now  with  you  to  Constanti- 
nople. 

**  Yon  are  to  abstain  from  taking  anj  part  in 
the  contest  between  Russia  and  Turkey ;  but  the 
water-way  of  the  Straits  is  to  be  kept  open,  and 
in  the  event  of  tumult  at  Constantinople  you 
are  to  protect  life  and  property  of  British  sub- 
jects. 

"  Use  your  judgment  in  detaching  such  vessels 
as  you  may  thmk  necessary  to  preserve  the  water- 
way of  the  Dardanelles,  but  do  not  go  above 
Constantinople. 

"Report  your  departure  and  communicate 
with  Beaika  Bay  for  possible  further  orders,  but 
do  not  wait  if  none  are  there. 

<*  Keep  your  destination  absolutely  secret." 

Well,  certainly  it  would  not  have  been 
necessary  to  tell  the  Admiral  to  keep  his 
destination  absolutely  secret  if  we  had 
published  it  in  this  House.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westmeath 
(Lord  Eobert  Montagu)  asked  me  as  to  a 
separate  peace  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey,  and  also  with  regard  to  certain 
proceedings  of  the  Bussian  Government 
of  which  he  has  heard,  but  about  which 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  him  any 
information.  My  noble  Friend  can  form 
his  own  judgment  upon  them.  I  can 
only  say  that  the  whole  gist  of  my  argu- 
ment was  that  I  presumed  that  a  sepa- 
rate -peace  would  be  made  between 
Bussia  and  Turkey,  and  that  that  would 
render  it  necessary  for  us  to  be  on  our 
guard  as  to  what  effect  it  might  have 
upon  the  interests  of  Europe.  I  have 
now  answered  most  of  the  Questions 
which  have  been  put  to  me ;  but  there  is 
one  remark  which  I  made,  and  which  I 
must  beg  pardon  of  the  Committee  for 
having  made  in  a  maimer  which  has  led 
apparently  to  its  being  misimderstood. 
I  had  no  intention  whatever  to  describe 
this  Vote  of  Credit  as  a  general  Vote  of 
Confidence  in  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  war 
and  the  Turkish  question.  It  would 
have  been  most  unfair  for  me  to  do  so  ; 
but  what  I  wanted  to  do  was  this.  It 
was  possible,  of  course,  that  I  might 
have  come  forward  and  said — *'  We  ask 
you  for  £6,000,000,  which  will  be  spent 
in  such  or  such  a  way.  We  tell  you 
precisely  what  purpose  we  want  it  for, 
and  what  is  to  be  done  with  it ; "  but  I 
came  forward  and  said — "We  do  not  ask 
for  it  on  l^ese  terms  ;^  we  ask  for  it  in 
order  tiiat  we  may  be  able  to  go  into 


Conference  and  into  negotiations  with 
the  force  of  England  at  our  back." 
**0h,"  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  says,  *'  we  are 
to  vote  loaded  cannons  and  revolvers." 
That  is  not  the  way  in  which  such  a  pro- 
ceeding ought  to  be  described.  We  ask 
for  th^  strength  of  England ;  and  I  say 
if  we  are  to  be  of  any  use  in  these  Con- 
ferences, if  the  voice  of  England  is  to  be 
heard,  there  must  be  some  evidence, 
some  outward  and  visible  sign  of  our 
being  possessed  of  the  confidence  of 
England  in  the  course  we  must  take.  If 
we  are  to  be  told  upon  all  occasions — 
'*Yes,  it  is  dl  very  well  to  say  you 
insist  upon  such  and  such  terms,  and  you 
object  to  such  and  such  terms ;  but  who 
are  you  ?  We  must  refer  back  to  the 
other — the  real — ^voice  of  England, 
which  does  not  speak  through  you."  I 
say  our  position  would  be  one  which 
would  be  not  only  humiliating  to  our- 
selves but  detrimental  to  the  country, 
and  that  if  you  will  not  give  us  this  with 
the  amount  of  confidence  which  we  ask 
you  to  show  in  asking  you  to  give  that 
money  to  dispense  in  the  manner  that 
we  may  think  necessary,  you  had  better 
not  give  it  us  at  all.  That  is  the  point, 
and  of  course  the  House  will  bear  in 
mind  that  it  is  imposwble  for  us  to  take 
any  steps  of  a  warlike  or  of  an  important 
character  without  its  becoming  speedily 
known  in  this  country  and  in  Parliament. 
You  always  have  a  check  over  us ;  but 
if  you  think  we  are  not  to  be  trusted, 
then  I  say  the  sooner  we  leave  power  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  can  be  trusted 
the  better.  There  is  only  one  thing 
more,  and  that  is  when  this  debate  is  to 
be  resumed.  I  had  certainly  hoped  that 
when  this  proposal  was  made  the  Com- 
mittee would  have  been  willing  to  go  on 
with  it  at  once,  but  the  noble  Lord  sug- 
gested that  a  reasonable  time  should  be 
given  ;  and  I  cannot  deny  that  if  there 
is  a  strong  impression  upon  the  part  of 
those  who  wish  to  take  part  in  the  debate 
that  they  ought  to  have  rather  more  time 
to  examine  the  Papers  that  are  laid 
upon  the  Table,  it  would  be  wrong  in  us 
to  refuse  to  give  it.  As  this  is  a  point 
upon  which  we  challenge  the  general 
confidence  of  the  country,  we  shall  con- 
sent to  report  Progress,  and  consider  the 
matter  further  on  Thursday. 

Committee  report    Progress;    to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday. 
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LEAVE.      FIEST  BEADING. 

Me.    SOLATER. booth   said,    he 
need  make  no  apology  if  he  prefaced 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  by  a  few  pre- 
liminary   observations.      As   w^p  well 
known,  the  idea  of  county  financial  ad- 
ministration  w«U3  very   diflPerent   from 
what  it  was  20  or  25  years  ago.    At  that 
time  the  general  feeling  was  simply  that 
the  ratepayers  of  the  country  had  no  ade- 
quate representation  in  the  body  that 
administered  the  financial  affairs  of  the 
country — that  was  to  say,  the  court  of 
quarter  sessions.     It  w«U3  not  disputed 
that   the   magistrates  who   constituted 
that    court     discharged     their     duties 
honourably  and  well ;   and  that,  being 
themselves  ratepayers,  as  well  as  owners 
of  property,  they  had  a  large  interest 
in    the    proper    administration  of   the 
county  finance.      But  it    w£is    at   the 
same  time  felt — and  it  was  true — that 
the  ^eat  mass  of  the  ratepayers  had  no 
sufficient  representation  on  the   court, 
and  had  no  direct  control  over  the  in- 
crease or  diminution  of  the  expenditure 
for  which  they  had  to  provide.     It  was 
true  that  a  very  large  part  of  the  expen- 
diture of   the   county  did  not  depend 
upon  the  discretion  of  the  magistrates, 
or  of  the  ratepayers,  but  was  imposed 
and  levied  under  express  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment.   For  this  expenditure  the  magis- 
trates were  in  no  way  responsible ;  they 
did  not  originate  it,  and  were  no  more 
than  the  agents  of  the  legislation  which 
imposed  it,  and  consequently  the  collec- 
tion and  expenditure  of  the  county  rate 
was  to  a  great  extent  a  matter  of  admi- 
nistrative necessity.  Nevertheless,  within 
the  20  years  preceding  the  period  to 
which  he  had  alluded,  there  had  arisen, 
not  only  a  great  increase  of  expenditure, 
but  also  a  great  increase  of  indebted- 
ness, in  consequence  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  county  police,  the  building 
of  new  prisons,  and  the  requirements  of 
the  Pauper  Lunatic  Acts ;  and  the  dis- 
satisfaction   which    had    arisen    from 
these  circumstances  found  expression  in 
various  Bills  which  were  introduced  into 
Parliament    attempting   to    provide    a 
more  effectual  system  of  regulating  and 
administering  the  county  finance.  In  1852 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  then  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  no  longer  a 
Member   of  this  House   (Mr.  ]£lner 
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Gibson),  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  regu- 
lation of  county  rates  and  expenditiue, 
the  principle  of  which  wcus  the  establish- 
ment of  a  county  financial  board;  to  be 
composed  half  of  ratepayers  elected  by 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  half  of  magis- 
trates elected  by  the  court  of  quarter 
sessions.  This  Bill  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  but  was  not  after- 
wards proceeded  with.  Mr.  Hodgkinson, 
the  Member  for  Newark,  in  1860,  and 
Sir  William  Gallwey  and  Mr.  Wyld, 
then  Member  for  Bodmin,  in  1868  in- 
troduced Bills  dealing  with  the  subject. 
In  1869  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sandwich  (Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Huffessen)  introduced  a  Bill  which  went 
no  further  than  the  first  reading,  and 
was  then  withdrawn.  In  the  year  1871 
the  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  introduced, 
but  not  proceeded  with,  and  since  then 
no  legidation  on  the  subject  had  been 
attempted.  He  (Mr.  oclater-Booth) 
thought  there  were  good  reasons  why  the 
proposals  which  were  renewed  from  time 
to  time  in  these  Bills  failed  to  command 
the  assent  of  the  public ;  because,  frt>m 


— namely,  1852,  down  to  the  present  time, 
no  new  functions  had  been  given  to  the 
magistrates,  nor  had  any  new  burdens 
been  thrown  on  the  county  rate.    The 

golicy  of  Parliament,  on  the  contrary, 
ad  been  to  avoid  any  measure  of  that 
kind,  and  the  uniform  practice  of  suc- 
cessive Gt)vemments,  and  the  recom- 
mendations of  Committees  of  both 
Houses  and  of  Hoyal  Commissions  had 
been,  when  new  functions  were  required 
to  be  discharged  in  country  districts,  that 
these  functions  should  be  relegated  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians.  That  had 
been  now  the  practice  for  a  good  many 
years.  The  Guardian  was,  in  the  first 
instance,  a  parish  officer;  but  afterwards 
became,  by  the  Union  ChargeabiHty 
Act,  the  representative  of  a  imion.  He 
was  then  required  to  construct  the  valua- 
tion lists  of  rateable  property.  He 
was  afterwards  required  to  exercise 
the  functions  of  sanitary  authority  in 
the  rural  districts;  and  only  the  other 
day  was  suggested  and  matured  the 
idea  of  maHne  him  an  educational 
authoritv  throughout  the  Kingdom.  TIub 
being  the  case,  we  had  nevertheless 
lately  had  a  revival  of  the  old  feeling 
for  a  county  board,  and  various  views 
had  been  put  forward  with  regard  to  it. 
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He  would  first  of  all  notice  a  well-known 
expression  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright),  who  scdd  we 
wanted  municipalities  for  counties.  He 
quite  agreed  with  this  expression  to  a 
certain  limited  extent;  it  was  a  half 
truth  of  some  importance,  and,  so  far  as 
it  was  true,  he  hoped  the  Bill  now  to 
be  introduced  would  carry  it  into 
effect.  As  far  as  regarded,  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  general  interests  and 
policy  of  counties;  in  that  sense,  no  doubt 
the  expression  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  strictly  accurate.  But  what 
was  the  more  material  object  of  muni- 
cipalities? It  was  to  provide  for  the 
population  certcdn  comforts  and  conve- 
niences which  they  could  not  provide  for 
themselves,  but  which,  as  population 
grew,  became  necessities  of  existence — 
such  as  the  scavenging,  paving,  and 
lighting  of  streets,  the  sewage  of 
towns,  the  providing  a  gas  and  water 
supply  for  houses.  But,  as  far  as  these 
duties  required  a  municipal  authority 
for  their  discharge,  he  must  contend 
that  they  were  already  provided  for 
by  the  rural  sanitary  authority.  In  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1876,  which 
summed  up  and  consolidated  the  pre- 
existing law,  would  be  found  a  complete 
code  of  municipal  management  for  the 
rural  districts  Laid  down  in  successive 
stages  under  the  head  of  **  urban 
powers,"  **  parochial  committees,"  and 
**  local  board  districts,"  and  he  must  as- 
sure the  House,  in  spite  of  the  prejudice 
which  had  been  thrown  on  it,  that  the 
institution  of  local  boards  was  growing  in 
favour  in  populous  communities.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Rath- 
bone)  sometimes  alluded  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  county  boards  as  a  sort  of 
panacea  for  the  existing  wide-spread, 
disorder  and  confusion  of  area,  as  if  by 
a  stroke  of  the  wand  a  county  board 
would  be  able  to  turn  chaos  into  order, 
or  extravagance  into  thrift,  and  compli- 
cations into  facilities ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure the  House  that  if  the  local  govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  become  more 
or  less  confused  to  the  eye  of  the  out- 
ward spectator,  it  was  known  perfectly 
weU   what  rights    and    liberties   were 

fiven  by  these  local  institutions,  and  he 
oubted  very  much  whether  it  was  in 
the  power  of  this  or  any  government,  or 
of  any  county  board,  to  diminish  or 
detract  from  the  independence  or  the 
privileges  now  enjoyed  oy  those  commu- 
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nities,  although,  perhaps,  their  increase 
might  be  in  intaie,  to  some  extent, 
restricted.  Now,  he  was  as  desirous 
as  his  hon.  Friend  that  attention  should 
be  paid  by  the  county  authority  to  the 
condition  of  separate  local  areas  within 
the  counties,  and  he  hoped  to  give  suffi- 
cient place  in  the  Bill  for  that  function. 
He  also  hoped  to  improve  the  financial 
powers  of  the  local  authorities,  and  that 
economy  might  be  the  result.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  had  been  misled  in 
supposing  that  the  heavy  indebted- 
ness of  local  authorities,  to  which  he 
had  so  often  drawn  attention,  would 
be  held  in  check  by  any  county  autho- 
rity. The  greater  part  of  that  in- 
debtedness had  been  contracted  by  inde- 
pendent urban  communities,  which  no 
county  board  could  check.  There  was 
one  point,  however,  upon  which  all 
would  agree — that  there  was  room  at 
this  moment  for  a  local  authority  to  be 
set  up  which  would  satisfy  the  principle 
contended  for  in  former  days  of  giving 
representation  to  the  counties,  and  also 
satisfy  some  ui^ent  needs  which  were 
now  beginning  to  be  felt,  and  which  the 
law  as  it  stood  at  present  had  no  means 
of  providing  for.  There  was,  for  in- 
stance, the  grievance  arising  from  the 
state  of  the  main  roads  of  the  country 
as  the  turnpikes  fell  in ;  there  was  the 
grievance  felt  in  counties  from  the  enor- 
mous expenditure  on  lunatic  asylums ; 
there  was  the  grievance  so  prominently 
brought  forward  last  year  connected 
with  the  flooding  of  various  districts.  All 
these  and  other  things  seemed  now  to 
have  been  brought  to  that  point  that 
the  attention  of  Parliament  had  been 
sufficiently  called  to  them,  and  would 
enable  the  Government,  with  effect,  per- 
haps, to  deal  with  them  ;  and  he  hoped 
to  do  so  by  this  Bill.  At  all  events, 
the  Government  were  of  opinion  that  the 
time  had  come  for  constituting  a  new 
county  authority  which  would  rectify 
grievances,  discharge  certain  new  duties, 
and  guide  and  direct  county  policy.  The 
Government  were  most  anxious  that  the 
body  which  they  would  set  up  should 
possess  certain  qualifications;  that  it 
should  be  of  such  a  character  as  to  re- 
present both  owners  and  occupiers ;  that 
it  should  have  a  sufficiently  extensive 
standpoint  from  which  to  survey  and 
direct  the  general  interests  of  the  county; 
that  it  should  engage  the  services  of  the 
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most  competent  and  experienced  men  of 
the  county,  and  thus  be  such  a  body  as 
to  attract  the  general  confidence,  not  only 
of  the  ratepayers,  but  of  the  public;  and 
lastly,  that  it  should,  if  possible,  be  free 
from  political  bias.  Now,  in  approach- 
ing the  subject,  the  natural  and  obvious 
method  was  to  collect  from  the  various 
local  institutions  of  the  county  a  body 
which  would  be  sufficiently  independent, 
and  which  should  take  charge  not  only 
of  the  matters  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded, but  also  of  a  great  many  other 
things  besides ;  but  the  objections  to  this 
course  were  found  on  examination  to  be 
insuperable.  The  Government  had  ac- 
cordingly determined  upon  a  plan  of 
identifying  the  county  board  with  the 
court  of  quarter  sessions  in  its  executive 
capacity.  One  felt  that  it  would  be 
extremely  undesirable  to  have  two 
authorities  dealing  with  a  county  rate  ; 
if  the  two  authorities  were  kept  sepa- 
rate it  was  obvious  that  there  were 
a  great  many  executory  functions  apper- 
taining to  ihe  idea  of  justice,  which 
could  not  conveniently  be  removed  from 
the  authority  of  the  magistrates.  It 
was  felt  that  the  existing  county  officers, 
whose  time  from  year  to  year  was  less 
and  less  called  upon,  might  have  the  new 
services  consolidated  with  their  former 
duties,  and  most  of  the  functions  at 
present  discharged  by  the  magistrates 
could  be  transferred  to  the  new  county 
authority.  He  had  every  reason  to 
think  that  the  transfer  of  business  might 
be  effected  without  friction,  and  without 
inconvenience  or  injury  to  those  who 
were  interested  out-of-doors,  or  to  the 
officers  themselves.  He  thought  there 
had  been  eight  or  10  Bills  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  they  had  all  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  iJiat  a  certain  number  of 
magistrates  should  form  the  nucleus 
of  the  county  board,  and  all  but  one  of 
them  vested  the  election  in  the  Boards 
of  Guardians.  The  great  question  was 
as  to  the  elective  element.  It  was  quite 
evident  that  the  ratepayers  could  not  be 
brought  together  to  vote  in  one  single 
centre  on  a  matter  of  this  kind.  What 
divisions  were  there  that  they  could 
have  recourse  to?  There  were  the 
unions  and  the  petty  sessional  districts. 
There  were  grave  objections  to  the  use 
of  unions  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill, 
for  nearly  one-third  of  them  overlapped 
the  county  boundaries.  The  cases  of 
overlapping    were    400,    although    the 
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number  of  unions  concerned  only 
numbered  180.  Another  objection  to 
the  use  of  imions  was  that  they  included, 
as  a  rule,  the  quarter  sessions  boroughs, 
with  which  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to 
deal.  The  decision  of  the  Government 
had  been  to  adopt  the  petty  sessional 
district  as  the  elective  area.  Each 
parish  had  its  Guardian,  and  he  would 
vote  as  the  representative  man  of  his 
parish.  Let  it  be  observed  that  there 
was  a  very  great  advantage  in  this  plan. 
In  addition  to  avoiding  complication  they 
took  the  guardian  away  from  the  work- 
house, where  he  had  not  really  in  this 
capacity  so  much  to  do,  to  the  central 
town  of  his  district,  where  he  would 
vote  in  public,  not  as  a  member  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  but  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  his  parish,  aiid  that  in  a 
place  at  which  every  Guardian  in  the 
county  could  readily  attend.  Of  course, 
there  were  objections  to  the  petty 
sessional  areas ;  but,  on  the  whole,  they 
presented  not  at  all  an  inconvenient 
basis  for  the  formation  of  county  boards. 
It  had  been  said  by  some  of  the  news- 
papers, in  criticizing  what  they  supposed 
he  was  about  to  say,  that  the  constitution 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
and  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
was  not  satisfactory ;  because  the  mem- 
bers were  appointed  by  vestries,  and 
there  was  no  direct  representation  of  the 
ratepayers.  He  would  not  stop  to  de- 
fend those  bodies,  though  he  did  not 
concur  in  the  criticisms  to  which  he  re- 
ferred ;  but  he  might  point  out  that  the 
plan  he  laid  before  the  House  was  a  very 
different  one  from  that  under  which  they 
were  constituted,  for  the  Guardians  would 
not  be  called  upon  to  vote  in  a  hole- 
and-corner  fashion  as  it  were,  but 
would  come  out  publicly  for  the  pur- 
pose. In  order  to  show  the  advan- 
tage of  selecting  the  petty  sessional 
districts  he  would  quote  a  few  figures. 
In  Berkshire,  out  of  15  unions,  11  trans- 
gressed the  county  boundaries ;  in 
Devonshire  there  were  20  unions,  and 
15  of  these  overlapped;  whilst  in  Ead- 
norshire,  where  there  were  five  unions, 
all  of  them  overlapped.  In  fact,  out  of 
a  list  he  had  of  10  counties,  he  found 
there  were  137  unions,  105  of  which 
overlapped  the  county  boundaries.  One 
of  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  plan 
he  proposed  was  that  they  had  the 
division  ready  to  hand.  Of  course  a 
Eoyal    Commission  might,    in  half-a- 
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dozen  years,  lay  out  a  better  plan,  but 
they  wanted  one  for  immediate  applica- 
tion. The  constitution  of  the  county 
board  was  contained  in  eight  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  County  magistrates  were  to 
elect  at  Michaelmas  two  of  their  body  to 
serve  on  the  county  board  in  respect 
of  each  petty  sessional  division  of  their 
county.  In  the  month  of  November  in 
each  year  the  Guardians  would  be 
summoned  from  the  parishes  within  the 
county  to  assemble  at  the  petty  ses- 
sional head-quarters,  where  they  also 
would  proceed  to  elect  two  members 
to  serve  on  the  county  board  in  re- 
spect of  their  petty  sessional  divisions. 
Then  there  came  the  question  of  the 
boroughs.  It  was  not  proposed  to 
include  in  the  Bill  the  quarter  sessions 
boroughs,  which  were,  for  the  most  part, 
independent  of  the  county  rate.  There 
was,  however,  a  class  of  boroughs  of 
great  importance,  which  had  a  separate 
commission  of  the  peace,  though  not  a 
separate  quarter  sessions.  The  whole 
of  these  boroughs  contributed  to  the 
county  rate.  They  varied  much  in  size, 
and  were  about  92  in  number.  It  was 
proposed  to  deal  with  them  by  a  some- 
what rough  method,  which,  however, 
seemed  on  the  whole  to  be  most  con- 
venient. It  was  proposed  that  all  of  these 
boroughs  which  had  less  than  20,000 
inhabitants  should  be  dealt  with  as  parts 
of  the  county.  They  would  by  their 
Guardians  contribute  to  elect  the  elective 
members  for  the  petty  sessional  district 
to  which  they  would  be  attached  for  this 
purpose.  With  regard  to  the  boroughs 
having  above  20,000  inhabitants,  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  treated  as 
separate  local  areas,  and  should  be 
represented  on  the  county  boards  by 
four  members,  to  be  nominated  by  their 
town  councils.  Taking  all  these  points 
into  consideration — and  great  care  had 
been  taken  to  arrive  at  a  proper  quota  of 
members  for  the  county — he  believed  the 
numbers  fixed  would  be  found  sufficient 
and  satisfactory.  He  would  mention  a 
few  as  examples  of  all.  Berkshire  would 
have  48  members;  Derbyshire,  52; 
Durham,  78 ;  Essex,  68 ;  Hereford,  44 ; 
Kent,  68 ;  Lancashire,  150 — not  at  all 
too  large  a  number — as  there  were  800 
county  magistrates  who  now  had  the 
opportunity  of  attending  the  county 
sessions;  Norfolk,  96,  not  too  large  a 
number  for  so  extensive  a  county ; 
Northamptonshire,     86 ;    Northumber- 


land, 56;  Shropshire,  76;  Somerset- 
shire, 86;  and  Wilts,  72.  Without 
going  through  the  whole  list,  he 
thought  that  he  had  quoted  sufficient  to 
show  that  the  number  of  the  members 
of  these  coxmty  boards  would  be  by  no 
means  in  excess  of  the  duties  that  would 
have  to  be  discharged  by  them.  Very 
important  new  functions  were  to  be 
assigned  to  these  boards.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  the  management  of  the  main 
roads  should  be  tranSerred  to  them,  half 
of  the  expense  of  keeping  these  roads 
in  repair  being  defrayed  from  the 
coimty  road  fund,  and  half  by  the 
parish  through  which  they  ran.  One 
clause  he  had  inserted  in  the  Bill  with 
considerable  hesitation,  inasmuch  as  it 
empowered  the  county  boards,  in  certain 
cases,  with  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
which  would  always  be  required,  to 
establish  turnpike  gates.  He  should  be 
prepared  to  show  &at  there  were  some 
cases  of  extraordinary  hardships,  of 
which  the  House  could  scarcely  be  aware, 
in  which  it  would  be  most  imfair  to  throw 
the  cost  of  the  repairs  upon  the  county 
board  or  upon  the  parish.  Thus  where 
there  was  a  large  mineral  traffic  to  and 
from  a  railway  station,  or  where  tlie 
communication  between  two  large  towns 
ran  through  a  small  parish,  it  would  be 
manifestly  fair  to  raise  the  funds  for 
the  repair  of  the  road  by  some  such 
means  as  tolls.  It  was  also  proposed 
to  give  county  boards  power  to  en- 
force the  repair  of  the  roads.  They 
would  also  be  empowered  to  take  upon 
themselves  the  duties  of  river  conser- 
vators, and  likewise  to  put  in  force  the 
provisions  of  the  Rivers  Pollution  Pre- 
vention Act.  He  admitted  that  owing 
to  the  different  interests  which  were 
affected  by  rivers  this  power  would  involve 
difficult  and  delicate  duties ;  but  any  im- 
provement in  the  management  of  our 
rivers  seemed  hopeless  unless  a  beginning 
were  made,  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
the  present  opportunity  a  golden  one  for 
transferring  the  conservancy  of  rivers  to  a 
county  authority.  Acting  in  this  capacity 
they  would  have  power  to  remove 
obstructions,  to  improve  outfalls,  the 
navigation  of  the  river,  and  the  flow  of 
water  therein.  On  this  point  he  should 
be  most  happy  to  receive  suggestions. 
He  did  not  propose  to  deal  peremptorily 
with  the  provisions  of  the  existing  Acts; 
but  there  was  reason  to  think  that  there 
were  a  large  number  of  rivers  the  con- 
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servators  and  trustees  of  which,  would 
gladly  avail  themselves  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  getting  rid  of  their  duties  and 
responsibilities.  The  county  boards 
would  also  be  entrusted  with  the  pro- 
vision and  care  of  asylums  and  schools 
for  the  imbecile  paupers,  and  for  idiotic 
and  other  pauper  children.  And  they 
would  be  empowered  to  prepare  schemes 
for  forming  the  whole  or  parts  of  their 
county  into  one  district  for  the  purpose. 
The  word  "  school,"  he  should  add,  for 
the  information  of  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Cap- 
tain Pirn),  was  defined  to  include  **  train- 
ing ship,"  so  it  would  be  competent  to 
a  county  board  by  themselves,  or  in 
union  with  other  counties,  to  establish  a 
training  ship  on  the  coast.  It  was  also 
proposed,  with  a  view  to  prevent  the  incon- 
vemence  which  arose  from  the  overlap- 
ping of  unions,  parishes,  and  other  dis- 
tricts, to  give  power  to  the  county  board 
to  propose  schemes  for  the  dissolution 
of  existing  areas,  and  for  the  rectifica- 
tion of  existing  boundaries,  where  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  do  so.  This  power 
already  existed  in  the  hands  of  the 
central  authority — the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board ;  but  it  was  found  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  put  it  in  force,  as 
regarded  unions,  although  a  good  deal 
had  been  done  in  the  way  of  re-con* 
structing  the  divided  parts  of  parishes. 
The  next  was,  he  feared,  one  of  the 
most  radical  of  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  believed  it  was  one  which 
would  meet  with  but  little  opposition 
on  either  side  of  the  House.  It  wcus 
proposed  that  the  time-honoured  insti- 
tution, according  to  which  coroners 
were  now  elected  by  the  freeholders, 
should  no  longer  exist,  and  that  the 
election  of  coroners  should  be  com- 
mitted to  the  county  board.  There  was 
also  proposed  to  be  given  power  to 
the  county  boards  to  borrow  money  on 
the  security  of  general  rates,  not  only 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  but  also 
with  a  view  to  lend  money  to  smaller 
bodies,  thus  forming  financial  centres, 
which  it  was  hoped  and  believed  would 
work  beneficially.  They  would  enable 
Guardians  and  other  bodies  to  borrow  on 
easy  terms,  and  be  an  inducement  to  the 
people  of  the  locality  to  lend  money  on 
good  security,  and  they  would  also  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  county  autho- 
rities a  general  view  of  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  respective  districts.     He 
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had  now  gone  through  the  greater  num- 
ber of  the  48  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The 
remainder  gave  directions  as  to  how  the 
various  functions  of  the  county  board 
were  to  be  discharged,  and  defined  the 
administrative  business  which  was  to  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  the  magistrates  and 
that  which  was  to  be  transferred  to  the 
county  board.  They  also  contained  di- 
rections as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
elections  were  to  be  conducted,  the  term 
of  office  being  limited  to  a  year,  and 
provided  the  necessary  machinery  for 
the  elections.  His  statement  would  not 
be  complete  if  he  did  not  refer  very  briefly 
Of  course  it  would  be  said  that  the 
elections  should  be  direct  by  the  rate- 
payers, and  not  through  the  agency  of 
the  Guardians.  He  believed  direct 
election  would  be  very  unpopular,  and 
it  would  certainly  be  very  expensive. 
They  had  some  evidence  as  to  expense 
in  what  had  occurred  in  connection  with 
school  boards.  He  found  that,  in 
1876,  150  school  board  contests  had 
cost  the  ratepayers  not  less  than 
£23,000.  Assuming  that  there  would 
be  contests  in  every  parish,  the  cost  of 
an  election  direct  by  the  ratepayers 
would  be  not  less  than  £100,000. 
That  might  be  thought  an  extravagant 
sum,  but  it  was  founded  on  a  careful 
estimate,  and  its  correctness  was  singu- 
larly illustrated  by  a  recent  experience 
of  his  own  on  a  small  scale  in  con- 
nection with  an  election  relating  to  the 
New  Forest.  There  was  a  natural  feel- 
ing against  expenditure  of  that  kind, 
but  he  went  further,  and  said  there  was 
no  occasion  for  it.  The  great  interest  of 
the  ratepapers  was  in  the  election  of  the 
Guardians,  who  spent  2«  6d,  in  the 
pound,  not  in  the  administration  of  the 
county  rate,  which,  when  the  Prison 
Act  was  in  full  operation,  would  amount 
to  no  more  than  l^d,  in  the  pound ;  but 
what  did  they  find  as  regards  the  in- 
terest manifested  in  the  election  of 
Guardians  ?  Why,  that  in  1875,  out  of 
14,000  parishes  in  England,  there  were 
456  contests  only,  and  t£ose,  for  the  most 
part,  in  populous  towns  where  Party  and 
political  feeling  ran  high  and  was  brought 
freely  into  play.  Was  it  too  much  to 
ask  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
set  an  example  to  the  country  at  large 
and  treat  tnis  serious  question  apart 
from  Party  considerations  ?  That  was  a 
bold  thing  to  ask  with  regard  to  the  first 
matter    mentioned   in    Her    Majesty's 
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Speech;  nererthelessy  he  was  encouraged 
in  making  the  request,  partly  because  of 
what  was  said  in  the  debate  last  year,  and 
partly  because  of  his  own  experience  in 
these  subjects.  The  question  was  too  im- 
portant to  be  dealt  with  in  a  narrow 
spirit.  He  was  glad  to  say,  and  he 
acknowledged  it  grateftilly,  that  since  he 
had  been  in  office  he  had  received  the 
utmost  consideration  from  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  he  had  found  there  was 
a  disposition  to  keep  questions  arising  in 
his  Department  apart  from  politics.  He 
highly  appreciated  the  indulgence  which 
had  been  extended  to  him  in  former 
to  two  measures  which,  at  a  later  period 
of  the  evening,  he  would  ask  leave  to  in- 
troduce— one  was  their  old  friend  the 
Valuation  Bill,  and  the  other  the  High- 
way Amendment  Bill.  With  respect  to 
the  former,  the  House  was  already  fa- 
miliar with  its  leading  provisions,  and 
he  might  add  that  some  new  clauses 
were  introduced,  one  of  which  would 
specially  char^  the  county  board  with 
the  duty  of  enrordne  the  uniform  rating 
of  unions  inter  »e,  and  some  of  the  Amend- 
ments placed  on  the  Paper  last  year  had 
been  adopted.  The  second  was  what 
was  generally  denominated  an  omnibus 
Bill,  and  proposed  simdry  amendments 
of  the  existing  law,  wMch  he  hoped 
would  be  considered  satisfactory  by  the 
House.  Among  them  was  a  proposal 
that  when  a  highway  district  was  to  be 
repaired  the  rate  for  the  repairs  should 
run  over  the  whole  district,  although 
geological  or  geographical  considera- 
tions might  lead  to  a  division  of  a  par- 
ticular district.  With  respect  to  the  Bill 
he  was  about  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in, 
he  hoped  nobody  would  say  that  it  was 
not  a  ^ond^i^  and  thorough-going  mea- 
sure. It  did  not  go  so  far  as  some  hon. 
Members  might  desire;  on  the  other 
hand,  it  went  farther  than  other  hon. 
Members  might  approve ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  of  opinion  that 
if  new  and  ample  powers  were  not  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  county  boards 
they  were  not  justified  in  proposing  so 
lai^e  a  change  as  the  Bill,  if  it  passed, 
would  effect.  It  would  provide  the  means 
of  meeting  real  mevances  and  might  be 

Eut  into  immediate  operation.  It  might 
e  objected  that  it  bore  too  quarter  ses- 
sional an  aspect ;  but  he  hoped  at  the 
proper  time  to  show  that  that  was  not 
the  case,  and  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  would  be  attended  with  this  ad- 
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vantage — that  it  would  secure  the  ex- 
perience and  knowledge  of  the  county 
officers  and  of  the  most  active  and  com- 
petent of  the  magistrates  in  the  carrying 
out  of  its  provisions.  It  might  be  said 
that  petty  sessional  districts  varied  in 
size ;  but  there  was  no  separate  interest 
in  one  petty  sessional  area  as  compared 
with  another.  It  was  not  like  one  town 
against  another  town,  or  a  town 
against  a  county.  It  was  more  like 
the  relation  of  one  ward  compared 
with  another  ward  of  a  borough.  He 
believed  the  arrangement  he  proposed 
would  provide  adequate  representation. 
Sessions.  Unless  this  conciliatory  spirit 
were  acted  upon  such  a  difficult  subject 
as  that  of  local  government  would 
never  be  satisfactorily  settled,  nor  could 
such  questions  as  the  consolidation  of 
the  Sanitary  Acts  and  the  purification 
of  rivers  have  been  dealt  with  as 
they  deserved.  All  he  asked  for  the 
present  measure  was  fair  play.  Although, 
therefore,  he  did  not  presume  that  mis 
measure  would  do  other  than  stand  or 
fall  by  its  merits,  he  believed  he  would 
find  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  see  this  great  experiment 
carried  into  operation  and  a  workable 
and  satisfactory  Bill  passed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Administration  of 
County  business,  'and  to  make  further 
provision  for  County  Government. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  a  clear  state- 
ment of  the  principles  and  scope  of  the 
proposed  measure,  and  might  with  cer- 
tainty anticipate  that  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed with  impartiality  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  There  was  a  general  desire 
to  keep  local  government  reforms  free 
from  Party  action,  although  it  was  not 
always  possible  to  do  so,  as  he  had  good 
reason  to  recollect.  Passing  over  the 
functions  and  powers  to  be  assigned  to 
the  boards  when  they  were  established, 
he  would  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the 
constitution  of  the  boards  and  the  mode 
of  electing  the  members.  In  this  re- 
spect he  doubted  whether  the  Bill  would 
give  satisfaction  or  be  adequate  to  the 
occasion,  and  he  would  give  the  reason 
why.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  think  that  it  was  not  desirable 
to  move  the  rural  mind  more  than 
was  necessary.  The  country  districts, 
he  appeared  to  think,  did  not  wish  to 
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be  disturbed  by  elections.  They  had 
hitherto  been  apathetic^  and  they  should 
not  have  another  election  to  stir  them  up. 
Now,  he  and  many  alone  with  him  on 
that  side  of  the  Houde  differed  funda- 
mentally from  that  view  of  the  question. 
He  desired  that  the  rural  districts  should 
be  more  interested  in  local  government 
than  they  had  hitherto  shown  themselves ; 
and  the  reason  why  he  feared  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  prove 
to  be  inadequate,  was  because  it  would 
not  interest  the  great  mass  of  the  rural 
electors.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  would  be  unpopular  to  give  them  an 
additional  election  because  of  the  ez^ 
pense ;  and  he  therefore  suggested  that 
the  Guardians  should  elect  hxSi  the  mem- 
bers of  the  county  boards.  The  effect  of 
this  would  be  simply  to  add  one  more 
duty  to  those  of  the  Guardians,  and  there 
the  matter  would  rest.  Now,  in  the  first 
place,  ho  thought  the  whole  system  of 
election  to  the  various  local  offices  should 
be  revised;  these  elections  should,  if 
possible,  be  combined  into  one  to  be  held 
on  one  day,  and  if  that  -were  done,  in- 
stead of  apathy,  real  interest  would  be 
excited  amon^  the  ratepayers  in  the 
various  localities.  Tried  by  this  test,  he 
thought  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  satisnictory.  Con- 
tests, even  in  local  elections,  were  not 
entirely  without  their  advantage.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wcus  anxious  to 
avoid  expense,  which  might  frighten  the 
electors ;  but  was  it  necessary  that  large 
expense  should  be  incurred?  It  was 
part  of  the  plan  of  the  late  Government 
to  combine  all  the  local  elections,  so  that 
they  might  be  held  on  one  day;  and 
this  amalgamation  of  elections,  far 
from  involving  an  increased  expen- 
diture, would  save  expense.  It  would 
inorecuse  the  local  interest  in  elections, 
and  put  them  on  a  more  satisfactory 
footing.  He  hoped  when  they  came  to 
consider  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  Committee,  it  might  be  pos- 
sible to  amend  it  in  this  rei^pect.  l^ey 
had  moved  very  rapidly  during  the  past 
eight  years.  The  position  which  the  county 
franchise  had  reached  was  not  without  its 
bearing  upon  this  question.  Though  he 
might  not  take  the  same  view  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend  upon  that  question,  yet  it 
was  believed  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  that  the  county  franchise  was 
sure  to  be  granted  within  a  limited  period 
of  time,  and,  if  so,  he  would  like  to  see 
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the  county  elector  better  trained  for  his 
work  in  the  county.  In  the  boroughs 
the  constituencies  had  been  trained  by 
municipal  and  other  duties  for  their  po- 
litical duties;  and  on  his  side  of  the 
House  there  was  a  desire  to  see  the 
electors  in  the  rural  districts  put  into 
training,  so  that  they  might  feel  a 
greater  interest  and  take  part  in  the 
government  of  the  public  institutions  in 
their  own  localities.  It  would  be  a  sub- 
ject of  ffreat  regret  if  this  opportunity 
should  be  lost  by  establishing  county 
boards  simply  through  the  means  of 
giving   the  Guardians   one    additional 

mnction.  

Mb.  GOLDNEYsaid,  he  did  not  take 
precisely  the  same  view  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen) ;  but  he 
certainly  had  hoped  that  a  measure  with 
a  much  larger  scope  would  have  been 
proposed.  In  his  opinion,  the  board 
should  have  been  constituted  in  such  a 
way  that  it  could  gather  from  all  the 
different  localities  the  amounts  it  would 
be  necessary  to  raise  in  the  year  for  each 
parish,  whether  for  poor  rates,  sanitary, 
or  other  rateable  purposes ;  so  that  the 
ratepayers  might  know  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year  what  amount  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  pay.  At  present  enor- 
mous discrepancies  existed  in  the  assess- 
ments; but  a  county  board  would  be 
able  to  make  one  general  assessment 
which  would  be  fair  to  all.  The  spend- 
ing powers  of  magistrates  in  quarter 
sessions  were  at  present  exceedingly 
limited.  To  the  extent  of  about  five- 
sixths  they  were  entirely  governed  by 
Statute,  and  merely  carried  out  the 
duties  imposed  by  special  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. They  had  no  control  or  dis- 
cretion; but,  notwithstanding  all  this, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  county  board, 
which  it  was  proposed  to  establish  under 
the  present  Bill,  would  in  those  respects 
be  very  much  in  the  same  position  as  was 
the  case  at  present.  Unless  wider  ideas 
were  imported  into  the  measure,  it  would 
run  the  risk  of  dying  a  natural  death 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session;  but  if  a 
strongly  constituted  Board  were  en- 
trusted with  the  powers  which  he  thought 
it  ought  to  possess,  considerable  economy 
might  be  effected  in  expenditure,  the 
assessments  would  be  fSair  and  reason- 
able, and  many  complaints  which  were 
now  made  would  cease  to  be  heard. 
Whether  the  elections  of  members  were 
to  be  by  Boards  of  Goardians  or  by 
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direct  representation — ^which,  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  he  would 
prefer  himseK — the  machinery  w«w  as 
nothing  compared  as  to  the  objects  for 
which  the  county  boards  were  consti- 
tuted. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Qoldney),  for  it 
appeared  to  him  tnat  the  Bill  set  out 
a  good  deal  of  important  work  which 
ought  to  be  done,  and  which,  if  well 
done,  could  not  fail  to  be  of  great  ser- 
vice to  the  counties.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had  stated 
that  the  members  of  the  county  boards 
would  be  elected  for  one  year  only.  But 
men  elected  for  one  year  only  could 
scarcely  take  the  same  interest  in  the 
various  duties  imposed  upon  them  as 
if  they  were  elected  for  a  long  period. 
In  his  opinion,  men  who  entered  upon 
the  numerous  and  important  duties 
which  the  ri^ht  hon.  G-entleman  had  in- 
dicated ought  to  be  left  in  power  for 
three,  or,  as  he  would  prefer,  for  five 
years.  In  that  way,  if  engaged  in  any 
work,  they  might  be  able  to  bring  it  to 
a  conclusion.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  not  said  anything  about  the  chair- 
man of  the  board,  who,  in  a  body  of  this 
nature,  would  be  a  most  important  per- 
sonage. His  right  hon.  Friend  probably 
intended  that  he  should  be  elected  by  the 
persons  over  whom  he  was  to  preside, 
and  they,  no  doubt,  would  make  a  very 

E roper  choice.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
ad  said  that  the  roads  would  be  under 
their  direction,  and  the  rivers  also  to  a 
certain  point;  and  he  had  stated  dis- 
tinctly tnat  he  was  going  to  introduce 
the  principle  of  re-erecting  turnpike 
gates  in  his  Hiffhway  Bill.  That  might 
or  might  not  he  very  right ;  but  he 
ventured  to  think,  however  much  they 
might  believe  that  tolls  ought  to  be 
imposed  on  certain  districts,  it  would  be 
a  very  invidious  thing  to  do,  and  would 
not  recommend  itself  to  the  ratepayers 
of  the  country.  We  knew  that  most  of 
the  traffic  came  from  the  great  towns, 
and  if  turnpike  gates  were  to  be  erected 
at  all,  they  ought  to  be  erected  just  out- 
side the  great  towns.  If  the  county  rate 
were  extended  over  the  whole  county 
area  and  the  towns  paid  their  fair  pro- 
portion, which  he  thought  they  would  do 
sooner  than  have  turnpike  gates  set  up 
outside  their  boundaries,  that  would  be 
a  fair  solution  of  the  difficulty.     With 


regard  to  rivers,  he  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  consider  whether  the  area, 
which  at  present  only  extended  to  the 
flood  level,  ought  not  to  be  enlarged. 
The  enormous  quantity  of  water  which 
came  down  from  the  higher  grounds 
flooded  the  lower,  and  yet  it  was  the 
lower  grounds  only  that  were  required 
to  pay.  Only  one  word  more.  He  could 
not  sit  down,  after  listening  to  speeches 
on  a  subject  of  this  kind,  without  being 
reminded  of  a  Gentleman  who  had  long 
sat  in  the  seat  below  him — his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Henley).  In  all  matters 
of  this  description — in  the  Highway  Bill 
and  in  the  Bating  Bill,  which  were  to 
be  introduced,  and  in  the  measure 
which  had  now  been  brought  forward 
— there  was  no  man  whose  practical  ex- 
perience would  have  enabled  him  more 
easily  to  point  out  defects  and  difficulties. 
Nor  was  there  any  man  who  had  been 
more  useful  than  their  esteemed  Friend, 
who  had  been  a  Member  of  the  House 
for  so  many  years,  in  criticizing  every 
measure  of  importance  brought  before 
Parliament,  be  it  what  it  might.  There 
was  no  man  whose  common  sense  was  of 
so  much  use  to  that  House,  and  especially 
to  those  Friends  who  sat  around  him,  in 
guiding  them  aright  to  the  views  they 
ought  to  take;  and  there  was  no  man 
whose  loss  they  would  more  regret  and 
whose  memory  would  be  more  lasting  in 
the  House  than  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire. 
Me.  8TANSFELD  said,  the  subject 
was  one  of  too  serious  and  practical  a 
nature  to  be  discussed  then,  and  there- 
fore he  should  only  give  expression  to 
some  general  views  with  regard  to  the 
subject.  The  question  of  local  govern- 
ment and  county  boards  had  greatly 
grown  of  late  years,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  very  accurately 
'shown  how  much  our  notions  with  regard 
to  the  functions  of  county  boards  had 
enlarged  since  1852,  when  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  introduced  a  Bill  for  establishing 
county  financial  boards  to  be  elected 
direcdy  by  the  ratepayers.  Since  then 
the  question  had  entirely  changed,  and 
they  had  ceased  to  look  upon  it  as  the 
establishment  of  mere  financial  boards ; 
but  as  general  administrative  boards 
with  new  administrative  functions,  ex- 
tending over  a  larger  area  than  a  parish, 
or  a  union,  or  a  borough.    The  President 
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of  the  Local  Gbyemment  Board  had 
shown  his  appreciation  of  this  change 
by  the  new  functions  he  proposed  to 
assign  to  county  boards  under  this  BiU, 
although  in  his  historical  sketch  he  hardly 
succeeded  in  presenting  a  correct  picture 
of  the  growth  of  the  county  boards  ques- 
tion and  its  effect  on  the  general  question 
of  local  government.  The  most  important 
point  of  view  was  the  effect  of  the  con- 
stitution of  these  boards  upon  the  whole 
system  in  strengthening  the  principle 
and  re-vivifying  the  life  of  local  govern- 
ment. He  was  prepared  and  wiUing  to 
admit  that  the  proposed  change  was  no 
inconsiderable  one  for  the  better  with 
regard  to  the  functions — that  of  the  pro- 
posal to  assign  to  them  the  charge  of 
turnpike  roads,  and  so  on — and  he  cor- 
dially approved  the  proposal  to  confer  on 
county  boards  the  conservancy  and  pre- 
vention of  the  pollution  of  rivers.  He 
assented  to  the  proposal  that  the  modiff- 
cation  of  unions  should  require  the 
assent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  that  the  county  boards  should  have 
the  election  of  coroners.  So  far,  there- 
fore, as  the  proposed  functions  of  these 
bodies  were  concerned,  he  cordially  ap- 
proved of  them ;  but  he  was  xinable  to 
do  so  with  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
the  boards.  He  was  sorry  to  find  that 
the  election  of  the  members  was  to  be 
taken  from  the  unions  and  given  half  to 
the  magistrates  and  half  to  the  Guar- 
dians in  petty  sessional  divisions.  He 
must  say  that  he  preferred  the  unions  to 
the  petty  sessional  divisions  as  an  elec- 
toral area.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  had  said  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  county  boards  should  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  public,  and 
they  and  their  elections  should  be  free 
from  political  bias.  But  according  to 
the  scheme  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
half  of  the  members  were  to  be  county 
justices,  and  would  hon.  Members  op- 
posite be  prepared  to  sav  that  they* 
would  carry  on  elections  without  political 
bias  ?  P*  Yes,  yes!"]  Those  hon.  Gentle- 
men  who  said  that  certainly  made  a  very 
bold  assertion,  for  the  appointments  of 
county  justices  were  to  a  large  extent 
political  appointments.  Instead  of  the 
proposal  of  his  light  hon.  Friend,  it 
would  be  better  at  once  to  accept  the 
idea  of  the  direct  election  of  members  of 
county  boards  by  household  suffirage. 

t**  No,  no !"]  Well,  that  was  his  opinion, 
f  that  course  were  adopted,   it  would 
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add  to  the  self-confidence  of  the  mem- 
bers, and  to  the  amount  of  public  con- 
fidence to  be  reposed  in  oouniy  boards. 
There  was  scarcely  a  petty  local  body 
that  was  not  elected  by  popular  su£&age, 
and  the  question  of  the  extension  of  the 
household  suffirage  in  boroughs  to 
counties  was  one  which,  he  believed, 
would  soon  be  settled.  The  Government 
was  a  strong  Government;  it  had  a 
powerful  majority ;  and  it  could  pass  a 
strong  Bill.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
appealed  to  that  side  of  the  House  not  to 
treat  this  as  a  Party  measure.  He 
replied  to  that  appeal  by  another  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend — ^namely,  that  the 
Government  would  not  persist  in  saying 
what  they  would  and  what  they  would 
not  accept;  but  that  they  would  make 
this,  like  other  measures  before  it,  a 
House  of  Commons  Bill. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON,  who 
said  he  had  had  considerable  experience 
in  local  administration,  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  upon 
having  skilfully  grappled  with  this  diffi- 
cult question.  He  hoped  that  the 
quarter  sessions,  in  electing  the  mem- 
bers from  the  petty  sessional  divisions, 
would  not  be  restricted  to  magistrates 
belon^ng  to  those  divisions;  and  as 
regarded  the  appointment  of  coroner  by 
the  new  board— of  which  he  entirely  ap- 
proved— ^he  would  suggest  giving  them 
also  power  of  dismissal,  or  at  least  sus- 
pension. In  opposition  to  the  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen), 
he  strongly  approved  of  vesting  the 
election  m  members  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  believed  that  in  this 
way  better  men  would  be  chosen  than 
by  direct  election ;  for,  if  such  a  system 
were  adopted,  many  who  were  the  most 
qualified  for  the  position  would  decline 
to  come  forward.  In  regard  to  what 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  as  to  political  bias, 
that  was  a  thing  from  which,  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  county  business,  the 
magistrates  were  entirely  free.  He  was 
in  favour  of  extending  the  term  of  office 
to  three  years,  as  had  been  suggested, 
instead  of  one  year ;  and  he  believed,  if 
these  boards  worked  satisfactorily,  as  he 
had  no  doubt  they  would,  their  func- 
tions would  become  shortly  very  much 
extended  to  other  matters.  He  trusted 
that  in  dealing  with  this  Bill  political 
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considerations  would  not  be  obtruded, 
and  felt  sure  that  if  the  best  men  on 
both  sides  put  their  heads  together  they 
would  be  able  to  make  a  satisfactory 
Bill. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  enter  much  into  the 
discussion  of  a  Bill  before  they  had  it 
in  their  hands.  He  had,  however, 
always  felt  that  the  great  reform  which 
was  wanted  in  that  matter  was  not  so 
much  in  county  management  itself  as  in 
regard  to  our  primary  local  authorities, 
many  of  which  were  expending  large 
and  rapidly  increasing  sums  of  money 
in  an  unprofitable  manner.  He  oould 
not  join  in  the  optimist  views  taken, 
whe&er  by  past  or  by  present  Local 
Government  Boards,  as  to  the  existing 
state  of  things ;  and  he  conceived  that 
the  great  test  by  which  they  would 
ultimately  have  to  judge  that  Bill  was 
whether  it  would  fEunntate  or  impede 
the  reform  of  our  primary  local  authori- 
ties. One  of  the  great  improvements 
to  be  aimed  at  in  that  matter  diould  be 
the  establishment  of  one  area  for  all 
purposes  of  local  government. 

Sir  GEOEGE  BOWYER  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  that  Bill,  but  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  the  g^^^^cd  question 
to  which  it  related.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  spoken  about  the 
apathy  of  the  ratepayers  with  respect 
to  that  subject.  Now,  he  acknowledged 
that  that  apathy  existed  on  the  part  of 
the  ratepayers ;  but  what  was  the  rea- 
son for  its  existence?  It  was  that  the 
ratepayers  knew  very  well  that,  upon 
the  whole,  the  business  of  the  counties 
was  very  well  managed  at  present.  The 
taxation  by  county  magistrates  was,  no 
doubt,  more  or  less  anomalous,  the 
principle  being  that  taxation  and  repre- 
sentation should  be  co-ordinate.  That 
had  been  brought  about  bv  Acts  of 
Parliament  and  Statutes,  and  no  doubt 
constitutionally  the  Parliament  of  this 
country,  as  having  the  right  to  taxation 
over  the  whole  country,  had  the  ri^ht  to 
delegate  the  power  to  any  other  body. 
If  the  magistrates  exercised  the  right, 
they  did  it  bjr  virtue  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  was  a  great  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  magistrates  were  an 
aristocratic  body,  representing  aristocrats 
and  great  landowners.  Most  of  the  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  present  were 


magistrates,  and  they  would  bear  him 
out  in  saying  that  some  magistrates 
were  very  small  landowners,  and  that 
there  was  not  a  more  mixed  body  than 
the  magistrates ;  complaints  had  even 
been  heard  that  some  magistrates  had 
an  insufficient  qualification  or  status. 
In  levying  rates  they  had  managed  very 
well  and  economically,  and  they  did  so 
because  they  had  themselves  to  pay  the 
rates  they  levied.  The  apathy  of  the 
ratepayers  was  a  very  good  proof 
that  there  was  no  substantifid  ground  of 
complaint  in  the  present  state  of  things. 
As  a  large  ratepayer  himself,  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  matters  being  well 
managed.  He  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  wisely  in  giving 
attention  to  the  cry  for  something  more 
representative  in  the  magisteried  body 
in  counties  by  adopting  the  principle 
of  double  election.  Hon  Members  op- 
posite did  not  approve  of  it,  and  they 
had  clearly  shown  why.  If  there  was 
a  system  of  direct  election  by  taxpayers 
of  the  body  which  was  to  make  rates 
and  administer  the  funds,  he  thought 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  jobbery, 
which  would  be  extremely  dangerous, 
and  the  funds  of  the  county  would  no 
longer  be  economically  administered. 
It  would  Tbe  a  Party  fiffht  with  a  view  to 
a  county  election,  ana  men  would  be- 
come candidates  for  the  county  board 
with  a  view  to  becoming  Parliamentary 
Representatives.  He  preferred  to  see 
the  present  apathy,  for  by  Party  fights  the 
rural  mind,  naturally  apathetic,  would 
be  sharpened,  and  there  would  bene  end 
of  jobbing.  With  regard  to  the  manage- 
ment of  rivers,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  in  Committee  consider  this 
matter,  as  he  believed  it  was  absolutely 
essential,  with  a  view  to  the  conservancy 
and  management  of  rivers,  that  there 
should  be  one  authority  over  them  from 
their  source  to  mouth.  If  there 
was  a  distinct  authority  over  them  in 
every  county  through  which  they  ran  it 
would  be  most  unsatisfactory.  It  had 
been  found  to  be  so  in  the  case  of  the 
Thames,  but  the  evil  had  been  partly 
remedied  by  Acts  6i  Parliament.  He 
should  support  this  Bill,  not  because  he 
thought  it  was  necessary,  but  because 
he  really  thought  upon  his  conscience 
that  the  magistrates  of  counties  used  the 
best  discretion  with  regard  to  the  man- 
agement of  the  county  funds. 
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Mb.  ABTHUB  feel  said,  as  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  give 
county  boards  the  management  of  the 
rivers,  he  hoped  he  would  m  his  Bill  take 
into  consideration  the  question  of  floods, 
which  introduced  the  question  of  the 
rating.  The  great  Act  which  governed 
the  management  of  the  rivers  was  the 
Act  of  1862;  but  that  Act  dealt  with 
agricultural  land  merely,  and  under  it 
there  was  no  power  whatever  of  rating 
a  town  so  that  immense  improvements 
might  be  eflTected  up  to  the  very  borders 
of  a  town,  and  many — in  some  cases — of 
its  streets  freed  from  the  liability  of 
being  under  water;  and  yet  there  was 
no  process  by  which  the  town  so  be- 
nefited could  be  brought  to  contribute 
its  share  in  the  expenses  which  had 
been  incurred.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentieman  proposed 
to  give  power  to  rate  towns  for  the  pur- 
pose 01  securing  them  from  the  re- 
currence of  these  floods ;  but  he  thought 
it  a  matter  which  was  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. With  reference  to  what 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld), 
who  thought  there  would  be  political 
bias  in  the  elections,  he  would  say  that 
though  magistrates  as  town  councillors 
might  also  be  elected  through' political 
bias,  when  they  dealt  with  county  matters 
he  was  confident  there  was  nothing  fur- 
ther from  their  minds  than  allowing  any 
political  feelings  to  influence  their  con- 
duct. 

Mb.  CLAEE  BEAT)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  meant  business,  and 
certainly,  on  the  first  available  night, 
they  had  introduced  their  measure,  and 
it  was  the  first  measure,  too,  mentioned 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  He 
thanked  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
for  having  so  fully  redeemed  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Government  last  year  that 
this  subject  should  receive  their  serious 
consideration.  He  was  glad  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  not  acce;^ted  the  prin- 
ciple of  direct  representation,  not  that 
he  was  opposed  to  direct  representation, 
but  there  were  many  evus  connected 
with  it  which  entirely  counter-balanced 
the  good.  The  expense  would  be  enor- 
mous, and  they  could  not  by  any  possi- 
bility divorce  politics  from  the  election, 


whilst  he  wished  to  exclude  politics 
altogetiier  from  the  board.  They  would 
not  under  the  system  of  direct  repre- 
sentation get  the  best  men ;  because  they 
wanted  quiet,  practical,  business  men,  who 
would  devote  their  time  and  attention  to 
the  business  of  the  board,  instead  of  the 
oratorical  gentiemen  who  would,  in  all 
probability,  be  elected  by  direct  repre- 
sentation. He  could  not  quite  agree 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  con- 
stitution of  the  board.  It  ought  to  be  a 
representative  board,  but  he  thought 
the  representative  element  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  introduce  would 
be  much  too  small.  One-half  of  the 
board  would  be  magistrates.  Why  half, 
when  upon  the  assessment,  school,  and 
other  committees,  they  were  only  a  tliird  ? 
One  hon.  Gentieman  had  said  that  the 
magistrates  paid  aU,  or  nearly  all  the 
rates.  Hewaspreparedtosaythatdirectiy 
they  paid  scarcely  any.  He  wished  to 
impress  on  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
one-third  of  the  number  on  the  board 
would  ba  quite  sufficient  for  the  magis- 
trates. It  appeared,  too,  that  the  ma- 
gistrates in  quarter  sessions  were  to  elect 
magistrates.  Why,  then,  should  not  the 
Guardians  at  their  meetings  elect  Guar* 
dians  ?  It  was  quite  possible  imder  the 
Bill  to  have  three-fourths  of  the  board 
magistrates.  A  statement  had  been  made 
that  the  magistrates  were  going  to  be 
deprived  of  a  great  deal  of  tneir  power. 
Why  was  that  power  given  to  them? 
Not  because  they  were  magistrates,  but 
because  they  were  the  only  authority  in 
the  county  to  whom  the  power  could 
have  been  given.  There  was  a  deviation 
from  the  lines  he  had  marked  out  in 
taking  petty  sessional  districts  instead  of 
unions.  He  must  say  that  had  rather 
disappointed  him.  He  thought  the 
Board  as  proposed  would  be  too  nu- 
merous— 90  or  100  members  being  too 
many  for  practical  purposes.  It  was  to 
be  hoped  that  care  would  be  taken  that 
the  Bioard  had  power  to  appoint  com- 
mittees, not  only  for  rivers  but  for  many 
other  purposes.  He  hoped  that  when 
they  had  the  Valuation  Bill  before  them, 
some  such  suggestion  as  that  made  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Eod- 
weU)  would  be  adopted,  and  that  the 
Board  should  not  only  have  power  to 
equalize  the  assessments,  but  it  should 
be  the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal. 
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Mb.  WHITBBEAD  said,  he  also 
begp;ed  to  thank  the  GK)yemment  for 
hayin|^  so  soon  redeemed  their  promise 
on  this  subject.  He  hoped,  howeyer, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
introduced  the  measure  would  eet  rid  of 
tiie  notion  of  re-erecting  tumpu:e  gates. 
There  were  many  ways  of  getting  out  of 
the  difficulties  which  existed  without 
doing  anything  so  unpopular.  The  real 
point  in  the  Bill  was  the  area,  and  he 
did  regret  that  the  petty  sessional  area 
had  been  chosen,  it  invited  one,  first 
of  all,  into  an  inquiry  as  to  the  history  of 
the  mapping-out  of  the  petty  sessional 
divisions.  He  thought  it  would  be  an 
instruotiYe  inquiry  to  go  into  before 
adopting  the  area  chosen.  The  magis- 
trates imder  the  Bill  had  far  too  much 
the  best  of  it.  He  would  have  preferred 
direct  election;  but  he  woula  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  consider  how  he 
had  abandoned  one  of  the  advantages  of 
indirect  election.  It  was  desirable  that 
the  election  should  fall  on  one  who  was 
well  known  and  respected  by  a  body  of 
men  amongst  whom  he  was  accustomed 
to  act ;  but  under  the  Bill  the  Guardians 
were  taken  away  altogether  from  the 
places  where  they  were  known,  and 
from  those  with  whom  they  had  acted. 
This  was  done,  it  was  said,  in  order 
that  they  might  vote  in  the  liffht ;  but 
if  that  was  the  case,  he  would  rather 
they  should  vote  in  the  dark.  If  they 
held  out  to  the  ratepayers  the  concession 
of  one-half  the  representation,  care 
should  be  taken  that  they  did  not  get 
the  notion  into  their  heads  that  after  all 
the  magistrates  were  going  to  have  the 
best  of  it.  Let  the  ratepayers  have  their 
half  with  the  utmost  impartiality.  From 
their  knowledge  and  experience  the  ma- 
gistrates would  always  have  enough 
power  if  they  only  had  one-third  of  the  re- 
presentation. There  was  one  other  objec- 
tion to  these  petty  sessional  areas.  Were 
they  to  be  merdy  for  elections  or  for 
administrative  purposes  ?  If  not  for 
administrative  purposes,  how  long  would 
they  remain  so  ?  The  Union  area  was 
for  sanitaiy  purposes.  The  most  fre- 
quent cause  of  conflict  in  the  country 
was  between  the  highway  authority 
and  the  sanitary  authority,  and  the 
adoption  of  the  petty  sessional  area 
woidd  increase  and  perpetuate  many 
of  the  evils  of  the  present  very  compli- 
cated system.  He  was  glad  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  up  this  question  before 


the  small  rural  authorities  to  whom  they 
had  recently  given  large  borrowing 
powers  had  had  time  to  saddle  them- 
selves with  debt.  It  must  not  be  un- 
derstood that  he  was  hostile  in  his 
criticisms,  but  he  wished  the  points  he 
had  mentioned  to  be  taken  into  conside- 
ration. 

Mb.  knight  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  was  a  cen- 
tralizer  of  the  centralizers,  and  had 
attacked  the  Bill  on  the  very  grounds 
on  which  he  (Mr.  Knight)  thought  it  was 
most  excellent.  The  great  tendency  of 
modem  legislation  was  to  absorb  all 
local  power,  and  to  place  it  under  the 
control  of  London  Boards.  Those  who 
originated  the  new  Poor  Law  had  the 
idea  of  breaking  up  by  their  imions  the 
unit  of  the  county,  and  thus  pave  the 
way  for  putting  everything  under  the 
central  authority,  until  the  local  autho- 
rities could  not  give  a  pair  of  trousers  to 
a  poor  lad  without  referring  the  matter 
to  the  Poor  Law  Board  in  London.  He 
was  fflad,  therefore,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  taken  the  county  as  the  imit, 
and  divided  it  by  the  petty  sessional 
divisions  as  now  existing.  Young  men 
who  wanted  to  know  the  effect  of  this 
centralization,  and  how  the  attempt  to 
stop  out-door  relief  led  to  riots  and  out- 
rages in  1837,  could  not  do  better  than 
read  the  novel  of  8yhily  which  gave 
an  exact  description  of  the  state  of  Eng- 
land at  that  time.  The  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  that  the  counties  would  en- 
tirely govern  themselves  and  be  as  inde- 
pendent of  London  as  the  court  of 
quarter  sessions.  He  was  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  divi- 
sion between  much-frequented  roads  and 
those  in  purely  country  parishes;  but 
the  former,  he  thought,  ought  to  have 
the  benefit  of  public  grants. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  the  Bill ; 
but  was  of  opinion  that  in  various  par- 
ticulars his  proposals  might  be  improved. 
He  thought  it  would  be  found  that  the 
new  Boards  would  be  more  under  the 
Loc€il  Government  Board  than  was  sup- 
posed by  the  last  speaker.  Whatever 
plan  of  election  was  adopted,  we  might 
get  good  working  boards.  He  should 
prefer  direct  election,  which,  imfortu- 
nately,  involved  expense,  though  he  did 
not  think  it  woidd  be  so  great  as  some 
imagined,  and  too  great  to  deter  us  from 
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resorting  to  it.  There  were  great  objec- 
tions to  election  by  Quardians  in  petty 
sessional  districts.  It  would  be  a  de- 
parture from  recent  legislation  to  adopt 
these  districts,  which  varied  much  in 
size  and  population,  including  imions 
with  separate  interests,  the  larger  and 
more  important  of  which  would  be  in- 
adequately represented.  The  overlap- 
ping of  county  boundaries  by  unions 
was  a  difficulty,  but  in  time  it  might 
have  been  got  over ;  and  he  should  have 
preferred  that  the  imion,  which  was  the 
unit  for  many  purposes,  should  have 
been  chosen  ror  this  also.  It  was  not 
necessary  that  magistrates  should  have 

and  he  would  give  two-thirds  of  the 
representation  to  the  rate;^ayers.  The 
magistrate  of  his  own  distnct  would  not 
be  dissatisfied  with  the  smaller  amount 
of  representation.  It  was  gratifying 
that  so  much  work  was  to  be  nven  to 
the  Boards,  and  in  time,  no  doubt,  their 
functions  would  increase  in  importance. 
There  was  an  objection  to  annual  elec- 
tions, which  even  now  were  objected  to 
in  the  case  of  Guardians ;  and  certainly 
triennial  elections  would  involve  less 
expense  than  yearly  elections. 

Me.  SOLATEE  -  BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  adopted  the  petiy  sessional 
area  because  he  thought  it  preferable 
to  the  imions  as  they  existed  at  present ; 
but  if  the  unions  could  be  rectified,  he 
should  not  object  to  their  adoption.  With 
respect  to  the  proposal  that  the  tenure 
of  office  should  be  for  three  years  instead 
of  one,  he  was  quite  willing  to  try  the 
experiment ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  he  had 
given  directions  that  the  experiment 
3iould  be  tried.  He  hoped  that  in  Com- 
mittee it  would  be  found  possible  to 
amend  any  faults  which  might  exist  in 
the  Bin. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  contended 
that  the  waywardens,  as  well  as  the 
Guardians,  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
election  of  county  boards.  At  the  same 
time,  he  saw  great  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  indirect  representation. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  argued  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  England 
justifying  the  imposition  of  tolls  at  a 
time  when  tolls  were  being  abolished  in 
Scotland. 

Majob  NOLAN  suggested  that  it 
would  be  well  to  leave  me  discussion  of 
matters  of  principle  until  the  Irish  Bill 
on  the  same   subject  was  introduced. 

Mr.  Hillert 


These  points  in  the  two  measures  could 
then  be  taken  together. 

Mb.  WHEELHOUSE  said,  that  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  stopping 
the  introduction,  or  even  taking  part  in 
the  observations  on  the  proposed  mea- 
sure, beyond  asking  one  smgle  ques- 
tion, and  pointing  out  a  difficmty  which 
was  not  very  uncommon  in  the  North  of 
England.  First,  he  should  like  to  know 
what  was  to  be  done  in  a  case  like  that 
of  Leeds,  in  which  boirough  there  were 
no  less  at  this  moment  than  four  different 
Boards  of  Guardians  ?  One  administered 
the  Poor  Law  affairs  of  what  might  be 
called  Leeds  proper,  while  each  of  the 
other  three  bodies  were  severally  located 
within  the  ambit  of  the  Parliamentary 
Municipal  Borough,  and  severally  ad- 
ministered those  of  the  suburban  dis- 
tricts. The  area,  however,  over  which 
these  suburban  Boards  went  **  over- 
lapped " — to  use  the  language  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham — considerable 
tracts  of  the  country  outside,  and  it 
might  therefore  be  difficult  to  adjust 
each  area  correctly;  and,  moreover,  it 
might  be  desirable  to  treat  such  special 
cases  somewhat  exceptively.  At  all 
events,  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary, 
when  legislating  on  this  matter,  not  to 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  such  cases, 
being  exceptional  in  their  circumstances, 
would  require  careful  investigation,  and, 
perhaps,  even  specific  arrangements. 
Then  there  was  another  class  of  cases, 
of  which  the  union  for  the  district  in 
which  he  himself  spent  his  younger 
years  —  that  of  Goole  —  formed  an  ex- 
cellent type.  That  imion  was  upwards 
of  20  miles  long,  with,  comparatively 
speaking,  but  few  resident  magistrates ; 
and  in  such  cases,  too,  great  care  would 
be  requisite  to  provide  a  fair,  and  at  the 
same  time  adequate  representation  on  the 
proposed  Board.  He  merely  mentioned 
these  matters,  in  order  that  sight  might 
not  be  lost  of  them  in  dealing  with  the 
measure  ultimately. 

Motion  agreeito. 


Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relatmg  to  the  admi- 
mfltration  of  CJounty  business,  and  to  make  fur- 
ther provision  for  County  Government,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr. 
Secretary  Cross,  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

^yilpreamied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 
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MEECHANT  SEAMEN   BILL  — [Bill  79.] 

(Sir  CharUi  Add^rUy,  Mr.  Edwt^d  Stanhope.) 

SECOND     BXADINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iStr  CharU9  AdderUy.) 

Mb.  CK)BST  said,  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it  was  to  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Oommittee.  Unless  cer- 
tain of  its  provisions  were  modified  by 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  it  was  to 
be  referred,  it  coidd  scarcely  be  con- 
sidered as  a  redemption  of  the  pledge 
given  last  Session  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  grievance  of 
seamen  was  that  at  the  present  time 
they  were  exposed  to  an  extremely  hard 
and  rigorous  law,  and  were  not  allowed 
that  emancipation  conceded  to  every 
other  class  of  industry  in  reference  to 
breach  of  contract  with  employers.  The 
Bill  really  contained  nothing  but  two 
clauses,  except  what  was  discussed  at 
great  length  m  the  Bill  of  1875,  and  ap- 
proved of  by  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 


VALUATION  OP  PROPEBTY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Valuation  of  Property  for  the  purposes  of  Bates 
and  Taxes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
8cLATBB-BooTH,  Mr.  Chancbllok  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  Mr.  Salt. 

^}i}l  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 


HIGHWAYS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solater-Booth,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Highways  in  Eng- 
land and  the  Acts  relating  to  Locomotives  on 
Roads;  and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sclatbr -Booth  and  Mr. 
Salt. 

Bill  presentedf  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  95.] 

House  adjourned  at  Twelve  o'clock. 


YOL.  COXXXYn.  [raiBD  sbeibs.] 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Tuesday ^  2^th  JantMry,  1878. 

THE  EASTEBN  QUESTION— GREECE— 
THE  CORRESPONDENCE.— OBSERVA- 
TIONS.—QUESTION. 

LoBD  EMLY  rose  to  ask  for  t^e  pro- 
duction of  certain  Correspondence  relating 
to  Greece.  The  noble  Lord  said,  lie 
considered  it  of  great  importance  t^at 
their  Lordships  should  receiye  the  fullest 
information  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Greek  Provinces  of  Turkey,  and  what 
engagements  had  been  entered  into  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject, so  fiiat  they  might  be  able  to  judge 
whether  the  peace  was  likely  to  be  satis- 
factory ;  because  no  peace  could  be  satis- 
factory which  did  not  contain  proper 
guarantees  for  the  proper  treatment  of 
the  Christians  in  Thessaly  and  Epirus 
as  well  as  those  of  the  Slavonic  Provinces 
of  Turkey.  It  was  most  important  that 
their  Lordships  should  know  what  were 
the  engagements  which  had  been  entei^ed 
into  by  Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment  in 
relation  to  this  matter.  It  had  been 
stated  on  very  good  authority  that  before 
the  Conference  which  took  place  at 
Constantinople,  engagements  had  been 
entered  into  by  the  Great  Powers,  by 
which  those  Greek  Provinces  were  to  bo 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  the 
Slavonic  Provinces  of  Turkey;  and  it 
was  quite  clear,  from  the  terms  of  a 
despatch,  the  authenticity  of  which  had 
not  been  questioned,  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed in  the  month  of  September  by  the 
Greek  Minister  to  the  Charge  d' Affaires 
in  London,  that  the  very  strongest  pros- 
sure  was  put  by  the  Foreign  Secretary 
upon  the  Greek  Government  to  prevent 
them  from  interfering  in  any  way  in  the 
war  that  was  being  waged  between 
Eussia  and  Turkey.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  that  statement  was  correct? 
At  all  events,  it  would  be  only  fair  and 
right  that  the  noble  Earl  should  lay  the 
despatches  which  he  had  written  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  afford  the  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  which  was  in 
possession  of  the  Foreign  Office.  The 
conscience  and  honour  of  this  country 
were  engaged  in  this  matter,  and  nothing 
ought  to  be  done  which  would  prevent 
the  Greek  Christians  from  occupying  the 
same  position  as  the  other  Christians  of 
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Turkey.  The  next  Question  he  wished 
to  put  was,  whether  the  noble  Earl  could 
give  the  House  any  information  as  to 
tiie  ravages  which  liad  been  made  in  the 
Greek  Provinces  by  Circassians  and 
Bashi-Bazouks  ?  He  understood  that  in 
a  despatch  of  the  4th  August,  a  promise 
was  given  by  the  Turkish  Government 
that  no  Circassians  should  be  sent  into 
Macedonia ;  but  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  most  horrible  ravages  had  been 
committed,  not  only  there,  but  in  the 
three  Ghreek  Provinces,  and  that  in  Mace- 
donia the  character  of  the  country  had 
become  changed,  and  instead  of  the 
majority  being  Christian  as  before  they 
had  become  Moslem.  The  most  im- 
portant point  on  which  he  wished  to 
receive  information  was  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Christians  in  Thessaly, 
Epirus,  and  Macedonia.  The  war  had 
dnven  a  large  number  of  emigrants  into 
those  Provinces,  the  troops  were  with- 
drawn, and  the  whole  coimtry  had  been 
ravaged  by  Bcishi-Bazouks  and  Circas- 
sians, who  had  been  guilty  of  murder, 
robbery,  and  rape.  From  information 
ho  had  received  m>m  a  private  source, 
the  outrages  were  of  the  most  horrible 
kind ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Earl  had  received  information 
of  the  same  kind,  and  he  wished  the 
despatches  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  character  of  the 
information  received  by  the  noble  Earl. 
He  was  informed  that  in  September  last 
1,200  Zeibeks,  commanded  by  a  Bey, 
were  sent  to  the  Christian  Provinces  by 
the  Turkish  Government.  Of  that 
number,  one-sixth  or  one-seventh  were 
convicts  who  had  been  released  on  a 
promise  to  enlist.  On  their  arrival  they 
immediately  bep^an  to  rob  and  plunder 
the  Christian  inhabitants,  whom  they 
subjected  to  nameless  indignities. 
Amongst  the  victims  were  several  young 
girls  who  drowned  themsdves  in  order 
to  save  their  honour.  These  were  facts 
which  could  not  by  any  possibility  be 
disputed.  No  peace  could  be  satisfactory 
which  did  not  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
these  things.  To  those  Turkish  Provinces 
of  Greece  Mahomedan  immigrants  had 
been  sent,  who  in  some  places  had 
chans^  the  character  of  the  population 
by  aUerinff  the  relative  numerical  pro- 
portion of  Christians  to  Mahomedans. 
This  was  in  the  face  of  a  promise  to  the 
contrary  made  by  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment.   He  defied  anyone  to  show  an 
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example  of  a  Christian  population  living 
happily  under  Mussulman  rule.  The 
whole  of  these  Provinces  looked  to  Greece 
for  the  regeneration  of  the  East,  and  he 
hoped  we  should  show  ourselves  their 
Meods.  They  stretched  out  their  hands 
and  asked  us  to  assist  them ;  and  he  felt 
certain  that  no  work  that  cotdd  be  under- 
taken by  the  Government  would  be  so 
honourable  to  this  country  as  that  of 
aflfordin^  to  these  Christian  Provinces 
the  privileges  which  were  bein^  given 
by  Bussia  to  the  Slavonic  Provinces  of 
Turkey.  The  other  evening  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government  said 
there  was  an  objection  on  the  part  of 
foreign  Gh)vemment8  to  the  pubucation 
of  diplomatic  Papers.  That  argument 
might  be  used  against  his  appucation 
for  information ;  but  he  was  sure  that 
the  Greek  (Jovemment  would  not  object 
to  the  production  of  the  Papers  he  asked 
for;  and  if  it  did  not,  let  Parliament 
have  the  despatches  addressed  to  Greece 
by  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  asking  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  copies  of  any  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Turkish 
and  Greek  Governments  with  reference 
to  the  maintenance  by  Greece  of  neu- 
trality during  the  war,  or  with  reference 
to  any  disturbances  in  Thessaly  and 
Epirus,  or  to  outrages  committed  in  those 
Provinces  ? 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  expressed  his 
concurrence  with  the  ultimate  views 
enimciated  by  his  noble  Friend — ^namely, 
that  if  a  partition  of  European  Turkey 
was  to  take  place  under  the  auspices  of 
Europe,  the  preference  in  division  should 
be  p^ven  to  the  Greek  races.  It  would 
be  injurious  to  the  political  morality  of 
the  world  if  Ghreece  were  to  suffer  for 
having  kept  good  faith  with  Turkey. 
She  had,  at  our  instigation,  refrained 
from  adding  to  existing  complications, 
and  we  were  bound  to  see  her  interests 
attended  to  in  the  organic  change  which 
must  shortly  take  plfuje  in  that  quarter. 

Thb  Eabl  of  DEEBY:  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  like  to  make  objections  on  a  mere 
matter  of  form ;  but  1  think  it  would 
have  been  a  more  customary  and  more 
convenient  course  if  the  noble  Lord  who 
made  this  Motion  and  raised  this  dis- 
cussion had  announced  his  intention  to 
call  attention  to  the  subject,  instead  of 
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wliioh  he  has  simply  put  upon  ttie  Notice 
Paper  an  announcement  of  his  intention 
to  ask  a  Question.  When  I  came  down 
to  this  House  I  was  not  in  any  manner 
prepared  to  enter  on  a  general  discussion 
as  to  the  state  of  the  Greek  Provinces, 
and  into  the  relations  between  Greece 
and  Turkey  during  the  last  few  months. 
If  we  are  to  speak  useMly  at  all  upon 
such  a  subject,  it  is  necessary  to  speak 
with  the  greatest  accuracy  of  detail ; 
and  it  is  obvious  that  it  is  not  very  easy 
to  do  that  if  one  is  called  upon  at  a 
moment's  notice  to  .answer  Questions 
and  discuss  propositions  relating  to  cir- 
cumstances some  of  which  are  not  of  very 
recent  date.  However,  I  will,  so  far  as  I 
can  do  so,  satisfy  the  anxieiy  and  comply 
with  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
your  Lordships.  The  noble  Lord  has 
put  various  Questions  to  me,  and  I  will 
take  them  in  their  order.  First  of  all, 
he  asks  me  what  has  been  done  with 
regard  to  the  promise  made  by  the 
Turkish  Government  with  respect  to  the 
Circassian  immigration  into  Europe? 
My  Lords,  a  complaint  was  made  by  the 
Greek  Government — a  complaint  which, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  was  not  imreason- 
able — of  the  conduct  of  a  good  many  of 
those  Circassians  who  had  been  intro- 
duced, and  who  had  settled  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Greek  Provinces. 
We  thought  that  the  complaint  was  not 
ill-founded,  and  we  represented  the  case 
to  the  Turkish  Government.  It  was  a 
matter  in  res]^ect  of  which  we  were  not 
entitled  to  claim  as  of  right  to  interfere ; 
because  no  Government  can  be  denied 
the  right  of  allowing  or  encouraging  its 
subjed»  to  migrate  from  one  of  its  l^ro- 
vinces  to  another.  But  we  did  repre- 
sent to  the  Porte  the  inconvenience  felt 
by  the  Greek  population  in  those  places 
in  which  the  Circassians  had  settled; 
and  the  Porte  promised — ^I  do  not  carry 
in  my  head  the  date  at  which  the  assur- 
ance was  given — ^that  the  immigration 
should  not  be  continued  to  any  place 
within  a  considerable  distance  of  the 
Greek  ^ntier.  I  do  not  believe  that  at 
any  time  the  number  of  immigrants 
brought  in  ^m  Asia  by  the  Turkish 
authorities  was  considerable ;  but  there 
was  a  promise  that  the  immigration 
should  cease.  Complaints  were  subse- 
quently made  that  in  some  cases  immi- 
grants had  come  in  after  that  assurance, 
and  I  believe  they  did  so,  but  only  in 
small  numbers.    Whenever  facts  of  that 


kind  were  brought  to  our  notice  we  re" 
presented  them  to  the  Porte,  and  I  should 
very  much  deubt  whether,  since  the  out- 
break of  the  war,  any  immigration  of  Cir- 
cassians has  continued  to  take  place. 
We  have  had  Greek  complaints  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Porte  on  other  matters ; 
but  I  do  not  recollect  that  any  have  been 
made  latterly  on  that  subject.  Now,  my 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  raised  a  more 
important  question  when  he  spoke  of  the 
atrocities,  which  in  many  instances,  he 
said,  had  been  committed  on  the  popula- 
tion by  the  Turkish  irregular  troops, 
who  had  been  lefb  under  inadequate  con- 
trol during  the  last  few  months.  I  am 
afraid  there  have  been  a  good  many 
cases  of  outrages  and  crimes  of  the  kind 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred ;  but 
the  explanation  is,  I  think,  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  since  this  war — one  of  life 
and  death  fbr  Turkey — has  been  raging, 
all  the  Turkish  regular  troops  have  oeen 
sent  to  engage  the  Bussians  and  Bou- 
manians  on  the  frontier,  and  their  place 
in  the  Greek  Provinces  has  been  sup- 
plied by  irregulars,  a  kind  of  militia, 
not  under  proper  discipline,  and  not 
originally  composed  of  the  best  elements ; 
and  I  am  quite  prepared  to  believe  that 
many  of  the  outrages  and  robberies 
which  have  been  described  have  really 
been  committed  by  those  troops.  That 
is  all  the  more  possible,  because  the  de- 
mand for  soldiers  has  been  so  great,  and 
the  state  of  the  Turkish  finances  so  bad, 
that  many  of  those  irregular  troops  have 
of  late  received  little  or  no  pay ;  and 
men  who  are  armed  and  who  are  un- 
paid, must  always  be  a  source  of  danger 
to  the  population  on  which  they  are  quar- 
tered, when  cases  of  that  kind  have 
occurred,  they  have  been  pointed  out  to 
the  Porte;  but  such  has  been  the  state 
of  utter  confusion  and  disorganization  to 
which  the  Turkish  Empire  has  been 
reduced  by  the  hostilities  that  have  been 
going  on  that  I  do  not  believe,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  wish  of  the  Turkish 
Government,  that  it  has  been  able  to 
control  its  own  irregular  troops,  or  en- 
force order  in  a  proper  manner.  I  will 
only  add  that,  though  I  do  not  dispute 
the  reality  and  gravity  of  many  of  the 
crimes  that  have  been  referred  to,  still 
we  must  recollect  that  we  get  our  ac- 
counts of  them  mostly  through  Greek 
sources ;  and,  as  everyone  knows,  there 
is  a  very  strong  feeling  in  Greece  against 
Turkey,  and  there  is  a  large  party  in 
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Greece  in  favour  of  war,  and  naturally 
they  will  do  everything  they  can  to  throw 
discredit  on  the  Turkish  •Government. 
While,  therefore,  I  believe  a  peat  part 
of  what  we  hear  on  this  subject,  con- 
siderable allowance  must  be  made  by 
reason  of  the  channel  through  which  the 
reports  reach  us.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  engagements  entered  into 
with  Ghreece,  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
nature  of  the  engagements  which  the 
noble  Lord  supposes  to  have  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  have 
been  more  than  once  requested,  both 
officially  and  unofficially,  to  state  whe- 
ther, in  the  event  of  a  European  Con- 
ference being  held  on  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion, Greece  would  be  admitted  to  send  a 
Eepresentative.  To  that  I  have  always 
given  one  answer.  I  said  it  was  too 
early  to  speak  of  the  possible  composi- 
tion of  such  a  Conference  before  we  even 
knew  whether  a  Conference  would  be 
held  ;  but  I  have  added,  though  only  as 
the  expression  of  my  personal  and 
private  opinion,  that  if  any  such  Con- 
ference did  take  place,  and  any  besides 
the  Great  Powers  were  represented  and 
admitted  to  take  part  in  it,  then  I 
thought  the  claim  of  Greece  to  ad- 
mission would  be  a  fair  one  to  consider. 
More  than  that  I  did  not  feel  boimd  to 
say,  nor  should  I  have  been  justified  in 
giving  a  more  definite  reply.  Then  my 
noble  Friend  who  spoke  second  asked 
me  whether  it  would  be  right  to  allow 
Greece  to  suffer  in  consequence  of  the 
good  faith  she  had  observed  ?  I  think 
Greece  was  wise  in  abstaining  from 
taking  part  in  the  war ;  but  I  do  not 
think  that  because  the  Greeks  have 
wisely  abstained  from  picking  an  un- 
provoked quarrel  with  tneir  neighbour, 
they  have  oy  that  circumstance  estab- 
lished a  right  to  a  share  in  their  neigh- 
bour's territory,  because  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  is  what  the  claim  amounts  to. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  says — "  You  put 
the  strongest  pressure  upon  the  Greek 
Government  not  to  take  part  in  the 
war."  We  have  used  no  menace;  we 
have  put  on  no  pressure ;  we  have  not 
gone  beyond  giving  that  friendly  advice 
in  the  interest  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Greeks  themselves,  which  it  is  the  right 
and  duty  of  a  protecting  Power  to  give. 
We  sought  to  prevent  an  extension  of 
the  war,  and  we  accordingly  advised 
Greece  not  to  take  a  part  in  it.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  up  to  the  present  time 

The  Earl  of  Derhy 


that  advice  has  been  listened  to.  I 
think  that  in  listening  to  that  advice 
the  Greek  Government  has  acted  wisely 
in  its  own  interests.  If  the  Greeks  had 
joined  in  the  war,  while  they  might 
have  inflicted  great  injury  on  Turkey, 
they  would  probably  have  suffered  at 
least  as  much  themselves,  Turkey  having 
a  considerable  fleet  and  being  mistress 
of  the  sea,  and  Greece  having  a  great 
extent  of  seaboard,  a  considerable  mari- 
time commerce,  and  a  maritime  popula- 
tion open  to  attack.  I  think,  therefore, 
it  is  at  least  probable  that  if  Greece  had 
engaged  in  hostilities  she  would  have 
suffered  as  much  injury  as  Turkey.  I 
say  that,  because  the  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  look  at  the  matter  as  if  our  advice 
had  been  dictated  solely  by  regard  to 
Turkey  and  was  against  the  interests  of 
Gbeece.  I  do  not  see  it,  and  have  never 
seen  it,  in  that  light.  As  to  the  Papers, 
the  noble  Lord  made  a  proposition  which 
I  think  he  scarcely  meant  in  earnest. 
The  noble  Lord  said  —  "I  don't  care 
about  the  Turkish  Papers,  if  there  is 
an  objection  to  produce  iJiem;  all  I 
want  are  the  Greek  Papers."  That 
is  to  say — "  We  do  not  care  to  hear 
both  sides  of  the  question,  we  only  want 
to  hear  one  side."  Now,  obviously, 
both  sides  do  not  take  the  same  view, 
and  the  Turkish  Papers  are  not  likely 
to  set  out  the  matters  in  dispute  in  the 
same  light  as  that  in  which  they  are 
viewed  by  the  Greeks.  Your  Lordships, 
I  thmk,  will  agree  with  me  that  if  this 
is  a  case  in  which  it  is  important  to 
produce  any  Papers  at  all,  it  is  desirable 
to  produce  them  all.  As  far  as  the 
British  Government  are  concerned,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  wish  to  keep 
them  back;  and  when  they  are  pub- 
lished I  venture  to  think  they  will  show 
the  thorough  imp6ai;iality  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter — that  our  de- 
sire has  been  solely,  from  first  to  last, 
to  compose  the  differences  which  had 
sprung  up  between  Turkey  and  Greece, 
and  to  prevent  the  extension  of  the 
war.  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  your  Lordships  ought  to  have 
all  the  information  that  can  be  given 
whenever  the  time  comes  at  which  the 
Bussian  proposals  will  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed. I  only  say  that  I  think  the 
present  moment  is  not  the  most  con- 
venient for  its  production.  Everyone 
knows  that  there  is  a  strong  war  party 
at  Athens.    Within  the  last  day  or  two 
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we  have  heard  of  riots  and  disturbances 
caused  by  that  party  at  Athens ;  and  if 
at  this  moment  we  were  to  lay  before  the 
public  eye  all  the  details  of  the  difficul- 
ties that  have  arisen  between  the  two 
Goyemments  in  the  last  12  'months,  I 
think  the  effect  of  that  would  very  pos- 
sibly be  to  defeat  the  object  we  have  had 
in  view,  and  that  we  should  do  a  great 
deal  more  to  inflame  than  to  appease  the 
irritation  which  now  exists.  In  my 
opinion  we  should  not  be  justified  in 
withholding  the  information  now  asked 
for  any  considerable  time,  because  I 
quite  agree  that  it  relates  to  what  is  an 
important  part  of  the  general  European 
question ;  but  I  do  not  think  this  pre- 
sent moment  is  the  time  to  produce  it. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  if  it 
were  not  for  the  closing  portion  of  the 
noble  Earl's  observations,  I  should  not 
have  considered  his  reply  as  altogether 
satisfactory.  With  regard  to  the  horrible 
atrocities  sJleged  to  have  been  committed 
in  the  Greek  Provinces,  I  think  there  can 
be  little  doubt  of  them.  The  noble  Earl 
says  that  the  probability  is  they  have 
been  exaggerated ;  but  it  is  quite  ^ain 
that  certain  facts  are  clearly  true.  Here 
are  Provinces  in  which  no  disorder  exists, 
and  yet,  after  a  promise  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Greek  Government 
that  there  should  be  no  further  employ- 
ment of  irregular  troops,  you  have  armed 
barbarians  sent  into  the  country  and  left 
without  pay.  It  is  quite  clear  what  the 
effect  of  Hhat  must  be.  With  regard  to 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  Greece,  I  very  much  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl.  I  think  the  noble  Earl  was 
quite  right  and  quite  justified  in  giving 
the  advice  which  he  (ud  to  Greece.  H 
he  used  arguments  which  might  be 
properly  used  in  such  a  case,  and 
which  were  legitimate  arguments  to 
prevent  them  tcom  going  to  war  with 
Turkey  against  their  own  intereists ; 
if  those  arguments  were  based  on  the 
disadvantages  which  mig:ht  result  to 
Greece,  and  the  injury  wmch  might  be 
done  to  her  by  the  powerful  Navy  of 
Turkey,  arguments  of  that  character 
would  be  perfectly  leptimate.  But  if 
any  menace  were  used,  the  case  would 
be  different.  With  regard  to  the  char&;e 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  brought 
against  my  noble  Friend  of  desiring  the 
production  of  one  set  of  Papers  only, 
my  noble  Friend  never  said  that  he  only 
wished  for  the  Ghreek  and  not  for  the 


Turkish  Papers.  He  said  he  wished  for 
the  whole  or  the  Papers ;  but  that  if  one 
of  the  parties  objected  to  their  produc- 
tion, he  did  not  think  that  was  a  reason 
why  we  should  be  denied  all  information 
on  the  subject.  My  noble  Friend's  de- 
mand was  perfectly  fair,  and  I  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  noble  Earl  closed  with 
an  assurance  that  at  the  proper  time 
your  Lordships  shall  have  the  whole  of 
the  Papers.  I  am  sure  that  my  noble 
Friend  will  not  press  for  the  production 
of  the  Correspondence  at  the  present 
moment. 

Houso  adjoumod  at  Six  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  half- 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  29th  January,  1878. 
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Henley,  Chiltom  Hundreds. 
Public  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Racecourses 

(Licensing)    [76];    Libel    Law  Amendment 

[21]  [House  counted  out]. 


QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND— CRIMINAL  LAW— CONVICTS 
AT  SPIKE  ISLAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland^  Whether 
Edward  O'Kelly,  a  prisoner  confined  in 
Spike  Island  Oonvict  Prison,  is  allowed 
only  half  an  hour's  exercise  each  day 
during  six  days  of  the  week,  and  one  hour 
on  Sunday ;  if  it  is  true  that  a  third  jury 
had  to  be  empannelled  in  his  case  beforo 
a  conviction  was  obtained ;  if  it  is  true 
that  an  important  witness  against  him 
was  a  person  named  O'Farrell,  alias 
Bradjr,  who,  before  the  trial,  had  been 
imprisoned  for  burglary,  and  who,  since 
the  conviction  of  O'Kelly,  was  sentenced 
to  seven  years'  imprisonment,  but  libe- 
rated when  only  half  of  the  term  of  his 
sentence  had  expired,  and  who  is  now 
undergoing  a  sentence  of  fifteen  years' 
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penal  servitude ;  and,  if  it  is  true  that 
Edward  O'Connor,  another  prisoner  con- 
fined at  Spike  Island,  was  recently  sub- 
jected to  the  punishment  of  twenty-one 
days'  bread  and  water,  while  suffering 
from  an  abscess  in  his  thigh  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  beg  to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Edward  O'Kelly  is  allowed  half  an 
hour's  exercise  daily  during  six  days  of 
the  week  and  about  two  hours  on  Sun- 
day, under  the  direction  of  the  medical 
officer  of  the  prison.  The  prisoner  is 
employed  at  a  trade.  He  was  tried  three 
times,  the  jury  having  twice  disagreed. 
A  wibiess  against  him  named  O'Farrell 
was  convicted,  as  alleged;  but  he  was 
not  an  important  witness,  being  merely 
one  of  three  who  all  deposed  to  certain 
facts  which,  I  believe,  have  never  been 
disputed.  That  person  was  convicted  of 
burglary,  and  sentenced  to  imprisonment, 
as  stated  in  the  Question  X)f  the  hon. 
Member.  At  the  expiration  of  about 
half  the  sentence  he  was  released,  on  the 
ground  of  ill-health,  upon  a  special  me- 
dical report  from  the  medical  attendant 
of  the  prison  and  an  eminent  local  prac- 
titioner who  had  also  examined  the  pri- 
soner. This  report  was  made  by  the 
medical  attendant  in  pursuance  of  a 
General  Order  issued  some  years  pre- 
viously—  that  whenever  the  medical 
officer  of  any  prison  considers  a  pri- 
soner's life  would  be  endangered  by 
further  confinement,  he  should  at  once 
report  the  fact  to  the  Government. 
O'Farrell  was  also  subsequently  convicted 
and  sentenced  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  last  statement  as  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  inquires  is  not 
true. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— BANKRUPT 
SOLICITORS.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HENRY  PEEK  asked  Mr.  SoU- 
citor  General,  Whether  he  has  consi- 
dered the  desirability  (in  addition  to  the 
other  information  contained  in  the  annual 
Law  List  published  by  authority)  of,  in 
the  case  or  solicitors  once,  twice,  or  more 
times  bankrupt,  giving  the  dates  of 
bankruptcy,  dividends  paid,  and  the 
names  of  assignees  of  whom  detailed 
particulars  might  be  had;  also,  in  the 
case  of  solicitors  whose  names  do  not 
continuously  appear  in  the  Law  List, 
the  reason  for  omission  in  occasional 
years  being  explained  ? 

Mr,  0'  Connor  Potcer 


The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL,  in 
reply,  said,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fair  to  give  the  names  of  bankrupt  soli- 
citors in  the  Law  Lists,  because  he  did 
not  see  why  the  stigma  of  bankruptcy 
should  attach  to  the  name  of  a  solicitor 
for  the  rest  of  his  life  any  more  than  to 
other  classes.  The  annual  Law  List  con- 
sisted of  two  parts.  One  was  a  book 
maintained  by  purely  private  specula- 
tion, based  upon  the  ordinary  sources  of 
information.  The  other  was  a  list  of 
solicitors  who  had  taken  out  on  the  1st 
day  of  January  duly  stamped  certifi- 
cates. If  a  sohcitor  took  out  his  certi- 
ficate after  that  date,  his  name  did  not 
appear  in  the  list,  which  was  made  up 
to  that  date,  and  that  accounted  for  the 
names  of  some  solicitors  not  appearing 
in  the  Law  List  from  year  to  year. 

TURKEY— CRETE.--QUE8TI0N. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  lay  upon  tne 
Table  of  the  House  any  recent  Despatch 
from  Her  Majesty's  Consul  in  Crete  as 
to  the  state  of  that  island,  and  the  pro- 
gress of  the  insurrection  of  its  Christian 
population  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  consider  it 
desirable,  in  the  present  state  of  affairs, 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  any  further  de- 
spatches in  reference  to  the  affairs  of 
Crete  than  those  contained  in  Blue  Book 
(No.  1).  He  thought  it  hardly  right  to 
state,  as  he  saw  was  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion, "  that  Crete  was  in  a  state  of  in- 
surrection ;  "  but  at  the  same  time  there 
was  no  doubt  it  was  in  a  very  disturbed 
state.  

Mr-.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  subsequently 
said :  With  reference  to  the  Answer  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretaiy 
of  State,  I  beg  to  ask.  Whether  it  is 
true  that  H.M.S.  ** Rupert"  was  de- 
tached from  the  Mediterranean  Squad- 
ron at  the  commencement  of  this  month 
and  sent  to  the  vicinity  of  Crete ;  and, 
if  so,  with  what  object  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
could  not  answer  the  Question  without 
Notice. 

IRELAND  — ROYAL   COLLEGE    OP 
SCIENCE,  DUBLIN.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GRAY  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Professor 
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of  Chemistry  in  the  Bojal  College  of 
Scienoe,  Dublin,  has  been  prohibited 
from,  giving  the  professional  advice  and 
TnaTring  the  analysis  for  the  publio  which 
he  was  in  the  habit  of  doing ;  whether 
gentlemen  occupying  similar  positions  in 
oorresponding  institutions  in  England  are 
similarly  prohibited ;  whether  any  me- 
morial has  been  received  from  traders  in 
Dublin  complaining  of  the  inconvenience 
^md  loss  occasioned  them  by  the  regida- 
tion ;  and  if  any  steps  will  be  taken  in 
the  matter  ? 

Viscount  SANDON:  Sir,  up  to  the 
year  1873  there  were  two  Professors  of 
Chemistry  in  the  CoUege  of  Science  in 
Dublin — that  is,  one  of  General  Che- 
mistry, and  one  of  Analytical  or  Applied 
Chemistry.  The  Professor  of  Applied 
Chemistry,  who  was  in  charge  of  tne  la- 
boratory, was  allowed  to  make  analyses 
for  the  public,  and  to  obtain  part  of  his 
remuneration  in  that  way.  On  the  re- 
tirement of  the  Professor  of  General 
Chemistry,  the  Professor  of  Applied 
Chemistry  applied  for  the  post  in  addi- 
tion to  his  own.  His  application  was 
acceded  to,  and  he  was  allowed  the  pay 
and  emoluments  of  both  offices,  on  con- 
dition that  he  devoted  his  whole  time  to 
the  public  service  and  did  not  undertake 
private  work  for  profit,  except  with  the 
special  sanction  of  the  Department.  He 
accepted  the  post  on  those  conditions. 
The  only  gentleman  in  England  that  I 
know  anything  about  occupying  a  some- 
what similar  position  is  the  Professor  of 
the  Boyal  College  of  Chemistry  in  Lon- 
don. He  is  permitted,  under  certain 
restrictions,  to  make  analyses  for  private 
persons ;  but  he  is  also  obliged  to  make 
certain  analyses  for  the  Government  at 
his  own  expense.  He  is  also  provided 
with  a  laboratory  by  the  College.  His 
salary,  however,  is  only  £300  per  annum, 
while  that  of  Professor  Galloway,  the 
Professor  of  Chemistry  in  the  CoUege  of 
Science  in  Dublin,  is  £500  per  annum, 
both  having  the  fees  from  their  students 
in  addition.  When  a  suitable  oppor- 
tunity occurs  of  re- considering  the  rules 
which  were  laid  down  for  the  EngUsh 
Professor  of  Chemistry  many  years  ago, 
it  is  not  at  all  unlikely  that  it  will  be 
thought  right  to  modify  the  rule  as  to 
the  emoluments  of  the  Professor  from 
private  practice,  in  accordance  with  the 
arrangement  now  existing  in  the  Dublin 
College  of  Science.  A  protest  was  re- 
ceived from  some  manufacturers  in  Dub- 


lin ;  they  were  informed  of  the  conditions 
laid  down,  and  that  it  was  not  considered 
advisable  to  continue  the  practice  of 
doing  strictly  private  work  partially  at 
the  expense  of  the  public ;  but  that,  if  it 
should  be  desired  at  any  time,  that  ana- 
lyses or  investigations  with  respect  to 
matters  of  general  public  interest  and 
importance  diould  be  made  in  the  la- 
boratory of  the  Professor,  the  Depart- 
ment woidd  be  prepared  to  give  due 
consideration  to  any  application  to  that 
effect.  One  application  only  has  been 
received,  and  that  has  been  sanctioned. 
I  am  sorry,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  meet 
my  hon.  Friend  in  his  wishes. 

THE  LATE  SERGEANT  M^CAETHY. 
QXJESTION. 

Me.  O'CONNOK  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
verdict  of  the  jury  at  the  inquest  on  the 
death  of  the  late  Sergeant  McCarthy — 
namely,  that  his  death  was  hastened  by 
the  treatment  he  received  in  Chatham 
Gaol,  and  the  importance  of  not  losing 
any  of  the  evidence  pertaining  to  his 
case,  he  will  order  an  immediate  inquiry 
into  the  matter,  or  direct  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  enter  upon  the  investigation 
of  the  case  without  delay  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  I 
quite  agree  witth  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  an  immediate  inquiir  ought  to  be 
made  into  this  matter,  and  therefore,  in 
order  to  take  care  that  that  shall  be 
done,  I  have  referred  the  depositions,  a 
copy  of  which  has  been  furnished  to  me, 
to  the  Chief  Magistrate  at  Bow  Street, 
and  requested  him  to  make  an  inquiry 
forthwith. 


THE   EASTERN    QUESTION— ALLEGED 
TRIPLE  ALLIANCE.— QUESTION. 

Db.  KENEALY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  now  any  know- 
ledge of  an  understanding  between 
Russia,  Austria,  and  Germania,  for  an 
offensive  and  defensive  alliance;  and 
having  also  in  view,  or  for  one  of  its 
objects,  the  partition  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire ;  and,  whether  he  could  without 
inconvenience  to  the  public  service  com- 
municate the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  these  matters  to  Par- 
liament ? 


Digitized  by 


Google 


623    2%eJS(uiem  Quditionr--       {COMMONS)  27ie  War— Reported  ArmUt%e$.  624 


The  oh  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
GUEE :  Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Qovenmient 
have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  under- 
standing as  is  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  regards  one,  at  least, 
of  the  Powers,  I  have  strong  reasons  for 
doubting  whether  such  an  understand- 
ing exists ;  but  the  negotiations  of  the 
next  few  months  or  weeks  probably  will 
show  whether  these  Powers  we  acting 
in  concert  or  separately. 


AFRICAN    EXPLORATION  —  MR. 
STANLEY.— QUESTION. 

Me.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  has  taken  any  steps  to  learn  whe- 
ther the  Despatch,  sent  through  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  at  Zanzibar  to  inform 
Mr.  Stanley  (with  reference  to  his  ac- 
count of  a  massacre  of  natives  at  Bam- 
birch)  that  he  was  not  authorized  to 
carry  the  British  Flag,  ever  reached  Mr. 
Stanley ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  reply ; 
if  not,  will  he  now  take  steps  to  ascer- 
tain? 

Me.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  the  despatch  to 
Mr.  Stanley  referred  to  was  sent  through 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  General  at  Zan- 
zibar, who  reported,  on  receiving  instruc- 
tions to  forward  the  letter  to  Mr.  Stanley, 
that  as  his  movements  were  not  pub- 
lished at  Zanzibar,  and  "'s^Dre  only  known 
to  the  American  Consul,  he  had  forwarded 
the  letter  through  him.  We  have  re- 
ceived no  official  communication  which 
would  show  whether  the  letter  in  ques- 
tion ever  reached  Mr.  Stanley  or  not; 
but  we  know  from  an  unofficial  source 
of  undoubted  credibility  that  it  never  did 
reach  his  hands,  consequentiy  there 
could  be  no  reply  thereto. 


THE  SLAVE  TRADE  IN  THE  RED  SEA. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with  reference  to  the  Papers  just  issued 
on  the  subject  of  the  seizure  of  slaves  on 
board  British  vessels  in  the  Red  Sea, 
Whether  there  was  no  reply  horn  Safvet 
Pasha  to  Mr.  Layard's  letter  of  25th 
June  1877? 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  we  have  heard 
nothing  farther  from  Mr.  Layard  on 
this  subject  since  the  letter  alluded  to. 


THE   EASTERN    QUESTION  —  TURKEY 

AND  GREECE— THE  CORRESPONDENCE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  W.  OAETWEIGHT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  asked 
the  assent  of  the  Greek  and  Turkish 
Qt)vemnients  to  the  publication  of  the 
Correspondence  that  has  been  exchanged 
with  each  such  Government  in  reference 
to  its  attitude  towards  Turkey;  and, 
whether  such  assent  has  been  obtained ; 
in  the  event  of  either  Government  having 
refused  such  assent,  whether  he  would 
inform  the  House  which  (Jovemment 
has  obieoted  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  Papers,  I  understand, 
are  being  prepared  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
and  as  soon  as  they  are  ready  Qiey  will 
be  sent  to  Her  Majesty's  Bepresenta- 
tives,  both  at  Constantinople  and  at 
Athens,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
the  Governments  of  Turkey  and  Greece 
assent  to  their  being  published. 


THE 


OF 


ISLE    OF    MAN  — OUTBREAK 
SMALL  POX.— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Adam, 

Me.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said :  I  am 
happy  to  inform  the  House  that  the  Isle 
of  Man  is  now  practically  free  from 
small  pox,  the  disease  being  limited  to 
two  or  three  convalescent  cases. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 
NOTIOE  OF  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  on  Thursday  next,  on 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
you  leave  the  Chair  for  the  House  to 
consider,  in  Committee,  the  Vote  of 
Credit,  I  shall  move  an  Amendment,  the 
exact  terms  of  which  I  intend  to  put  on 
the  Notice  Paper  to-night. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  WARr- 
REPORTED  ARMISTICE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  him 
private  Notice.  He  had  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  yesterday  to  say 
that  the  Government  believed  tliat  terms 
of  peace  had  been  practioiJly  accepted. 
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He  wished,  therefore  to  ask,  Whether 
the  Goyemment  had  receiyed  any  con- 
firmation of  that  belief,  and  were  able 
to  8tate  to  the  House  that  an  Armistice 
had  been  concluded ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther it  was  true,  as  reported  that  day, 
that  the  Bussian  Forces  were  still 
rapidly  adyancing  on  Constantinople  ? 

The  CHANOMJiOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  spoke  to 
me  a  few  moments  ago  and  told  me  he 
was  going  to  put  this  Question ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  I  did  not  exactly  catch 
the  terms  in  which  he  was  ^ing  to  put 
it.  I  thought  it  would  be  smiply  to  ask 
whether  we  had  any  information  as  to 
an  Armistice  haying  been  signed.  I  can 
only  say  we  haye  receiyed  no  such  in- 
formation; and  with  respect  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question — namely, 
whether  the  Bussian  Forces  are  rapidly 
adyancing  on  Constantinople — it  would 
be  better  that  Notice  should  be  giyen  of 
it,  as  I  could  hardly,  without  considera- 
tion, answer  it.  Perh^s  my  hon. 
Friend  will  put  it  on  the  !raper  for  to- 
morrow. 


LANCASHIRE  AND  YORKSHIRE 

WATER  SUPPLY. 

POSTPONEMENT  OF  MOTION. 

Me.  E.  S.  HOWARD,  who  had  giyen 
Notice  of  a  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  this  subject,  es- 
pecially in  connection  with  the  West- 
moreland and  Cumberland  Lakes,  said 
that  he  would  not  proceed  with  his 
Motion  that  night;  but  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Manchester  Corporation 
Water  Bill  he  would  moye  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  the  House  accepted 
that  proposal  he  would,  as  soon  as  he 
had  the  opportunity,  make  a  Motion  of 
a  similar  cnaracter  to  that  which  now 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 


MOTION. 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  CONFEDERATION- 
OUTBREAK  OF  THE  NATIVE  TRIBES. 
QUESTION. 

8m  HENEY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  any  information  had 
been  receiyed  by  the  Colonial  Office 
from  the  Cape? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE :  Sir,  a  telegram 
has  been  receiyed  to-day  at  the  Colonial 
Office  from  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  which  I 
will  read,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House — 

**  January  8. — Galekaland  once  more  cleared 
by  columns  of  Colonel  Glyn,  24th  Regiment, 
but  Gaika  rebellion  spreading,  and  Fingoeland 
invaded  from  Sandilli's  border.  Ck)mmunica- 
tions  with  Komgha  restored,  after  two  brilliant 
aflfairs  under  Major  Moore  and  Colonel  Lambert, 
88th  Connaught  Rangers.  Colomal  reinforce- 
ments arriving  slowly.  Rebellion  cannot  be 
effectually  and  speedily  suppressed  without 
larger  force  than  we  possess  or  have  at  present 
prospect  of  collecting  here.  Commodore  here, 
returned  from  useful  reconnaiasance  along 
coast." 

I  ought  to  add  that  at  the  time  this 
telegram  was  despatched  it  was  not 
known  at  the  Cape  that  a  regiment  of 
infantry  and  a  battery  of  artillery  were 
about  to  be  sent  out,  and  that  another 
regiment  is  now  on  Hie  point  of  fol- 
lowing. 


DUNKELD  BRIDGE  TOLLS. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDKESS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  in  moving— 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Hot  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  g^raciously  pleased 
to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
administration  of  the  Dunkeld  Bridge  Tolls,  and 
to  ascertain,  with  items  in  detail,  .ttie  real  state 
of  the  account  of  moneys  received  and  expended 
bjr  the  Dukes  of  Athole  in  connection  with  the 
said  trust," 

said,  the  question  that  they  wished  to 
be  determined  was  whether  the  tolls 
levied  should  or  should  not  cease  to  bo 
levied.  To  ascertain  that  point  an  ac- 
count would  have  to  be  rendered  of  aU 
moneys  received,  and  if  there  were  still 
any  dues  owing  to  the  proprietor,  then 
they  would  have  to  be  paid ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  there  was  any  balance 
due  and  overpaid,  then  that  would  have 
to  be  refunded.  The  short  history  of  this 
affair  was  this— In  1803  the  then  Duke 
of  Athole  set  about  obtaining  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  authorize  the  raising  of 
money  for  the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Tay  at  Dunkeld.  Up  to  that 
time  there  were  two  dangerous  ferries 
at  that  place,  and  in  view  of  the  public 
convenience,  the  private  convenience  of 
the  Duke  of  Athole,  and  supported  also 
by  public  opinion,  and  the  d!esire  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  have  a  readier 
means  of  conveying  the  military  forces 
to  the  Highlands  at  that  time,  there  was 
not  much  difficulty  about  obtaining  this 
Act,  and  under  it  authority  was  given  to 
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construct  the  bridge  at  Dunkeld  for  the 
sum  of  £  1 8 ,  000  at  the  outside.  Previous 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act  a  very  care- 
ful survey  had  been  made  by  the 
most  eminent  engineer  of  that  time,  Mr. 
Telford,  and  his  estimate  slightly  ex- 
ceeded £13,000.  On  further  considera- 
tion, and  taking  some  questions  of  ap- 
proaches into  account,  it  was  considered 
that  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Telford  might  be 
made  more  liberal.  Accordingly  under 
the  Act  £18,000  was  authorized  to  be 
granted  for  the  construction  of  the  bridge, 
and  the  Duke  of  Athole  and  his  heirs, 
being  the  proprietors,  were  entitled  to 
levy  tolls  on  the  bridge  until  the  full 
sum  had  been  recouped.  That  amount 
of  £18,000  became  very  considerably 
lessened  when  the  Government  granted 
£7,000  towards  the  expenses  of  the 
bridge;  and  when  the  profits  arising 
from  the  rent  of  certain  lands  and  various 
matters  of  that  kind  were  taken  into 
account,  it  was  very  possible  that  the  out- 
side expenditure  of  the  Duke  on  the  bridge 
did  not  much  exceed  £10,000.  Be  that 
as  it  might,  an  Act  was  passed,  autho- 
rizing the  building  of  a  bridge  over  the 
Tay,  at  a  cost  of  £18,000  as  he  had  said, 
and  under  that  Act  it  was  provided  that 
yearly  exact  accounts  of  the  payments  at 
the  bridge  should  be  lodged  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply.  The  most 
serious  thing  in  connection  with  the 
question  was  that  it  was  admitted  that 
there  had  been  an  entire  neglect  on  the 
part  of  the  Athole  family  to  lodge  any 
accounts  whatever  with  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  for  no  less  than  43 
years — from  1808  to  1861 — from  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  In  this  latter  year 
local  pubHo  opinion  became  very  excited 
at  the  tolls  continuing,  at  the  neglect  to 
furnish  accounts,  and  at  the  interminable 
prospect  of  the  tolls  going  on  for  ever; 
the  consequence  being  that  a  legal  and 
popular  agitation  commenced  in  Dun-« 
keld,  which  had  continued  down  to  the 
present  day.  There  had  been  actions  in 
various  Courts,  but  the  attempts  of  the 
people  to  procure  an  inquiry  had  been 
again  and  again  baffled  by  the  large 
resources  of  the  Athole  family  combined 
with  the  intricacies  of  Scotch  Law.  The 
result  was  that  the  tolls  continued  to  be 
collected  and  the  people  to  be  dissatis- 
fied until,  in  1867,  tne  Athole  family 
were  brought  face  to  face  with  the  Dun- 
keld complainants.  In  that  year  the 
Athoie  family,   as    proprietors  of   the 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


bridge  tolls,  amazed  the  people  of  Dun- 
keld by  stating  roundly  that  after  60 
years'  collection  of  the  tolls  on  a  bridge 
which  could  only  cost  £18,000  to  start 
with,  and  Hie  tolls  of  which  had  been 
variously  estimated  at  between  £1,000 
and  £2,000  a-year,  the  Athole  family 
statistician  fixed  tiie  exact  simi  stiU 
due  to  the  Dukes  of  Athole  at  no 
less  than  £59,401  6«.  9d.  It  was 
not  unworthy  of  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Conmions  to  mark  the  ac- 
curacy of  the  6«.  9d.,  especially  when 
they  found  that  the  first  glance  cast  upon 
those  accounts  by  the  accountant  of  the 
Court  of  Session  diminished  that  remark- 
ably exact  sum  by  the  bagatelle  of 
£43,000.  That  was  the  position  at  the 
end  of  1867.  Although  the  people  of 
Dunkeld  had  obtained  that  remarkable 
victory,  there  still  remained  a  sum  of 
£10,000  or  £11,000  due,  which  they  be- 
lieved should  not  only  disappear  from 
the  account,  but  should  give  place  to  a 
very  large  sum  on  the  other  side  of  the 
account.  The  phrase — "  people  of 
Dunkeld  "  was  no  vague  or  rhetorical 
expression;  for  this  matter  was  supported 
by  Petitions  from  Dunkeld,  Dundee,  and 
the  people  of  the  neighbourhood,  asking 
that  that  House  womd  make  the  neces- 
sary provision  for  seeing  how  its  own 
Act  of  Parliament  had  been  carried  out 
by  the  Dukes  of  Athole.  The  belief 
that  not  only  should  this  sum  be  wiped 
away,  but  a  very  large  credit  appear  on 
the  other  side,  was  supported  by  the  fact 
that  even  according  to  the  very  imper- 
fect Returns  obtained  recently  in  reply 
to  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Parker,  the  tolls 
collected  up  to  1851  amounted  to 
£34,569';  while  between  1851  and  1867 
they  were  £19,612,  being  a  total  of 
£54,181 ;  while  during  the  last  11  years 
they  could  not  be  estimated,  at  the  very 
lowest,  at  less  than  £8,000  or  £10,000, 
making  in  all  £62,000.  Considering 
what  the  Dukes  of  Athole  were  autho- 
rized to  spend  in  the  first  instance,  and 
what  they  had  since  obtained  in  tolls, 
it  was  very  difficult  to  see  how  there 
could  be  a  balance  in  favour  of  the 
Athole  family.  But  there  was  another 
matter — ^the  trustee  under  the  Act  for  the 
constriiction  of  the  bridge — namely,  the 
Duke  of  Athole — ^was  authorized  to  pur- 
chase sufficient  land  for  approaches  to 
it.  Of  course  such  land  as  was  not 
wanted  for  the  bridge  ought  to  have 
been  sold,  and  the  profits  carried,  not 
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to  the  private  account  of  the  Duke 
of  Athole,  but  to  the  account  of  the 
bridge,  and  in  diminution*  of  its  cost. 
A  considerable  piece,  of  garden-land 
remained  oyer  after  the  purchase,  and 
a  number  of  houses,  called  Athole 
Street,  had  been  erected  on  it ;  but  not 
Id,  of  profit  from  this  source  ap- 
peared in  the  accounts  of  the  Duke  of 
Athole,  although  the  profits  must  have 
amounted  to  between£7,000  and  £8,000'; 
BO,  upon  the  whole,  the  family  of  Athole 
had  received  from  this  source  by  pontage 
dues,  and  by  the  illegal  reception  of 
rents  of  trust  lands,  something  like 
£75,000  or  £76,000;  and  the  people 
claimed  that  there  should  be  some  suffi- 
cient facilities  given  for  obtaining  exact 
information  when  there  was  such  ^ve 
reason  for  discontent  and  suspicion. 
These  were  the  broad  and  simple  facts. 
Under  the  Act,  not  more  than  £18,000 
was  to  be  spent  on  the  bridge,  and  no 
Act  was  passed  authorizing  any  larger 
expenditure.  There  had  been  received, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act,  a  sum  of 
£75,000  or  £76,000,  and  instead  of  the 
bridge  fund  and  the  public  being 
£45,000  or  £50,000  to  the  good,  the 
Dukes  of  Athole  actually  maintained 
that  the  public  was  in  debt  to  the  tune 
of  £11,000.  That  sUitement  was,  after 
these  figures,  incredible,  and  it  became 
still  more  incredible  when  they  looked 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  accounts  had 
first  been  withheld,  and  when  filed  had 
been  at  once  subjected  to  a  deduction  of 
£43,000.  It  was  not,  however,  so  re- 
markable when  they  ^ent  into  tiie  facts 
and  examined  the  accoimts  rendered  by 
the  Dukes  of  Athole.  When  they  saw 
the  items  which  were  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  some  colour  to  this 
extraordinary  claim,  they  found  good 
reason  for  the  suspicion  with  which  this 
remarkable  manufacture  of  the  Athole 
family  statistician  was  regarded  in  Dun- 
keld  and  the  neighbourhood.  He  asked 
the  House  to  remember  that  that  account 
had  been  diminished  by  £43,000,  and  he 
asked  them  also  to  consider  the  financial 
exactitude  of  a  family  which  did  not  ren- 
der any  account  of  its  stewardship  for 
half-a-century,  and  which,  when  it  did, 
sent  in  an  account  claiming  four-fold  more 
than  the  debt  now  alleged  as  due  to  it  by 
the  public.  In  those  accounts,  even  the 
whiskey  supplied  to  the  surveyors  was 
charged.  It  might  be  argued  that 
whic^ey  was  necessary  for  the  health  of 


the  men  working  in  that  damp  atmos- 
phere ;  but  there  were  items  in  the  bill 
more  curious  than  these  charges  for 
mutchkins  of  **  Moimtain  dew."  Among 
the  Approaches  charged  for  was  an  item 
for  cutting  a  road  through  the  Warren 
Park,  which  was  about  three  and  a-half 
miles  up  the  river  above  the  bridge ;  and 
he  left  it  to  the  House  to  decide  the 
reasonableness  and  probability  of  al- 
lowing that  approach  to  be  charged  for 
under  the  Act.  This  was  an  instance 
of  the  way  in  which  these  accounts 
had  been  bolstered  up,  and  when  they 
heard  that  they  would  not  be  surprised 
that  the  accoimtant  had  struck  off  the 
amount  he  had  named.  Why,  it  would 
be  just  as  reasonable  to  charge  the  con- 
struction of  a  road  at  Hammersmith  as 
an  approach  to  Westminster  Bridge.  It 
could  be  proved  that  under  cover  of 
making  similar  approaches,  the  best  por- 
tions of  the  charming  Athole  **  policy  " 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dunkeld  were 
improved  and  beautified.  In  fact,  while 
the  Athole  family  had  practically  beauti- 
fied their  demesne  at  the  expense  of  the 
public,  they  had  the  sublime  self-posses- 
sion to  state  that  after  receiving  £80,000 
for  what  did  not  cost  them  £18,000, 
the  public  still  owed  them  over  £1 1,000. 
He  thought  the  bare  outline  which  he  had 
given  of  this  remarkable  case  would  be 
sufficient  to  induce  this  House  to  grant 
some  substanticd  tribunal  which  would 
go  into  the  whole  of  this  matter,  and 
allow  the  truth  to  be  brought  out  with- 
out putting  a  lot  of  poor  people,  as  these 
Petitioners  mostly  were,  to  the  trouble 
and  hard  work  of  fighting  their  way 
through  Scotch  Law  Courts  against 
Scotch  advocates  and  writers  who  were 
not  the  least  acute  members  of  their  acute 
profession,  and  against  a  rich  and  power- 
ful family  like  the  Athole  family.  He 
contended  that  that  House  ought  to  do 
fsomething  to  mitigate  this  scandal  and 
grave  public  inconvenience,  and  to  stop 
this  illegal  levy  of  tolls  on  a  bridge 
which  he  maintained  had  been  paid  for 
five  times.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  for  the  Address. 

Mb.  O'OONNOK  POWEE  seconded 
the  Motion.  , 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  issue  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
administration  of  the  Dunkeld  Bridge  Tolls, 
and  to  ascertain,'  with  items  in  detftil,  the  real 
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state  of  the  aooount  of  moneys  received  and  ex- 
pended by  the  Dukes  of  Atiiole  in  connection 
with  the  said  Trust."— CilTr.  O'Donnell.) 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  Sir,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  explain  very  shortly  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  Government 
cannot  assent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan.  It  is  quite 
true  that  at  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury the  then  Duke  of  Athole  obtained 
an  Act  by  which  he  gave  up  certain 
rights  of  ferry,  and  obtained  power 
to  build  a  bridge,  and  to  apply  the 
tolls  in  repayment  of  the  cost  of  the 
erecting,  maintaining,  and  repairing  of 
the  bridge ;  the  f uruer  provision  being 
that  when  that  cost  was  fully  repaid, 
the  tolls  should  be  reduced  by  a  tliird, 
and  £1,500  accumulated  for  tiie  future 
needs  of  the  bridge.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  error  in  saying  that  by  the 
Act  the  outlay  on  the  bridge  was  limited 
to  £18,000.  That  sum  was  the  limit 
imposed  on  the  amount  the  Athole 
family  were  permitted  to  borrow  from 
time  to  time  during  the  existence  of  liie 
trust  on  the  seciirity  of  the  tolls ;  but, 
in  point  of  fact,  the  erection  of  the 
bridge  cost  nearly  double  £18,000.  I 
am  not  going  into  details  about  all 
this,  because  it  would  occupy  a  very 
long  time,  and  because  in  the  year 
1868  a  number  of  residents  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Dunkeld  instituted  an  ac- 
tion in  the  Court  of  Session  directed 
against  the  present  Duke  of  Athole,  who 
had  just  then  come  into  possession  of 
his  estates.  The  object  of  that  action 
was  to  have  an  investigation  of  the  whole 
of  the  accounts  connected  with  the  erec- 
tion, maintenance,  and  repair  of  the 
bridge,  and  to  have  it  declared  by  the 
Court  that  the  whole  debt  due  to  the 
family  had  been  paid  off,  and  that  the 
bridge  was  free,  the  Duke  of  Athole 
making  good  any  sums  received  in  ex- 
cess of  the  expenditure.  The  Htigatiotf 
went  on  very  actively  for  three  years  and 
a-haK,  both  sides  being  represented  by 
active  agents  and  very  able  counsel,  and 
it  was  Drought  to  a  termination  by  a 
final  judgment  of  the  First  Division  of 
the  Court  of  Session,  pronounced  in 
January,  187j2,  which  might  have  been 
appealed  against ;  but  as  it  was  not  ap- 
pealed £^ainst  within  the  period  pre- 
scribed by  Statute,  has  now  become 
final.  In  that  action  almost  every  one 
of  the  points  set  up  as  grievances  now 
were  examined  and  disposed  of  by  that 


Court.  There  was  a  very  full  inquiry 
before  an  accountant.  There  were  de- 
tailed objections  to  his  report  by  both 
parties  interested.  It  was  fought  most 
vehemently  both  in  the  Outer  House 
and  in  the  Inner  Court,  and  the  pro- 
ceedings finally  ended  in  a  judgment 
which  no  proceedings  have  been  taken 
to  challenge  or  set  aside.  It  repelled  a 
number  of  pleas,  and  found  the  balance 
due  was  £18,116.  I  am  not  aware, 
starting  from  that  point,  that  there  is 
any  complaint  as  to  the  management  of 
the  bridge  or  as  to  the  lodging  of  the 
accounts.  I  understand  the  object  of 
this  Motion  is  to  rip  up  all  the  previous 
questions  judicially  settled,  and  to  try 
again  by  Koyal  Commission  the  ques- 
tion of  the  liability  of  the  Duke  of 
Athole  after  that  question  has  been  de- 
cided by  a  competent  Court,  and  after 
full  discussion  of  the  points  involved. 
Since  the  date  mentioned,  the  accounts 
have  been  regularly  kept,  and  from  the 
accounts  lodged,  it  appears  that  the 
debt  in  April,  1877,  was  reduced  to 
£11,721,  the  large  reduction  being  due 
to  the  payment  by  the  Highland  Kail- 
way  Company  of  £5,000  as  compensa- 
tion for  their  interference  with  the 
traffic,  which  they  had  agreed  to  pay, 
but  refused  to  hand  over  until  they  Imew 
who  were  the  proper  persons  to  get  the 
money.  Upon  these  grounds,  I  say,  the 
question  hai&  been  settled  by  competent 
Courts,  and  we  should  not  attempt  to 
upset  in  this  House  the  judgment  which 
should  be  regarded  as  final. 

Mk.  M*LAEEI{  :  May  I  ask  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, if  he  will  be  good  enough  to  say 
how  many  pounds  were  cut  off  by  the 
Court  from  the  claim  of  the  Duke  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  The  claim 
made  by  his  Grace  gave  rise  to  a  good 
deal  of  suspicion,  and  naturally  so,  be- 
cause the  claim  made  was  something  like 
£56,000,  and  that  was  reduced  to 
£18,000.  I  think  it  only  fair  to  say 
that  the  Duke  was  unable  to  make  a 
more  satisfactory  account  in  consequence 
of  the  state  of  the  trust. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate  complained 
that  the  question  ought  not  to  be  brought 
forward,  because  it  was  a  claim  already 
settled  by  the  Court  of  Session ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  thought  he  eould  show 
that  that  ought  not  in  this  case  to  be  any 
bar.    He  would  like  to  make  a  few  re- 
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marks  on  the  way  in  which  it  was 
brought  before  the  House.  It  might  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
for  two  Sessions  he  had  had  a  Motion 
on  the  subject  on  the  Paper.  He  had 
balloted  for  it,  and  on  one  or  two  occa- 
sions he  had  been  fortunate  enough  to 
gain  a  time  to  bring  it  on;  but  on 
tiiose  occasions  he  was  obliged  to  give 
way  to  Government  Business,  which  he 
oomd  not  but  admit  was  much  more  im- 
portant. On  the  present  occasion,  the 
question  had  passed  into  other  hands 
without  any  communication  whatever 
being  made  to  him,  without  any  recjuest, 
he  was  informed,  from  the  inhabitants 
of  the  district;  but  at  the  request  of 
some  committee  in  London,  of  whom  he 
knew  nothing.  He  made  no  complaint 
of  this  nor  of  his  having  been  treated 
in  a  manner  different  from  that  which 
usually  prevailed  in  that  House,  simply 
because  the  Member  who  did  it  was  a 
raw  Member,  and  evidentlv  knew  no- 
thing about  the  courtesies  of  the  House. 
Beyond  that  he  said  nothing  of  the 
matter,  except  that  he  was  gl^  to  have 
assistance,  and  was  particularlv  ^lad  to 
see  an  Irish  Member  taking  such  interest 
in  a  Scotch  grievance.  He  contended, 
in  answer  to  the  argument  of  the  ri^ht 
hon.  and  learned  Lord,  that  the  question 
having  been  decided  in  a  Law  Court  was 
no  longer  a  case  to  be  brought  before 
this  House,  that  that  was  not  so.  Al- 
though half-a-dozen  actions  had  been 
settl^  in  the  Court  of  Session,  it  would 
be  open  for  any  man  to  raise  a  new 
action  on  the  same  ground.  It  was 
therofore  equaUy  open  to  any  man,  and 
thereforo  for  the  House,  to  raise  the 
question  in  a  public  manner,  especially 
in  a  case  whero  public  money  was  at 
stake.  If  it  had  been  a  legal  question 
between  one  man  and  another,  l^en  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Law  would  have 
been  final;  but  it  was  different  where 
the  public  was  concerned.  The  Dukes 
of  Athole  had  roason  to  know  that  not 
only  the  Scotch  but  the  English  public 
had  wide  privilege  of  raising  such  ac- 
tions as  these.  As  against  the  Dukes  of 
Athole  the  case  was  very  scandalous 
indeed.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van  had  stated  the  facts  correctly,  but 
he  did  not  state  all.  At  the  time  the 
Duke  John  began  the  bridge  he  had  it 
in  contemplation  to  build  a  palace 
for  himself  at  a  cost  of  £400,000, 
and  he  had  a  great  desiro  to  get  this 


bridge  made  as  an  approach  to  that 
palace.  That  palace  was  never  finished 
to  this  day.  It  was  now  an  unfinished 
ruin.  But  his  wish  was  to  build  the 
palace  himself  and  to  get  the  bridge 
built  by  public  money.  He  got  him- 
self by  the  Act  made  sole  trustee,  and 
the  moment  he  got  himself  made  trustee 
he  began  ignoring  the  position  of  trustee, 
and  spenmng  money  in  every  way  he 
pleased.  He  was  his  own  contractor, 
supplied  wood  and  lime  out  of  his  own 
groimds,  and  charged  his  own  price  for 
them,  instead  of  having  estimates  and 
public  tenders  as  a  trustee  should. 
He  ^t  grants  of  stone  from  a  neigh- 
bouring proprietor  for  the  bridge,  and 
used  them  for  other  purposes.  Then  he 
bought  land  for  the  purpose,  and  used  it 
for  other  purposes.  More  than  that,  he 
did  not  build  the  bridge  across  the  river 
at  all.  He  actually  built  it  on  dry  land, 
and  then  diverted  tiie  course  of  the  river 
to  run  under  the  bridge.  There  was  no 
need  to  divert  the  nver  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  public.  He  put  the  bridge 
in  such  a  place  that  it  might  make 
an  approach  to  his  palace  when  it  was 
built,  and  a  groat  part  of  the  expense 
was  for  making  and  cutting  this  altera- 
tion in  the  course  of  the  river.  He  was 
his  own  contractor,  he  employed  his  own 
men,  and  paid  them.  Thero  was  no 
separate  record  kept  of  how  the  men 
were  employed  and  how  they  were  en- 
gaged. One  of  the  worst  of  the  charges, 
and  one  the  House  would  admit  the 
Court  of  Session  acted  very  improperly 
in  not  going  into,  was  that  he  borrowed 
money  as  a  trustee.  The  words  of 
the  borrowing  clauses  of  the  Act  were 
that  he  was  entitled  to  borrow  on  behalf 
of  the  trust  £18,000  at  a  rate  not  exceed- 
ing 5  per  cent.  But  what  did  this  Duke 
do  ?  Part  of  the  money  he  lent  him- 
self, and  part  he  borrowed  from  other 
people  at  low  rates  of  interest,  and 
charged  the  trust  for  that  5  per  cent. 
If  that  had  been  done  by  a  Jew  money- 
lender it  would  have  been  called  swind- 
ling ;  but  it  was  done  by  a  great  Duke, 
and  it  was  overlooked.  As  a  trustee,  he 
took  private  pecuniary  profit  out  of  his 
trust.  Scotland  was  a  tolerably  demo- 
cratic country,  but  even  thero  a  great 
Duke  had  great  power,  and  he  was  able 
in  the  Court  of  Session  to  have  his  case 
considered  with  a  great  leaning  towards 
himself.  For  nearly  50  yecu^s  he  had  not 
rendered  accounts  as  requirod  annually 
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by  the  Aot,  and  when  he  was  asked 
by  the  Government  to  render  them  they 
did  not  exist.  It  was  believed  that  the 
aooounts  were  manufactured  by  one  of 
his  own-  agents,  and  thus  could  not  be 
otherwise  than  unfair  to  the  public.  These 
circumstances  ought  to  have  put  him  out 
of  Court  altogether,  and  so  they  would  if 
he  had  not  been  a  great  Duke.  Then  the 
borrowing  of  money  at  a  low  rate  and 
charging  a  high  rate  was  going  on  for  some 
50  or  60  years,  and  the  amount  on  that 
account  &at  this  bridge-trust  had  been 
unjustly  charged  would  show  now  over 
£100,000.  Each  Duke  of  Athole  had 
continued  the  practice  till  he  had  called 
attention  to  it,  and  then  to  get  over  the 
difficulty  the  present  Duke  paid  up  all 
the  loans  and  lent  the  money  himself, 
and  still  charged  5  per  cent,  without 
ever  attempting  to  ascertain  whether 
on  the  security  of  the  pontages  he 
could  not  obtain  money  at  a  lower  rate 
than  5  per  cent.  As  a  trustee,  he  was 
bound  m  common  honesty  to  ti^  to  find 
out  if  he  could  get  money  at  a  lower  rate 
than  5  per  cent.  Each  of  the  Dukes  of 
Athole  had  acted  wrongly  in  the  trust, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  there  was  very  good 
ground  for  the  granting  by  the  House 
of  Commons  of  a  Commission  to  inq  uire 
into  the  manner  these  acoountshad  been 
manufactured,  and  particularly  as  to  the 
payment  of  the  interest,  for  that  was 
never  properly  gone  into  by  the  Court 
of  Session ;  for  both  as  regarded  that,  and 
as  regarded  the  rents  of  certain  houses, 
the  accountant  employed  by  the  Court 

?assed  them  over  as  not  in  his  remit, 
'hese  were  strong  points,  and  should 
be  properly  gone  into.  He  considered 
the  public  interest  was  at  stake,  and  that 
the  House  would  be  justified  in  granting 
this  Commission. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  May  I  be 
permitted  to  explain  that  in  Scotland 
the  public  have  the  right  to  sue  as  indi- 
viduals— that  is  to  say,  the  individual 
member  of  the  public  may  vindicate 
the  rights  of  the  public  at  large;  but 
I  entirely  demur  to  the  statement  that 
an  individual  proprietor  may  be  sued 
again  and  again  as  many  times  as 
there  are  members  of  the  public.  For- 
tunately there  are  limitations  to  that 
right.  I  will  only  add  that  it  never  oc- 
curred to  me,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
would  occur  to  anyone  who  reads  the 
papers,  of  a  tried  which  extended  from 
May  to  December,  1872,  to  say  that  ttie 
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pursuers  of  the  action  did  not  do  the 
best  they  could  on  behalf  of  the  public. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Sir,  I 
cannot  remain  silent  after  the  language 
applied  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell),  who, 
whatever  might  have  been  his  method 
of  introducing  the  question,  will,  I  am 
sure,  be  prepared  to  justify  it  here  or 
anywhere  else.  It  appears  to  me  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  acknowledges  that  for 
two  years  he  has  failed  to  &id  any  sub- 
stantial or  suitable  opportunity  for 
bringing  the  matter  forward,  he  has  to 
a  certain  extent  justified  the  belief  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  go  on  with  this 
question,  or  deal  with  it,  and  for  that 
reason  my  hon.  Friend  felt  justified  in 
taking  the  course  he  has.  I  certainly 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  did 
not  show  his  courtesy  when  he  said  that 
my  hon.  Friend  knew  nothing  of  the 
courtesies  of  this  House.  TMs  is  not 
the  first  time  I  have  heard  language  of 
this  kind  from  the  hon.  Member  directed 
to  Irish  Members,  and  I  rise  to  tell  him 
once  for  all  that  he  occupies  no  position 
in  this  House  which  entitles  him  to  lec- 
ture hon.  Members  about  courtesy,  and 
he  is  not  likely  to  be  selected  as  a  model 
of  courtesy  here  or  anywhere  else. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  :  I  only  want  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  rather  unpro- 
voked attack  made  on  me.  So  far  nrom 
my  thrusting  myself  into  this  business 
unsolicited,  it  is,  on  the  contrary,  true 
that  I  was  requested  by  one  who  has 
suffered  very  much  by  the  dispute  be- 
tween the  people  of  Dunkeld  and  the 
Duke  to  take  up  this  case,  and  the 
main  reason  why  it  was  pressed  on  me 
was  that  it  was  believed  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
was  not  particularly  anxious  to  press  the 
matter.  Of  that  I  know  nothmg ;  and 
the  reason  I  took  it  up  was  practically  in 
fulfilment  of  statements  I  have  made 
that,  considering  the  obligations  Irish 
Members  are  under  to  English  and 
Scotch  Members,  where  there  was  a 
good  cause  for  my  interference  in  Eng- 
Hsh  or  Scotch  affairs  I  should  be  happy 
to  interfere.  I  do  not  care  to  say  more 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  than 
that  I  am  sure  he  is  as  courteous  as  he 
is  accustomed  to  be.  One  word  in  reply 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Ad- 
vocate. I  very  carefidly  avoided  im- 
pugning the  good  faith  of  the  Court  of 
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Session.  Suoh  Courts,  though  not  im- 
maculate, are  so  perhaps  in  meoiy,  and 
it  is  well  in  this  House  not  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  judioial  personages. 
It  is,  at  the  same  time,  quite  right  to 
lay  stress  on  the  fact  that  a  Court  under 
certain  pressure  may  or  may  not  be  able 
to  give  substantial  justice  where  there  is 
a  powerful  party  on  the  one  side  and  a 
party  by  no  means  rich  or  influential  on 
the  other.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  bears  out  my  theory  of  the 
case  in  stating  that  the  litigation  went 
on  for  so  many  years,  and  produced  an 
amount  of  litigation  that  only  one  side 
was  able  to  bear.  An  appeal  to  the 
House  of  Lords  was  not  one  that  the 
other  side  could  possibly  prosecute.  The 
House  has  passed  Acts  deflning  the  posi- 
tion of  trustees,  and  there  is  overwhelm- 
ing evidence  that  their  provisions  have 
been  violated.  For  half-a-centunrit  is  ad- 
mitted that  the  Dukes  of  Athole  have  vio- 
lated this  trust  by  not  rendering  any  ac- 
count. I  hold,  therefore,  that  there  are 
overwhehnin^  reasons  why  this  House, 
as  the  guardian  of  the  public  interest 
and  the  public  moneys,  and  the  guardian 
of  its  own  Acts  of  Parliament,  should  in- 
terfere on  behalf  of  the  poor  people  of 
Dunkeld. 

Mb.  M^LABEN  said,  there  was  one 
thing  which  the  rieht  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  in  his  clear  and  able  ad- 
dress, had  omitted  to  mention,  and  that 
was  that  there  was  a  Parliamentary 
grant  of  £7,000  gjven  in  aid  of  the  cost 
of  this  bridge.  Whenever  Parliament 
gave  a  ffrant  of  public  money.  Parlia- 
ment had  a  ri^ht  to  know  how  it  had  been 
expended.  One  might  well  be  tempted 
to  use  harsh  names  when  one  found 
a  claim  was  made  for  about  £60,000, 
and  that  the  highest  Court  cut  it  down 
to  £18,000.  One  need  not  use  very 
soft  words  in  describinff  such  conduct 
when  ,this  fact  was  looked  at.  There 
was  strong  reason  for  inquiring  as  to 
whether  the  public  had  had  the  benefit 
of  this  Parliamentary  grant.  Another 
point  which  the  light  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  did  not  touch  upon  was, 
that  allegation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Qlasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  that  if  the 
interest  had  been  charged  at  the  low 
rate  at  which  the  money  was  borrowed, 
instead  of  beinff  charjB^ed  5  per  cent,  it 
would  have  made  a  dmerence  of  nearly 
£100,000  in  the  time  over  whidi  it 
had   extended*     The    accountant   ap- 


pointed by  the  Court  to  report  said  it 
was  not  in  his  power  to  take  this  ques- 
tion up  under  the  remit  to  him,  and 
therefore  that  question  still  remained  in 
abeyance.  Taking  into  account,  first,  the 
Parliamentary  grant ;  and,  secondly,  the 
allegation  that  the  Duke  had  not  only 
in  past  years  but  was  now  charging 
6  per  cent  for  money  borrowed ;  whilst, 
with  such  undoubted  security  it  could 
have  been  borrowed  at  a  much  lower 
rate — taking  these  things  into  considera- 
tion, he  thouglit  the  House  had  a  right 
to  inquire  into  tiie  whole  circumstances. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  79;  Noes 
189  :  Majority  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  5.) 


ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT, 

RACECOURSES  (LICENSING)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Anderson^  Sir  Thomas  Chambers^  Sir  James 

Lawrence,) 

[BllJi  76.]      SECOND   BEABnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ANDEESON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  make  any 
lengthened  statement.  The  Bill  was 
before  the  House  the  whole  of  last 
Session ;  but  he  had  not  the  opportunity 
of  bringing  it  forward  for  discussion, 
though  he  was  aware  from  private 
sources  that  it  was  generally  approved 
of,  and  had  the  support  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  and 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.  The  Go- 
vernment, it  appeared,  therefore,  were 
conscious  of  the  necessity  of  giving  to 
the  magistrates  increased  powers  over 
certain  racecourses.  It  had  been  stated 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed  with 
the  view  of  doing  damage  to  a  par- 
ticular dass  of  sport,  and  he  believed 
those  who  opposed  it  opposed  it  chiefly 
on  those  grounds.  But  what  were  in 
reality  the  objections  to  the  Bill?  The 
racing  papers  had  written  very  strongly 
about  himself  and  about  his  Bill,  and 
had  described  him  as  a  ''  sour  Sabba- 
tarian Scotchman  who  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  sport,  and  who  knew  nothing 
whatever  about  it."  Nothing,  however, 
could  be  more  contrary  to  the  fact  than 
that.     He  had  not  only  been  all  his 


Digitized  by 


Google 


689 


Baceoounei 


{COMMONS} 


(Licmeinff)  Bill. 


640 


time  devoted  to  more  than  one  sport, 
but  he  knew  a  great  deal  about  most 
sports,  and  a  good  deal  about  the  sport 
now  under  ducussion.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  do  anything  which  was 
calculated  to  injure  so  noble  a  sport  as 
horse-racing ;  but  these  so-called  racing 
meetings  were  unworthy  of  the  name, 
and  therefore  the  existing  regulations 
required  further  supervision.  Tnere  was 
no  sport  at  all  at  these  meetings — they 
were  mostly  what  were  caUed  ffate-money 
meetings,  and  were  held  for  the  purpose 
of  seUmg  tickets,  of  nefarious  betting, 
and  of  swindling  transactions  in  many 
shapes — very  many  of  them  far  indeed 
from  the  spirit  of  genuine  horse-racing. 
The  Bill  he  introduced  did  not  attempt 
to  put  down  these  meetings,  but  only  to 
put  them  under  magisterial  control.  It 
simply  required  that  those  who  desired 
to  hold  these  meetings  within  10  miles 
of  the  metropolis  should  get  the  magis- 
trates* licence^for  them.  la  that  way  the 
applicant  would  come  before  the  magis- 
trates, and  they  would  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  whether  in  former 
years  a  particular  race  meeting  had  been 
respectably  conducted,  or  whether  it  was 
in  hands  which  would  ensure  its  respect- 
able conduct  in  the  future.  If  mese 
licences  were  required,  the  managers 
would  be  much  more  likely  to  conduct 
their  race-meetings  respectably  than  if 
there  were  no  such  licences.  The  only 
strong  objection  raised  against  ^e  Bill 
was  that  it  applied  only  to  the  small 
district  around  the  metropolis,  and  was 
not  a  general  measure.  That  might  be 
a  defect,  but  although  it  applied  only  to 
the  metropolitan  district,  that  was,  he 
believed,  the  district  in  which  the  greatest 
evils  had  arisen,  and  it  was  considered 
a  sufficient  argument  in  its  favour  that 
those  evils  ought  to  be  checked  at  once. 
There  could  be  little  doubt  that  if  the 
House  declared  that  these  racecourses 
ou^ht  to  be  put  under  wholesome  re- 
stnctions,  the  moral  effect  of  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  would  be  to  make 
managers  of  racecourses  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  look  more  to  the  respectability 
and  good  conduct  of  those  places ;  be- 
cause they  would  feel  that  i^arliament 
having  once  passed  a  Bill  in  this  direc- 
tion would  be  very  likely  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill,  if  racecourses 
continued  to  be  conducted  as  many  of 
them  undoubtedly  now  were.  He  should 
not  trespass  further  on  the  time  of  the 
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House,  but  should  sim|)ly  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  hoped 
the  House  would  support  it,  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  signified  their  approved  of 
it,  and  expressed  therebv  a  belief  that 
it  would  be  productive  of  some  good  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Anderson.) 

Mb.  R.  power,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months,  said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow Chir.  Anderson)  had  told  the  House 
mat  he  was  a  lover  of  sport,  but  he  had 
carefully  abstained  from  telling  them 
what  description  of  sport  it  was  that  he 
loved — whether  rabbit-shooting,  rat- 
catching,  or  dog-fighting.  What  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  contended  was  that 
if  ucences  for  holding  a  race  were  con- 
sidered necessary  the  power  of  granting 
them  should  be  in  tne  hands  of  the 
Jockey  Olub  or  the  Committee  of  the 
Grand  National  Hunt.  This  Bill,  how- 
ever, professed  to  take  it  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Jockey  Club  and  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  magistrates.  He  had 
listened  with  pleasure  to  the  i^ech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  because, 
in  the  first  place,  it  was  a  very  brief 
statement,  and  he  was  certain  that  if  the 
House  was  satisfied  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  him- 
self. The  hon.  Member  had  discharged  a 
duty  towards  society,  and  he  now  appeared 
before  the  House  as  one  of  those  great 
moral  reformers  who  were  so  fashionable 
at  the  present  day.  During  the  Recess 
the  hon.  Member  appeared  to  have  ac- 
cumulated motmtains  of  immaterial 
facts.  He  had  gone  to  some  trouble  in 
examining  the  political  history  of  the 
hon.  Member,  and  he  found  he  de- 
scribed himself  as  an  advanced  Liberal. 
Now  he  (Mr.  Power)  had  never  been 
able  to  find  out  what  an  advanced 
Liberal  was.  It  was  a  happy  and  a 
curious  term,  and  he  supposed  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  meant  that  he 
was  more  enlightened  than  the  ordinary 
run  of  Liberals,  and  less  advanced  than 
the  Radicals.  In  fact,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  an  advanced  Liberal  was  a 
man  who  was  neither  fish,  nor  flesh, 
nor  good  salt  herring.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  comprehend  for  a  moment  the 
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many  pleasures  and  advantages  arising 
from  tiie  andent  pastime  of  horse-racing 
— ^if  lie  could  shake  himself  free  from  afi 
the  fiedse  ideas  that  he  associated  with 
horse-racing — ^then  he  was  certain  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  might  become 
a  warm  patron  of  the  sport,  and  a  more 
advanced  advocate  of  the  free  enjoyment 
of  that  noble  pastime.  Englishmen 
were  naturally  proud  of  the  perfection 
to  which  they  had  brought  horse-racing, 
and  the  hon.  Member  tor  Glasgow  pro- 
posed that  the  London  tradesmen  and 
artizans  must  be  prevented  from  witness- 
ing any  racing  uuless  they  went  to  the 
trouble  or  ^^ense  of  travelling  a  long 
distance,  miat  were  the  reasons,  if 
reasons  they  might  be  called,  for  inter- 
fering with  this  national  sport  ?  He  had 
expected  to  have  heard  something  about 
riots,  disturbances,  or  annoyances  caused 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  district ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  had  carefully  avoided 
alluding  to  rioting  or  disturbances,  for 
he  knew  very  well  mat  he  (Mr.  R.  Power) 
held  in  his  hand  a  report  from  the  police 
court  that  would  immediately  contradict 
such  a  charge;  but  even  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  done  so,  he  could  not 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  had  no 
compassion  for  people  suffering  similarly 
outside  the  radius  of  10  miles  from 
Charing  Cross.  Under  this  Bill  races 
might  be  held  just  outside  the  enchanted 
circle  of  10  nules,  and  he  could  not  but 
believe  that  the  tender  heart  of  the  hon. 
Member  beat  acutely  for  the  whole 
human  race ;  so  that  if  he  succeeded  in 
carrying  this  Bill  he  would  bring  •in 
anotiier  Bill  next  year  extending  the 
present  scale  to  15  miles.  He  knew 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had 
an  expansive  mind,  and  no  doubt  he 
would  go  on  expanding  the  circle  until  it 
included  Punchestown  and  the  Curragh. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  told 
his  constituents  during  the  Recess  that 
if  he  succeeded  in  carrying  this  Bill  he 
would  ffo  on  expanding  the  magic  circle. 
Now,  if  the  scenes  alTeged  existed,  and 
he  did  not  believe  they  did,  for  he  had 
attended  one  or  two  of  the  meetings  in 
question,  there  was  the  common  law  of 
me  land  amply  sufficient  to  cope  with 
any  nuisance  mat  might  exist;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  doubted 
him  upon  that  subject — and  he  knew 
that  Scotchmen  always  required  proof- 
he  could  quote  the  opinions  of  Lord  Ten- 
derden  and  Lord  Justice  Campbell.    He 

VOL.  OOXXXVJLl.  [thied  sbribs.] 


objected  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  most  dangerous  and  per- 
nicious; for  if  once  the  principle  was 
admitted  then  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
Boat  Race,  and  all  such  aquatic  contests 
must  become  things  of  the  past,  because 
a  few  people  might  suffer  temporary 
annoyance.  He  had  looked  over  the 
list  of  stewards  who  generally  patronized 
the  meeting,  and  he  found  the  names  of 
men  highly  and  honourably  connected 
with  the  Turf — the  names,  amongst 
others,  of  the  Duke  of  Montrose,  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton,  and  Lord  Marcus 
Beresford.  Would  those  Noblemen  give 
their  names  if  they  thought  that  the 
gatherings  in  question  tended  to  lower 
horse-racing  in  any  respect  ?  The  stakes 
that  were  run  for  were  by  no  means 
small.  Was  it  because  the  man  who 
paid  his  half-crown  had  as  good  a  view 
of  the  racing  as  those  in  the  betting-ring 
that  this  BiU  was  introduced  to  deprive 
the  London  tradesman  and  the  artizan 
of  his  amusement  ?  This  Bill  would  do 
no  harm  to  the  rich  man,  who  could  go 
aU  over  England  and  the  Continent  in 
search  of  amusement;  but  it  was  in- 
tended for  the  poor  man,  who  was  singled 
out  as  the  victim  of  officious  zeal.  If 
this  Bill  was  passed  for  London,  it  ought 
also  to  be  put  in  force  as  regarded  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  Chester,  and  other 
large  towns  where  the  best  races  in  the 
world  were  held.  He  called  upon  the 
House  to  reject  this  **  advanced  Liberal*' 
idea  of  interfering  with  the  rights  of  tho 
people.  That  the  meetings  in  question 
were  an  annoyance  to  some  he  did  not 
deny ;  but  there  were,  indeed,  few  of 
the  occupations  or  pleasures  of  life  that 
did  not  disturb  somebody's  equanimity. 
Why,  what  an  annoyance  and  what  a 
nuisance  a  political  demonstration  must 
be  to  nervous  people.  What  a  nuisance 
a  procession  must  be  to  some  persons. 
Aye,  even  an  organ  grinder  or  an  itine- 
rant street  preacher  caused  annoyance. 
Yet  those  annoyances  existed,  and  were 
properly  ranked  as  some  of  the  evils 
that  all  mortals  had  to  bear.  He  was 
sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  his  annoyance,  but  did  he  think  of 
coming  to  Parliament  for  redress?  Why, 
there  was  no  greater  annoyance  than  a 
bore,  be  he  a  Parliamentary  or  a  social 
bore ;  and  they  all  knew  how  difficult 
it  was  to  find  a  remedy  for  a  nuisance 
of  that  description,  and  they  also 
knew   that  Parliamentary   resignation 
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was  their  only  resource.  Let  those 
outside  Parliament  learn  the  same 
lesson,  and  instead  of  coming  to  this 
House  for  redress,  let  them  go  to  their 
clergymen  for  consolation.  Their  best 
hope  lay  in  the  Millenium,  and  he  would 
advise  mem  to  wait  with  all  good  pa- 
tience for  the  arriyal  of  that  happy  time. 
In  every  country  there  existed  a  class, 
and  a  most  respectable  dass,  who,  al- 
though they  might  possess  every  plea- 
sure, every  comfort  of  life,  were  never 
satieded — they  must  always  have  some- 
thing to  complain  about,  something  to 
grumble  about,  always  have  a  grievance; 
and  he  thought  that  class  was  repre- 
sented in  the  House,  and  was  ably  re- 
presented, by  the  hon.  Member  for 
ulasgow.  The  most  extraordinary  part 
of  the  proceeding  was  that  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  should  have  to  go  to  Scotland 
for  an  advocate  of  their  grievances.  He 
did  not  think  they  were  wrong  in  doing 
so,  for  the  people  of  Scotland,  not  being 
lovers  of  horse-racing,  were  little  adapted 
for  the  noble  pastime.  Nature  had,  un- 
fortunately, bereft  them  of  almost  all 
sporting  tastes.  Their  country  was  not 
suited  to  the  sport.  Their  dispositions 
were  too  tame  and  their  tempers  too 
even,  and  they  were  a  people  better 
adapted  for  agricultural  pursuits  and 
statistical  societies.  In  saying  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  cast  any  aspersion  on 
the  character  of  the  Scotch  people.  They 
were,  no  doubt,  a  great  people,  not 
easily  disturbed  by  the  frivouties  of  life. 
They  were  accustomed  to  an  air  of 
inelancholy,  and  their  great  productions 
were  snuff,  whiskey,  and  thistles.  If  any- 
one doubted  the  excessive  patriotism  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  let  them 
be  made  aware  of  this  fact,  that  when 
he  left;  his  own  great  country,  fearing 
that  he  might  forget  the  land  of  cakes 
and  ale,  he  came  to  reside  at  36,  Thistle 
Grove,  in  London.  He  (Mr.  R.  Power) 
did  not  know  if  any  of  tne  other  Scotch 
Members  lived  there,  nor  what  might 
be  the  attractions  of  that  romantic  spot ; 
but  without  being  in  any  way  personal, 
he  might  observe  that  thev  had  all  heard 
of  a  certain  quadruped  which  preferred 
thistles  to  oats.  If  fantastical  notions 
of  this  description  became  the  law  of  the 
land,  he  should  not  be  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  on  some 
future  occasion  to  extend  legislation  of 
a  similar  description  to  the  city  he  re- 
presented.   He  talked  about  Ihe  charao- 

Mr*  S,  Power 


ter  of  these  meetings,  but  he  (Mr. 
Power)  had  in  Ids  hand  a  letter  de- 
scribing a  meeting  at  Glasgow,  of  which 
he  woTud  read  a  ww  lines.  The  writer 
said — 

"  I  have  attended  a  Magna  Charta  meeting  in 
London ;  I  have  seen  the  Member  for  Stoke  ad- 
dress his  constituents ;  I  once  saw  a  prize-fight 
near  Birmingham ;  but  the  people  were  aristo- 
crats compared  with  those  I  saw  yesterday.  I 
did  not  think  such  a  horrible-looking  crowd 
could  be  collected  together.  A  Glasgow  mob 
is  par  excellence  ihe  worst  mob  in  the  world.  It 
did  not  talk  much,  but  when  it  did  it  swore. 
Swearing  in  English  is  very  bad,  but  in  Scotch 
it  is  awful.  Only  one  respectable  man  Uvod  in 
Eutherglen,  aud  he  was  hanged  for  murder." 

If  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  deliver 
them  j&om  such  people,  there  might  be 
something  in  it ;  but  evei^one  knew 
that  an  English  race-meetmg  or  an 
English  mob  was  proverbial  for  its  good 
humour.  If  the  Sill  was  to  become  the 
law  of  the  land,  let  the  Scotch  try  it 
themselves  first.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  take  away  from  the  people  a 
popular  sport  whidi  they  had  long  en- 
joyed. It  appeared  some  persons  were 
so  constituted  that  it  annoyed  them  to 
see  others  amused,  while  conversely 
some  people  took  pleasure  in  the  annoy- 
ance of  others.  The  Puritans  hated  buU- 
baiting,  not  because  it  gave  pain  to  the 
bull,  but  because  it  gave  pleasure  to  the 
spectator.  Let  them  take  the  case  of 
fox-hunting.  Every  Irish  Member  was 
a  fox-hunter,  or  at  least  ought  to  be. 
Fox-hunting  might  annoy  a  few  farmers 
whose  fields  were  ridden  over,  but  he 
sh#uld  like  to  know  what  would  be  the 
case  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas^w 
proposed  that  nobody  should  hunt  with- 
out a  magistrate's  licence.  The  philan- 
thropic spirit  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  might  find  better  occupation 
than  in  introducing  Bills  of  this  coercive 
character.  He  might  turn  his  attention 
to  some  Scotch  grievance,  or  framing 
some  vexatious  Question  for  Her  Ma- 
j  esty's  Government — an  occupation  which 
seemed  to  suit  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
tremely well.  The  hon.  Member  had 
begun  at  the  wrong  end.  There  was 
ample  scope  for  the  clergymen  and  the 
philanthropists  in  this  great  city.  In- 
stead of  putting  down  the  poor  man's 
amusement,  let  nim  be  educated  to  re- 
frain from  vice,  to  learn  self-restraint, 
and  to  enjoy  rational  amusement  free 
from  excess.  He  asked  the  House  not 
to  raise  up  a  feeling  of  bitterness  be- 
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tween  the  aristooraoy  and  demooraoy, 
but  to  show  their  liberality  and  sense  of 
jastice  by  voting  against  a  Bill  which 
was  tyrannical  in  principle,  vicious  in  its 
nature,  and  opposed  to  every  doctrine  of 
progress  and  good  government. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Mr.  R.  Power,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  through  the  observa- 
tions which  he  had  made  in  a  manner 
that  did  credit  to  himself,  and  had  been 
appreciated  by  the  House ;  but  he  wished 
to  direct  his  remarks  to  another  branch 
of  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  included  in  this  Bill  a  small 
area  in  the  vicinity  of  the  metropolis, 
and  he  thought  the  House  had  a  right 
to  ask  why,  if  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure was  good,  it  should  be  adopted 
within  this  area,  and  not  extended  to 
Liverpool,  Birmingham,  Manchester, 
and  to  other  large  towns  ?  He  should  be 
the  last  man  to  say  a  word  against  the 
**  great  unpaid."  Justices*  justice  would 
compare  favourably  with  stipendiary  in- 
justice, at  least  in  some  cases ;  but  if  the 
power  proposed  to  be  given  were  con- 
ferred upon  magistrates  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  London,  how  could  it  be 
refused  to  the  magistrates  of  other  great 
cities  ?  He  must,  moreover,  remind  the 
House  that  it  was  not  only  county  ma- 
gistrates— amongst  whom  they  were  oc- 
casionally told  there  existed  clerical  and 
other  somewhat  crotchetty  elements — 
who  were  involved  in  this  question  ;  but 
that,  in  the  case  of  the  vast  majority  of 
racing  fixtures,  it  would  be  the  borough 
bench  to  whom  application  must  be 
made,  the  result  of  which  might  be  that 
the  oldest  and  most  popular  gatherings 
in  the  Kingdom  would  be  annually  de- 
pendent upon  a  chance  majority  upon 
the  local  borough  bench.  The  House 
would  remember  that  during  the  last  year 
very  considerable  alterations  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  the  rules  of  racing, 
and  the  powers  of  the  Jockey  Club  with 
regard  to  the  regulation  of  races  had  been 
materially  increased.  They  could  deal  with 
abases  in  regard  to  racing,  and  imder 
the  powers  which  they  now  possessed. 


they  oould  virtually  prohibit  any  raoinff 
against  which  reasonable  objection  could 
be  taken.  They  had  power  to  prohibit 
in  the  Official  Calendar  any  meetings 
which  they  chose  to  place  under  their 
ban,  and  the  effect  of  their  doing  so 
woidd  be  to  prevent  any  horse  or  indivi- 
dual who  took  part  in  such  a  meeting 
from  appearing  on  any  racecourse  where 
the  rules  of  the  Jockey  Club  were  en- 
forced; which,  he  need  not  say,  amounted 
to  an  absolute  prohibition.  It  might  be 
urged  against  nis  view  that  the  Jockey 
Club  was  an  irresponsible  body,  self- 
elected,  and  not  amenable  to  control  ; 
but  in  practice  it  left  full  authority  in 
the  hands  of  the  stewards.  The  stewards 
of  the  Jockey  Club  at  this  moment 
were  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Lincoln  (Sir  John  Astley),  a 
noble  Lord  a  Member  of  Her  Majes^'s 
Government  (Lord  Hardwicke},  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  led  Her  Majesty's  Op- 
position (the  Marquess  of  Hartington). 
He  thought  that  the  conduct  of  racing 
aflPairs  might  be  more  satisfactorily  al- 
lowed to  remain  in  the  hands  of  such  a 
tribunal  than  transferred  to  a  body  of 
magistrates  var3ring  in  diflPerent  locali- 
ties, of  whom  the  House  had  no  know- 
ledge. It  was  right  he  should  mention 
that  the  powers  possessed  under  the 
rules  of  the  Jockey  Club  had  not  been 
allowed  to  remain  a  dead  letter ;  for,  in 
the  case  of  one  of  the  very  meetings 
comprehended  within  the  present  Bill — 
West  Drayton — the  Jockey  Club  had  re- 
cently taken  steps  which  had  put  a  stop  to 
the  meeting  in  a  summary  manner,  in 
consequence  of  irregularities  which  had 
been  brought  to  their  notice.  He 
might  be  told  that  many  of  these 
meetings  were  not  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Jockey  Club,  because  the 
sports  were  steeplechasing  and  hurdle- 
racing.  Those  races,  however,  were 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  an  analogous 
body,  the  Grand  National  Hunt  Com- 
mittee, and  they  had  rules  in  the  same 
direction  as  the  Jockey  Club.  The 
meetings  at  West  Drayton,  Streatham, 
and  Enfield,  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  had  been  put  down  because 
the  payment  of  the  stakes  had  not  been 
made  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
rules.  The  magistrates  already  possessed 
considerable  power  in  regard  to  racing. 
They  could  refuse  to  issue  occasional 
licences  for  the  supply  of  refreshments, 
and  he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
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should  get  the  magistrates  to  ezeroise 
the  power  they  already  possessed  before 
he  asked  the  House  to  confer  new 
powers  on  them.  He  had  not  been  to 
any  of  these  meetings  for  years,  and 
probably  should  never  go  again — ^not 
that  that  constituted  any  reason  why 
such  gatherings  ouffht  to  be  summarily 
abolished — ^but  he  did  not  think  that  this 
measure  would  be  the  best  way  of  re- 
medying the  evil  complained  of.  He 
shoidd  therefore  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OHAPIIN  said,  he  was  not  an 
ardent  supporter  of  suburban  race  meet- 
ings. They  were  undoubtedly  at  times 
a  considerable  nuisance  to  their  neigh- 
bours, and  not  conducive  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  Turf.  At  the  same  time, 
they  could  not  forget  that  these  meetings 
afforded  considerable  amusement  to  a 
large  number  of  people,  and  that  fact 
should  not  be  disregarded.  Tbe  Turf 
was  an  institution  wmch,  like  all  other 
institutions,  was  open  to  abuse,  but  it 
possessed  many  advantages,  and  he  had 
its  interests  warmly  at  heart.  Whatever 
abuses  might  exist,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  best  way  to  remove  them  was  to 
make  the  holding  of  those  meetings  de- 
pend upon  the  magistrates.  The  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  limit  the  Bill  to 
within  10  miles  of  London  and  to  meet- 
ings established  within  the  past  20  years ; 
but  it  must  be  obvious  that  they  could 
not  impose  any  limits  of  mileage  to  such 
a  principle,  and  if  it  were  extended  to  15 
miles  Epsom  would  be  included.  Did 
anyone  think  that  Parliament  or  the 
country  would  place  the  Derby  under 
the  control  of  the  magistrates  of  the 
county  ?  The  thing  was  preposterous ; 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  lefb  to  the  racing  autho- 
rities. 

Me.  ASSHETON  said,  his  sympathies 
ran  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  proved 
the  Preamble  of  his  Bill  out  of  the 
mouths  of  his  opponents.  He  believed 
the  suburban  meetings  were  looked  upon 
with  much  disfavour  by  the  Jockey 
Club.  They  had  heard,  however,  that 
the  attention  of  the  racing  authorities 
had  been  called  to  the  evil,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  BiU  should  not 
bo  pressed  to  a  division,  in  order  that 
time  might  be  given  to  the  racing 
authorities  to  reform  the  abuses  which 
existed. 

Mr,  «7.  Zotcther 


Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  there  was  no  question  that  at  these 
suburban  meetings  there  had  been 
scenes  which  the  Jockey  Club  dis- 
approved, and  the  Depcurtment  with 
wnich  he  was  connectea  had  received 
incessant  complaints  of  the  disturbances 
created  at  the  races  and  of  the  abuses 
which  had  occurred.  It  certainly  had 
been  a  source  of  disquietude  that  these 
abuses  should  be  allowed  to  continue. 
Not  being  so  much  mixed  up  with 
racing  matters  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  (Mr.  Lowther),  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  powers  which  had  been  given  to 
the  racing  authorities,  and  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  those  authorities  had  at  last 
woke  up  to  the  fact  that  they  should  put 
a  stop  to  the  abuses.  He  would  rather 
leave  the  matter  to  the  proper  racing 
authorities  than  create  a  fresh  authority 
for  the  purpose.  He  knew  that  these 
meetings  tended  immensely  to  degrade 
racing,  and  that  they  did  an  immense 
injury  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
metropolis — an  amount  of  injury  which 
was  almost  incalculable.  We  could  not 
be  certain  that  the  object  aimed  at  could 
not  be  attained  in  a  better  way  than 
that  proposed  by  this  Bill.  He  should 
therefore  wish  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  to  allow  his  Bill  to  drop  for 
the  time,  in  order  to  see  what  the 
action  of  the  existing  authorities  might 
be ;  and  if  that  shoiud  prove  insufficient, 
then  something  in  the  nature  of  this 
Bill  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  pro- 
tect the  neighbourhood  of  the  metropolis 
from  scenes  such  as  had  very  much  dis- 
graced them  on  the  occasions  under 
consideration. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  said,  as  far  as 
he  could  understand  the  matter,  the 
Jockey  Club  really  exercised  no  control » 
whatever  over  these  suburban  meetings. 
The  object  of  them  was  simply  to  get 
the  gate-money.  At  other  race-meet- 
ings that  plan  was  not  so  extensively 
acted  upon,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
reasons  he  presumed,  why  this  Bill 
should  be  limited  to  the  proposed  area. 
The  system  of  local  meetings  was  not 
practised  elsewhere  as  it  was  in  the 
suburban  area.  These  meetings,  together 
with  some  persons  fond  of  sport,  brought 
together  large  crowds  of  others,  who 
came  distinctly  with  the  intention  of 
committing  crime  in  the  neighbourhood, 
and  these  persons  interfered  materially 
with  the    value    of  property   in  those 


Digitized  by 


Google 


649 


Racecourses 


{Jantjaey  i9,  1878)  {lAcenBing)  Bill 


neighbourhoods.  When  they  found 
that  as  many  as  eight  raoe-meetings  were 
held  close  to  the  metropolis,  they  would 
see  that  it  had  grown  into  a  nuisance 
that  did  not  exist  in  other  places.  He 
knew  that  this  BiU  would  be  opposed 
by  many  of  the  supporters  of  legitimate 
sport ;  but  he  would  ask  them  to  reflect 
upon  the  fact  that  not  one  horse  ever 
went  to  these  meetings  that  could  be  sold 
for  more  than  about  £20,  and  that  the 
meetings  were  principally  promoted  by 
publicans  to  serve  their  own  interests. 
It  was,  therefore,  idle  to  pretend  that 
these  meetings  promoted  the  love  of 
sport,  or  the  improvement  of  the  breed 
of  horses.  No  one  who  wanted  a  good 
horse  would  dream  of  attending  these 
meetings  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing 
one.  £f  these  races  were  advocated  on 
the  score  that  they  administered  to  the 
amusement  of  the  poor,  he  would  say 
that  he  doubted  whether  any  poor  man 
ever  resorted  to  them  in  order  to  enjoy 
fair  honest  sport ;  but  they  were  rather 
resorted  to  by  the  dregs  of  the  population 
for  a  very  different  purpose  from  that  of 
amusement.  He  feared  the  Jockey  Club 
could  do  nothing  in  the  matter,  and  he 
should  therefore  support  the  Bill,  though 
he  feared  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  would  stand  a  poor  chance 
of  success. 

Mr.  ANDEESON,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  had  spoken  briefly  in  making  the 
Motion,  because  he  could  not  anticipate 
what  objections  would  be  urged  to  it,  so 
he  would  now  enter  a  little  into  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill  and  answer  the  objec- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  below  him  (Mr. 
R.  Power)  had  made  a  very  irrelevant 
speech,  as  the  largest  part  of  what  he  said 
had  little  to  do  with  the  Bill  at  all.  He 
treated  it  as  a  Bill  to  put  down  and 
discourage  horse  -  racing,  whereas  it 
merely  sought  to  regulate  it,  and  to  put 
down  abuses.  It  was  in  no  sense  a  Bill 
to  stop  the  amusements  of  the  poorer 
class.  The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  in 
strong  condemnation  of  the  mobs  that 
gathered  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Glas- 
gow ;  but  he  might  tell  the  hon.  Member 
that  if  there  was  a  meeting  at  Glasgow 
at  which  there  were  large  crowds  of 
roughs,  they  were  entirely  composed  of 
the  Irish  element.  He  had  limited  the 
area  to  which  his  Bill  applied  because  the 
evils  so  far  only  extended  over  a  limited 
area.  He  had  been  asked  what  facts  he 
had  laid  before  the  Government  to  justify 
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his  Bill.  It  was  entirely  imnecessary  to 
lay  any  facts  before  them,  for  they  knew 
the  facts  perfectly  well,  and  last  year 
they  cordially  approved  of  this  BiU,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  had  told  them 
that  still  he  would  approve  of  such  a 
Bill  if  it  was  impossible  for  the  Jockey 
Club  to  deal  with  these  race-meetings. 
He  believed  he  could  show  that  the 
Jockey  Club  would  be  unable  to  deal 
with  them,  for  these  new  rules  had  been 
in  existence  more  than  a  year  without 
effect.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Jockey  Club,  through  his  Bill  of  last 
year,  had  been  driven  into  attempting 
to  check  the  abuses  which  had  become 
so  notorious ;  but  that  Club  had  no  real 
power  in  the  matter.  It  was  said  they 
could  take  steps  which  would  prevent 
horses  which  had  run  at  the  suburban 
race-meetings  going  to  more  respectable 
meetings ;  but  the  owners  of  such  horses 
did  not  want  them  to  go  to  more  respect- 
able meetings,  and  plenty  of  jockeys  could 
be  found  of  the  class  that  was  wanted. 
There  was  a  class  of  horses  that  never  could 
go  to  respectable  meetings.  The  winner 
at  Eltham  races  was  sold  for  £25,  and 
that  being  so,  he  left  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
conjecture  what  could  have  been  the 
price  of  the  losers.  It  was  not  regular 
racing  men  that  attended  these  races,  and 
nearly  all  the  steps  taken  by  the  Jockey 
Club  had  been  failures.  The  most  recent 
races  had  been  characterized  by  the  same 
abuses  as  before.  They  were  not  fair 
races,  because  the  winning  horses  and 
the  losing  ones  were  known  beforehand. 
The  horse  that  was  to  win  was  an  ar- 
ranged matter.  They  were  a  great 
nuisance  in  the  neighbourhood.  A 
detective  officer  from  Scotland  Yard 
had  been  engaged  to  attend  four 
days'  racing  at  Kingsbury,  and  his 
report  was  a  melancholy  picture  of 
the  kind  of  racing  they  had  to  deal 
with.  He  said  that  the  roulette  table 
was  busy,  and  so  were  some  50  betting 
men  in  and  about  the  ring ;  ihe  betting 
for  the  most  part  was  as  unfair  as  the 
racing,  and  card-sharping  was  carried 
on  with  the  greatest  of  ease.  With  all  his 
— the  officer's — experience  he  had  never 
seen  a  greater  number  of  scoundrels  and 
blackguards  collected  together  before  in 
his  life.  The  promoters  of  such  meetings 
did  not  care  a  jot  for  the  Jockey  Club, 
and  simply  laughed  at  it.    He,  there- 
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fore,  claimed  the  vote  of  the  Under  Home 
Secretary,  because  the  Jockey  Club  was 
utterly  powerless  to  remedy  the  evil. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  84 ;  Noes 
82  :  Majority  2.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday. 


LIBEL  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{^Mr.  Hutchinsony  Br.  Cameron^  Mr,  Cowenf  Mr, 
PuleHon,  Mr.  Morley^  Mr.  Waddy,  Mr.  Edward 
Jenkins f  Colonel  Oourley.) 

[bill  81.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  HUTCHINSON,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  the  Motion  had  acci- 
dentally come  into  his  hands,  as  it  should 
have  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen). 
He  supported  the  Bill,  but  had  had  no 
part  in  drawing  it  up.  It  had  been 
framed  under  the  auspices  of  the  Pro- 
vincial Newspaper  Society,  which  repre- 
sented about  600  newspapers  published 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land  and  of  the  most  diverse  political 
opinions.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
connected  with  the  Bill  had  not  come 
forward  on  account  of  a  special  interest 
of  their  own ;  but  because  of  their  special 
knowledge  and  long  familiarity  with  the 
defects  of  the  existmg  system  they  were 
most  qualified  to  give  evidence  on  the 
subject.  It  was  not  for  the  first  time 
that  controversy  had  been  raised  on  this 
subject  in  the  House  of  Commons.  In 
the  Sessions  of  1867,  1868,  and  1869 
proposals  almost  identical  with  those  in 
many 'respects  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  submit  passed  the  second  reading, 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Law  OiQ&cers 
of  the  Crown,  and  were  only  prevented 
going  further  bv  sheer  want  of  time,  or 
other  causes  which  he  need  not  now 
particularly  refer  to.  The  declaration, 
therefore,  in  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill, 
**  that  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
of  libel,"  rested  on  repeated  Parliamen- 
tary decisions.  He  would,  in  the  first 
instance,  give  a  brief  summary  of  the 

Mr,  Anderson 


Bill.  A  public  newspaper  was  defined 
to  be  a  newspaper  registered  at  the 
General  Post  Office,  or  entered  at  Sta- 
tioners' Hall,  and  it  was  provided  that 
any  report  of  a  publ\c  meetmg  published 
in  such  a  paper  should  be  exempt  from 
any  action  for  libel  providing  it  was  a 
true  and  fair  report  of  a  meeting  of  a 
representative  character,  and  that  the 
report  was  bond  fide  and  without  actual 
malice,  and  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business.  The  House  would  observe 
that  the  language  was  very  peculiar — 
the  meeting  must  be  of  a  "representa- 
tive character."  That  phrase  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Attorney  General  (Sir  John 
Eolt)  who  was  in  office  in  1867,  as  he 
distrusted  the  ambiguity  of  the  term 
**  public  meeting."  By  public  meet- 
ing of  a  representative  character  was 
meant  a  meeting  at  which  reporters 
were  present,  and  at  which  the  spealcers 
were  speaking  under  some  degree  of 
responsibility  to  public  opinion ;  and 
although  it  might  be  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  give  a  terse  definition  of  some- 
thing so  complicated  in  its  character, 
he  thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  deciding  what  was  a  public  meeting 
should  the  issue  ever  be  raised.  Thus, 
then,  repeatedly  as  the  House  had 
affirmed  that  the  reports  of  public  pro- 
ceedings should  be  held  to  be  exempt 
from  actions  for  libel,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  now  reverse  that  deci- 
sion. While  the  Bill  took  care  of  the 
newspaper,  it  was  also  mindful  of  the 
interests  of  any  individual  who  might 
consider  himself  aggrieved.  He  could 
if  he  pleased  claim  to  have  an  explana- 
tion or  contradiction  inserted  in  the 
newspaper,  and  that  claim  must  be 
allowed.  That  was  in  accordance  with 
the  maxim  that  where  there  was  a 
wrong  there  should  be  a  remedy.  The 
Bill  went  still  further  in  the  same  equit- 
able direction,  for  it  provided  that  if  any 
person  should  at  such  a  meeting  utter 
matter  which  came  under  the  operation 
of  the  law  of  libel  he  should  himself  bo 
as  much  responsible  as  though  that 
matter  had  been  written  and  printed  by 
himself.  On  that  point  Lord  Lyndhurst 
said,  that  a  man  who  went  to  a  public 
meeting  knowing  that  the  words  he 
uttered  would  be  taken  down  and  sent 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land,  and  uttered  words  which  were 
libellous  was  morally,  and  ought  to  be 
legally,  as  liable  as  the  man  who  printed 
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them.  Sir  Jolm  Karslakey  when  Solicitor 
General,  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  a 
clause  of  that  kind  would  work  extremely 
well.  He  hoped  that  up  to  this  point 
the  proposals  of  the  measure  would 
command  the  sympathy  of  the  House. 
He  would  not  linger  on  Clause  4,  which 
provided  that  the  defendant  in  an  action 
for  libel  might  pay  money  into  Court  by 
way  of  amends.  Clause  5  was  what  was 
known  as  the  40«.  clause,  and  according 
to  it  a  defendant  should  not  be  mulcted 
in  damages  or  costs  to  a  greater  amount 
than  40*.,  except  the  Judge  should  certify 
that  there  had  been  malice.  To  this 
latter  clause  he  proposed  to  add — 
**  Except  the  jury  shall  find,  and  the 
Judge  shall  certify,  that  there  was 
malice."  That  would  make  the  clause 
more  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of 
British  law.  He  now  came  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill,  which  related  to  criminal 
prosecutions.  It  was  proposed  that  no 
proprietor  of  a  public  newspaper  should 
be  Hable  to  a  prosecution  of  that  character 
unless  he  was  himself  either  the  author, 
the  joint  author,  or  the  writer  of  the 
alleged  libel ;  unless  he  had  seen,  or  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  it,  prior  to 
publication ;  or  unless  he  omitted  from 
any  cause  whatever,  when  required  to 
do  so  in  writing,  to  give  the  name 
of  the  author  or  writer.  There  were 
other  conditions  to  which  he  need  not 
advert;  but  the  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  make  clear  by  Statute  that 
with  respect  to  which  the  Judges  of 
the  land  were  at  the  present  moment 
divided  in  opinion.  There  could  be  no 
question  that  in  a  matter  of  this  im- 
portance, where  such  weighty  public 
interests  were  involved,  directly  contrary 
interpretations  of  the  law  had  been  ^iven 
by  the  highest  functionaries  appointed 
to  administer  it ;  and  surely  there  was  a 
necessity  here  for  something,  were  it 
only  in  the  nature  of  a  declaratory 
enactment,  which  should  reveal  the  true 
intent  and  meaning  of  the  existing 
Statutes.  If  a  j  oumalist  refused  to  com- 
ply with  any  of  the  conditions  of  the 
present  Bill,  he  would  thereby  himself 
assume  the  responsibilities  of  authorship, 
and,  under  the  jneasure,  he  would  be 
justly  left  to  bear  the  consequences. 
The  Bill  likewise  provided  for  securities 
against  the  setting-up  of  criminal  prose- 
cutions by  men  of  straw,  by  demanding 
that  the  person  who  brought  such  an 


action  should  enter  into  his  own  recog- 
nizances to  proceed,  and  should  find 
securities  for  costs  in  case  they  should  be 
awarded  against  him.  It  also  provided 
for  the  same  kind  of  security  against 
what  the  late  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  had 
termed ''pettifogging attorneys."  Fur- 
ther, the  Bill  demanded,  in  order  that  a 
criminal  prosecution  might  not  be  kept 
hanging  perpetually  over  the  head  of  the 
unfortunate  journalist,  that  the  prose- 
cutor should  within  one  year  after  plead- 
ing bring  the  matter  to  an  issue.  To 
that  clause,  also.  Sir  John  Karslake  in 
1867  gave  his  unqualified  approval.  In 
short,  while  the  Bill  endeavoured  to  pro- 
vide some  security  for  the  Press,  it  had 
also  regard  to  the  security  of  the  indi- 
vidual, and  while  proceeding  on  the 
principle  that  the  general  welfare  was 
the  supreme  consideration,  it  tried  to 
bring  that  principle  into  harmony  with 
private  rights.  There  were  niany  in- 
stances in  which  newspapers  had  suffered 
from  the  present  state  of  the  law.  In 
1876,  The  Manchester  Courier,  a  highly 
respectable  Conservative  journal,  was 
condemned  in  heavy  costs  for  publishing 
the  proceedings  of  a  Board  of  Guardians, 
though  the  paper  gave  insertion  to  two 
letters  of  explanation. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  bein^  found  present, 

Mr.  HUTCHINSON  proceeded.  TJie 
Times  newspaper  was  prosecuted  for 
denouncing  the  concoctcrs  of  a  great 
commercial  fraud — some  eminent  mer- 
chants subscribed  a  large  sum  of  money 
and  presented  it  to  the  proprietors  of 
The  Times ;  but  they,  instead  of  applying 
the  money  to  their  own  purposes,  founded 
therewith  a  scholarship  in  a  great  public 
school.  On  whatever  side  of  the  House 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  sit,  or  in  what- 
ever part  of  the  country  one  might  live, 
it  might  be  said  of  The  Times,  in  language 
like  that  applied  by  the  late  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  to  Lord  Palmerston — "  We  are  all 
proud  of  it."  The  measure  did  not  refer 
to  Scotland  but  only  to  England  and 
Ireland.  Scotland  was  already  in  pos- 
session of  the  immunities  which  he 
desired  to  see  extended  to  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  North  of  the  Tweed 
there  were  no  criminal  prosecutions  for 
libel.    It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  in 
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Scotland  offenoos  against  the  libel  law 
were  almost  unknown.    There  a  jour- 
nalist was  put  upon  his'  honour,  which 
weighed  more  heavily  and  constantly 
upon  his  conscience  than  pecunianr  and 
aU  other  penalties.     Why  should    not 
there  be  an  assimilation  of  the  law  all 
over  the  United    Bongdom,  especially 
when  the  tone  of  the  Press  was  un- 
doubtedly becoming    more    courteous, 
more   generous  and  forbearing  in^  pro- 
portion as  the  code  by  which  it  was  regu- 
lated became  milder  ?  Putting  Scotland 
out  of  the  question,  there  remained  the 
fact    that    in    England,    Ireland,   and 
Wales  there  were  1,188  provincial  news- 
papers, and  that  last  year  there  were 
only  a  score  of  actions  brought  tigainst 
them  for  libel.    In  some  of  these  cases 
a  verdict  was  given  for  the  plaintiff ;  and 
in  others,  where  the  defendant  was  cast 
in  damages,  the  public  had  stepped  for- 
ward to  indemnify  him.    He  knew  it 
might    be    said   that    a    new  form  of 
journalism  was  springing  up  which  de- 
manded stringent  and  cogent  regula- 
tions; but  he  would  point  out  that  the 
articles  which  appeared  in  such  publica- 
tions were  not    quoted  in  respectable 
newspapers.  He  regretted  that  journals 
of  that  new  form  should  be  bought  and 
read   by  respectable  people;    but  the 
absurdity  of  the  thing  was  that  the  very 
classes  who  were  most  alarmed  at  what 
they  called  the  "  licenceipf  journalism  " 
were  precisely  the  classes  who  supported 
these  chiefs  of  sinners.  Society,  in  short, 
created  that  which  it  affected  to  deplore, 
and  desired  new  safeguards  against  an 
ovil  which  was  to  be  attributed  only  to 
its  own  shortcomings.     In  this  country 
public  opinion  was  the  ultimate  court  of 
appeal.    The  wiser  policy  was  to  leave 
the  newspapers  lar|^ely  to  the  influence 
of  that  potent  pubhc  opinion.    It  was 
said  that  the  Judge  himself  was  con- 
demned when  a  criminal  man  was  ac- 
quitted, and  so  it  might  be  true  that  the 
law  itself  had  feJlen  into  disrepute  when 
the  punishment  exceeded  the  offence. 
The    hon.    Gentleman    concluded    by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Mutchinaon.) 


freedom  of  the  Press,  but  it  was  also  well 
known,  he  believed,  that  he  was  anxious 
for  the  accuracy  of  reporting.    The  pre- 
sent Bill  attempted  to  reverse  the  prin- 
ciple of  Lord  Campbell's  Act  with  re- 
gard to  slanders  and  libels.     The  prin- 
ciple of  Lord  Campbell's  Act  was  that 
whoever  published  a  libel  was  liable  to 
action  or  to  indictment  for  that  publica- 
tion, and  that  law  extended  to  the  re- 
ports of  speeches  made — whether  in  that 
House,  at  public  meetings,  or  in  muni- 
cipal assemblies — in  fact,  to  all  reports. 
Well,  he  held  that  that  principle  which 
Lord  Campbell,  who  had  himself  been  a 
reporter  in  the  Gallery  of  that  House, 
enacted  when  he  became  Lord  Chancellor, 
was  just  and  essential  at  once  to  the 
preservation  of  private  character  and  to 
the  restraint  of  tne  publication  of  matters 
defamatory  or  libellous.    Now,  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  was  that  the  reporter 
should  not  be  liable — he  was  not  liable 
now — for  what  he  reported  as  having 
been  said  by  any  speaker ;  and  it  went 
further,  and  said  that  the  proprietor  of 
a  newspaper  should  not  be  fiable  for  the 
report  of  anything  contained  in  a  news- 
aper,  however  defamatory  or  libellous. 
Jut  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
person  who  was  reported  to  have  spoken 
the  words  should  be  liable.     Why,  that 
rendered  every  speaker  liable  for  the 
actions  of   persons  who  were   not   his 
agents,  and  over  whose  conduct  he  had 
no  control.     That  was  a  manifest  viola- 
tion of  the  first  principles  of  law  and 
justice.     He  had  seen  in  the  Provincial 
tress  reporte  of  his  own  speeches  which 
he  could  scarcely  recognize,  and  even 
lately  he  saw  in  the  papers  five  different 
versions  of  a  speech  which  he  made  in 
that  House  that  Session,  and  they  all 
differed.    Was  he  to  be  liable  for  what 
appeared    in    all    those    five    different 
versions  ? 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjoumod  at  a  quart(a> 
aftor  Eight  o  dock. 
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rested  with  its  opponents.    It  was  for 
them  to  show  that  in  the  administration 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  30^A  January ^  1878. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  BiLLB—Ordered— First 
J^adtftff— Dental  Practitioners  ♦  [96] ;  Thresh- 
ing Machines  *  [971. 

Second  Reading — Public  Baths  and  Washhovises* 
[37]. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Cofnmittee — 
Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment  [231. 

Third  Reading — Parliamentary  Elections  (Me- 
tropolis) *  [14],  QsiApatsed, 


NOTICE    OF   MOTION. 


THE  VOTE  OF  CREDIT. 

Captain  PIM  gave  Notice  that  to- 
morrow, on  the  Motion  for  the  Vote  of 
Credit,  he  should  move  as  an  Amend- 
nient  the  following  Resolution  : — 

**  That  this  House,  while  giving  Her  Majesty's 
Government  due  credit  for  having  hitherto 
maintained  the  policy  determined  upon  after  the 
solemn  assurances  given  on  his  saored  word  of 
honour  by  His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Czar,  pub- 
lished in  the  Lottdon  Gazette  by  his  own  request, 
on  the  21st  November,  1876,  that  he  desired 
only  the  safety  of  the  Christians  and  aimed  at 
no  aggrandizement  whatever,  is  of  opinion  that 
those  assurances  are  being  deliberately  evaded 
by  the  proposed  terms  of  peace  and  the  advance 
of  the  Russian  army,  and  believes  that  the  time 
has  now  arrived  when  immediate  action  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain  is  an  absolute  necessity. 
And  the  House  requests  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  to  lay  ujpon  the  Table  forthwith  the  esti- 
mates for  placing  the  Navy  and  Army  on  a  war 
footing." 


ORDERS     OF    THE    LAY. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  EVIDENCE  AMEND- 
MENT BILL— [Bill  23.] 
{Mr.  AtAlef/,  Mr.  Ruteell  Oumey,  Mr.  Clive,) 
SECOND    BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  as  the  measure  was  before  the 
House  last  Session,  he  would  avoid  re- 
peating again  what  he  said  on  ilie  pre- 
vious occasion,  and  he  contended  that 
the  burden  of  proof  that  the  measure 
ought  not  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  House 


of  justice  there  should  be  a  rule  con- 
trary to  what  common  sense  and  the 
practice  of  ordinary  life  would  primd 
/flWJ*^ sanction;  and  that  the  Criminal  Law 
should  be  an  exception  to  the  general 
law  as  to  the  admission  of  the  parties 
themselves  to  give  evidence  in  the  inte- 
rests of  truth.  The  Preamble  of  the 
Bill  recited  that  it  was  expedient  for  the 
better  administration  of  justice  that,  in 
criminal  cases,  both  as  regtirded  the  con- 
viction of  offenders  and  the  acquittal  of 
the  innocent,  the  accused  and  their  wives 
or  husbands  should  be  permitted  to  give 
evidence.  The  rule  that  prisoners  should 
not  be  examined  originated  in  the  tyran- 
nical conduct  of  the  Judges  at  the  time 
of  the  Eevolution.  As  the  reason  had 
disappeared,  and  as  he  believed  for  ever, 
the  rule  ought  also  to  vanish.  The 
change  iie  now  proposed  would  tend  to 
the  surer  conviction  of  the  guilty,  while 
it  would  afford  a  greater  chance  of  escape 
to  the  innocent.  He  did  not  suppose 
there  was  a  Member  of  the  House  who 
would  not  wish,  if  he  were  charged  with 
a  criminal  offence,  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  givinff  evidence.  The  only  objec- 
tion to  the  change  proposed  by  this  Bill 
was  that  there  were  evils  which  would 
counter-balance  the  advantages  of  allow- 
ing prisoners  to  be  examined.  He  had 
found  from  conversation  with  men  of  high 
position  and  repute  that  there  were  per- 
sons in  this  country  who  seemed  to  think 
that  it  was  rather  right  that  a  certain 
number  of  chances  should  be  given  to  a 
man  to  escape.  A  great  number  of 
people  looked  upon  the  administration 
of  justice  as  a  game  based  on  certain 
rules,  and  spoke  as  if  it  would  be  imfair 
to  modify  these  rules  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  one  of  the  parties  to  the  game. 
That  was  not  a  reasonable  view.  He 
considered  the  certainty  of  punishment 
as  far  more  important  and  efficacious 
than  its  severity.  The  escape  of  the 
guilty  was  a  great  encouraffement  to  the 
criminal  class.  He  believed  that  nothing 
would  tend  more  to  ensure  the  conviction 
of  the  guilty  than  to  examine  them. 
It  was  a  blot  on  any  system  of  justice 
when  many  offenders  escaped.  Judex 
damnatur  cum  nooene  ahsohitur.  Many 
persons  objected  to  the  foreign  pro- 
ceeding of  examining  prisoners  being 
introduced  into  this  countiy,  as  they 
knew  that  sometimes  the  Judges  on  the 
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Continent  put  the  prisoners  through  a 
system  of  torture ;  but  he  would  ask 
whether  it  was  possible,  with  such  a  Bar 
and  Bench  as  existed  in  this  country, 
there  was  any  danger  of  the  Continental 
system  of  bullying  being  introduced. 
The  Judges  would  act  as  moderators, 
and  would  prevent  any  excesses  taking 

Elace.  Even  since  last  Session  cases 
ad  occurred  which  showed  the  practical 
grievance  which  this  Bill  would  remedy. 
Among  others  was  that  case  of  rape 
which  was  tried  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes, 
and  in  which  three  men  were  sentenced 
to  various  terms  of  penal  servitude. 
Owing  to  the  chance  that  two  of  the 
men  were  defended  by  coimsel,  a  memo- 
rial with  reference  to  their  case  was 
sent  to  the  Home  Office.  Three  other 
men  were  in  consequence  charged  at  the 
following  Assizes,  and  the  three  convicts 
were  brought  up  to  give  evidei\,ce.  The 
result  of  their  evidence,  agreeing  as  it 
did  in  all  respects,  as  pointed  out  by  the 
presiding  Judge,  was  to  convince  the 
Court  that  no  crime  had  been  committed 
at  all,  and  the  three  men,  who  were 
under  sentence  of  penal  servitude,  had 
since  received  a  free  pardon.  It  had 
been  urged  against  the  Bill  that  the 
majority  of  persons  brought  into  Court 
charged  with  offences  were  of  a  low  moral 
condition,  and  would  be  likely  to  give 
lying  evidence  merely  from  the  habit 
of  lying,  that  thereby  the  jury  would  be 
prejudiced  against  them,  and  that  thus 
prisoners  would  often  be  *'  found  guilty  " 
of  offences  which  they  had  not  com- 
mitted. To  that  argument  his  answer 
was,  that  he  would  not  sacrifice  the  in- 
terests of  the  innocent  to  the  moral 
defects  of  some  of  them,  and  that  under 
the  present  system  the  statement  made 
by  a  prisoner  at  the  time  of  his  arrest 
was  laid  before  the  jury.  In  cases  of 
complicated  commercial  fraud,  in  which 
several  persons  were  implicated,  the 
only  way  to  ascertain  the  full  truth  would 
be  by  examining  the  prisoners.  The 
principle  which  this  Bill  would  establish 
in  this  country  had  been  incorporated  in 
the  new  Code  of  India,  which  had  been 
described  as  English  law  with  all  the 
nonsense  taken  out.  New  Zealand  had 
adopted  it,  so  had  the  United  States  of 
America;  and  the  answer  to  inquiries 
made  as  to  its  operation  in  those  States 
was  that  in  all  of  them  except  one,  which 
did  not  speak  very  decidedly,  it  gave 
satisfaction  to  all  the  Chief  Justices  and 

Mf,  Evelyn  AihUy 


Attorneys  General,  and  did  not  inflict 
hardship  or  injustice  on  any  prisoner. 
He  believed  that  in  this  country,  when- 
ever there  were  ample  means  and  ample 
time,  the  administration  of  justice  was 
nearly  perfect ;  but  he  did  not  think  so 
well  of  the  trial  of  the  ordinary  cases  at 
Assizes  and  Sessions.  An  undefended 
prisoner  was  now  virtually  questioned 
at  the  trial  by  the  evidence  given  against 
him,  and  yet  was  forbidden  to  answer 
in  the  only  way  which  his  low  education 
usually  permitted;  but  was  perplexed 
and  baffled  by  being  called  upon  to  lay 
the  foundation  for  a  skilled  address  to 
the  jury  by  questions  which  he  was  told 
to  put  to  the  witnesses,  but  which  inva- 
riably took  the  form  of  statements  in 
which  he  was  constantly  being  checked 
by  the  Court.  It  was  often  a  most  un- 
satisfactory scene.  What  he  asked  the 
House  to  do  now  was  to  affirm  the 
principle  of  the  Bill — namely,  that  a 
man  accused  of  a  crime  shoiild  him- 
self, by  his  own  evidence,  in  answer  to 
the  evidence  produced  by  the  prosecu- 
tion, be  able  to  show  that  he  was  per- 
fectly innocent,  and  be  prepared  to  prove 
it  by  submitting  to  a  cross-examination. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley.) 

Me.  Sebjeant  SIMON,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  six  months,  said, 
that  he  did  so,  not  so  much  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  the  BiU  as  for  eliciting 
a  full  discussion  of  the  measure.  It 
was  one  of  the  greatest  importance, 
and  had  not,  as  it  seemed  to  him, 
been  sufficiently  considered  either  by 
the  House  or  the  public.  He  should 
regret  extremely  if  Members  of  the  Bar 
who  held  seats  in  that  House  and  were 
practically  concerned  in  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  allowed  a  measure  of  this 
kind  to  pass  sub  silentio.  His  objections 
to  the  Bill  were  by  no  means  strong. 
The  subject  was  one  to  which  he  had 
eiven  much  and  anxious  consideration. 
At  first  sight  it  did  seem  unreasonable 
and  unfair  that  a  prisoner  charged  at  the 
bar  of  a  Criminal  Court  should  have  his 
mouth  dosed  and  not  be  able  to  tell  his 
own  story.    There  was  a  general  senti- 
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ment — and  he  did  not  ignore  sentiment — 
that  no  man  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
vict himself  out  of  his  own  mouth.  But 
he  did  not  press  that  sentiment  as  an 
argument  against  the  Bill.  His  own 
opmion  was  rather  in  the  direction  of 
the  opinion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  But  he  viewed  this  matter  as  a 
practical  question.  What  would  be  the 
practical  effect  of  a  measure  of  this  kind 
on  the  administration  of  justice?  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that  the 
adoption  of  his  Bill  would  secure  the 
conviction  of  a  larger  nimiber  of  guilty 
persons;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
larger  number  of  innocent  persons  would 
be  acquitted  under  it.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  believed  that  under  it  a  larger 
number  of  guilty  persons  would  be  con- 
victed; but  he  entirely  dissented  from 
the  opinion  that  a  larc'er  number  of  in- 
nocent people  would  be  acquitted.  No 
doubt  &  an  innocent  man  were  charged 
with  an  offence,  he  would  desire  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  telling  his  own  story. 
But  where  they  found  one  innocent  per- 
son of  strong  nerve  and  will,  ready  to 
speak  the  whole  truth,  conscious  of  inno- 
cence, how  many  persons  who  were  en- 
tirely innocent  would  be  able  in  that 
position  to  undergo  such  an  ordeal,  and 
to  undergo  a  searching  cross-examina- 
tion? Those  who  knew  much  of  our 
Courts  could  say  that  few  witnesses  ever 
could  give  a  clear  and  succinct  account 
of  what  they  knew  without  bias ;  or  who, 
having  told  a  story  without  bias,  could 
undergo  a  searching  cross-examination. 
Take  the  case  of  an  accused  person, 
ignorant  of  the  rules  of  law,  being  cross- 
examined  by  counsel  skilled  in  his  art, 
the  odds  would  be  immeasurably  against 
the  accused  and  in  favour  of  the  prose- 
cution. Where  you  would  find  one  in- 
telligent person  who  had  the  power  of 
facing  the  difficulties  of  a  cross-exami- 
nation you  would  find  20  others,  equally 
moral,  equally  innocent,  utterly  inca- 
pable of  such  an  encounter  ;  and  al- 
though it  might  be  that  no  man  ought 
to  be  a  victim  from  a  state  of  the  law 
which  some  deplored,  yet  in  his  opinion 
it  would  be  far  worse  for  the  accused, 
and  they  would  be  placed  in  much 
greater  danger  if  the  law  were  altered 
in  the  way  proposed  by  this  Bill.  Then 
what  woidd  be  the  effect  of  the  change 
in  the  law  upon  the  demoralized  class  ? 
He  thought  that  the  policv  which  had 
been  pursued  during  the  last  20  years 


or  more  was  one  most  calculated  to  do 
good — namely,  to  punish  offenders,  not 
for  the  mere  sake  of  pimishment,  but  to 
reform  them,  and  to  redeem  them  from 
their  bad  habits.  To  throw  the  class  of 
habitual  offenders  into  the  cate^ry  of 
hopeless  criminals  would  be  unwise  and 
cruel.  The  tendency  of  this  measure, 
he  feared,  would  have  that  effect.  The 
great  majority  of  persons  charged  with 
crime  were  of  this  class.  They  were  too 
poor  to  employ  counsel,  and  even  after 
stating  their  case  and  going  through  the 
test  of  cross- examinanon,  who  was  to 
re-examine  them  to  clear  up  points 
which  had  arisen  on  cross-examina- 
tion? Such  a  re-examination  was  one 
of  the  most  delicate  and  difficult 
offices  of  an  advocate,  requiring  the 
greatest  discretion.  Poor  ignorant  per- 
sons who  were  put  upon  their  trial  had 
not  intelligence  enough  to  conduct  their 
own  cases.  They  would  be  placed  at 
great  disadvantage  under  a  law  which 
would  practically  compel  them  to  give 
evidence ;  they  would  be  cross-examined 
by  skilled  counsel  for  the  prosecution, 
and  they  would  not  be  able  to  clear  up 
difficullies  which  had  been  raised  against 
them  in  the  course  of  cross-examination. 
Why  should  the  Itirge  mass  of  prisoners, 
very  many  of  whom  were  innocent  of  the 
offences  imputed  to  them,  be  placed  in  a 
position  of  such  peril  ?  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Judge  wa,s  entitled  to 
put  any  question  in  order  to  clear  up 

Eoints,  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
ad  referred  to  the  system  adopted  in 
the  French  Courts.  But  God  forbid 
that  our  Courts  should  ever  present  sucli 
a  spectacle  as  was  often  seen  in  the 
French  tribunals!  If  there  was  one 
thing  that  Englishmen  were  more  proud 
of  than  another,  it  was  the  serene  aspect 
of  our  Courts  and  impartiality  displayed 
by  the  Judicial  Bench  of  this  country. 
'  ^et  he  did  not  think  that  even  an  English 
Judge  would  be  wholly  free  from  the 
taint  which  sullied  the  administration  of 
justice  in  some  other  countries  if  the 
present  Bill  became  law.  "  The  ermine 
which  clothed  the  Judge  clothed  also  the 
frailties  of  mortal  man."  If  there  was  to 
be  a  sharp  encounter  of  wits  between 
the  Bench  and  perhaps  some  guilty  ras- 
cal in  the  dock,  in  process  of  time  they 
might  find  the  Judge  turned  into  an 
advocate  for  the  prosecution  and  the 
adversary  of  the-jpnaoner.  That  would 
shake  public  confidence  in  the  adminis- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


663        Criminal  Law  Evidence      (OOMMONSj 


AmendtMfU  Bill. 


664 


tration  of  justioe,  and  impair  the  rever- 
ence now  felt  for  our  Judges.  So  far 
he  had  spoken  of  the  Superior  Courts, 
but  the  argument  was  even  stronger 
against  the  Bill  if  they  turned  to  the 
inferior  tribunals.  He  had  known  some 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  who,  al- 
though they  might  not  be  trained  law- 
yers, were  yet  admirable  magistrates. 
But  for  one  man  like  the  rid^t  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
— whose  retirement  from  that  House 
they  all  so  much  regretted — who  was  so 
weU  qualified  to  guide  the  judgment  of 
the  Bench,  how  many  were  mere  of  a 
different  description  ?  He  had  heard  of 
a  case  in  which  a  prisoner  on  his  trial  at 
County  Sessions,  when  asked  what  he 
could  say  for  himself,  blurted  out  that 
he  was  as  innocent  as  a  child  unborn, 
whereupon  the  Chairman — a  gentleman 
of  high  character — said  to  the  prisoner 
— **  Why,  your  face  is  enough  to  hang 
you."  That  was  considered  a  very 
good  joke  by  the  youngsters  of  the  Bar ; 
out  it  was  considered  in  a  very  different 
light  by  the  older  barristers.  He  did 
not  say  that  such  scenes  as  that  occurred 
frequently;  but  if  by  any  possibility 
such  a  thing  could  occur  in  an  English 
Court  of  Justice  at  present,  great 
care  was  necessary  before  changing 
the  law  so  as  to  place  the  prisoner 
at  the  mercy    of  a  partial  or  incom- 

getent  Judge.  He  might  be  told  that 
is  argument  went  to  the  abolition  of 
Judges  who  had  not  received  a  legal 
traininp^  and  did  not  possess  judicial 
impartiality.  He  admitted  that ;  but  he 
maintained  that  the  evil  would  be  con- 
siderably increased  if  tiiey  put  into 
the  hands  of  magistrates,  or  Chair- 
men of  Sessions  the  additional  power 
which  that  Bill  would  give  them.  The 
6th  section  of  the  Bill  said  it  should  be 
optional  with  the  prisoner  to  tender 
hmiself  as  a  witness,  and  the  10ti# 
section  said  that  the  neglect  or  reftusal 
of  any  prisoner  or  deiendant  to  give 
evidence  should  not  create  any  presump- 
tion against  him,  and  also  that  no  adverse 
comment  should  be  made  at  the  trial  on 
such  neglect  or  refusal.  Such  a  provi- 
sion must  be.  wholly  nugatory,  for  the 
moment  they  gave  a  prisoner  power  to 
tender  himseu  as  a  witness  he  would 
be  practically  bound  to  do  so ;  and,  iS.  he 
refused,  they  could  not  exdude  adverse 
comment.  Moreover,  Qven  if  there  were 
no  such  comment  made,  the  jury  would 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon 


know  that  the  prisoner  might  have  ten- 
dered himself,  but  had  not  done  it,  and 
they  would  be  influenced  accordingly. 
The  BiU  virtually  reversed  the  just  and 
wise  principle  of  our  law  that  every  man 
must  DO  taken  to  be  innocent  imtil  he 
was  proved  guilty,  and  it  shifted  the 
onus  of  proof  from  the  accuser  to  tho 
accused.  It  sought,  in  fact,  to  place 
in  the  same  category  two  totally  distinct 
classes  of  ^rsons,  whose  positions  could 
not  be  assmiilated,  and  to  treat  a  pri- 
soner in  the  dock  as  an  ordinary  witness. 
If  a  prisoner  was  to  be  a  witness,  he 
must  be  liable  to  the  penalties  of  perjury ; 
and  if  he  were  a  timid  or  nervous  man 
and  made  a  slip  in  his  statements,  he 
might  expose  himself  to  another  prose- 
cution. In  fact,  the  provision  amounted 
to  this — that  every  prisoner  would  bo 
bound  to  accuse  himself  under  the  pe- 
nalty of  condign  punishment.  Again, 
what  would  be  the  effect  on  a  prisoner 
who  refused  to  answer  a  particular  ques- 
tion because  his  answer  might  subject 
him  to  another  charge  ?  Why,  his  chance 
of  acquittal  would  be  entirely  gone,  and 
there  would  be  an  end  to  his  case.  He 
(Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  did  not  think  our 
present  system  was  perfect,  or  that 
there  were  not  instances  in  which  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  be  able  to 
question  the  prisoner ;  but  cases  of  that 
sort  would  be  better  provided  for  by  a  re- 
hearing or  appeal  before  a  properly  con- 
stituted tribunal,  having  larger  powers 
than  were  now  given  in  ordinary  cases 
of  appeal.  The  practical  operation  of 
the  Bill  would  be,  instead  of  putting  tho 
prisoner  at  an  advantage,  to  put  him  at 
great  disadvantage ;  for  he  womd  not  only 
have  to  prove  his  innocence,  but  if  he  did 
not  accuse  himself  where  he  was  guilty  he 
would  be  punished  for  that  refu^.  Tho 
safeguards  which  the  measure  was  in- 
tended to  throw  around  accused  persons 
were  no  safeguards  at  all,  but  rather 
the  reverse.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman  concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  tho 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {JUr,  Serjeant  Simon,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  EODWELL,  in  opposing  the 
second  reading,  said,  that  the  whole 
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question  put  to  the 
affecting  tbe 


House  was  one 
interests  of  the  public  at 
large  in  erery  mode  and  shape,  and  not 
one  to  be  dealt  with  by  professional  men 
only.  It  intimately  concerned  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  our  Oriminal  Law  was  at 
present  administered;  and  if  this  Bill 
was  passed  it  would  make  a  total  revolu- 
tion in  the  administration  of  our  law. 
Although  he  had  had  considerable  ex- 
perience in  the  practice  of  the  Oriminal 
liaw,  it  would  be  presumptuous  in  him, 
knowing  how  many  eminent  authorities 
were  in  favour  of  a  system  of  that  sort, 
to  say  it  would  be  wrong  that  a  prisoner 
in  some  circumstances  and  under  certain 
restrictions  should  be  examined.  The 
bo€ist  of  Englishmen  was  that  the  prose- 
cutor had  to  prove  the  guilt  of  the  pri- 
soner, and  that  the  prisoner  was  not 
called  upon  to  prove  his  innocence.  If 
the  Bill  was  made  law  the  direct  result 
of  its  application  would  be  to  call  upon 
the  prisoner,  not  quite,  but  almost  in  as 
many  terms,  to  prove  his  innocence 
before  the  iury  could  acquit  him  of  the 
charge.  The  10th  section  of  the  Bill 
said  that  the  refusal  of  a  prisoner  to 
give  evidence  should  not  create  a  pre- 
sumption against  him;  but  the  jury 
were  the  persons  who  would  have  to 
draw  the  inference  that  might  be  drawn 
from  such  a  circumstance ;  and  how,  by 
any  clause  it  might  pass,  could  the 
House  jpossibly  control  the  feelings  of 
an  English  juiy,  often  a  very  capricious 
body  indeed?  Moreover,  the  question  of 
such  a  presumption,  was  rather  a  meta- 
physical one ;  but  if  the  accused  did  not, 
or  could  not,  answer  a  question  that  was 

Sut  to  him,  and  the  question  was  in 
oubt,  the  prisoner  would  probably  go 
on  his  trial  with  a  presumption  against 
him.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
what  were  the  advantages  to  be  derived 
from  that  Bill,  and  whether  its  object 
was  to  obtain  more  convictions  of  the 
guilty  or  more  acquittals  of  the  innocent. 
The  Liverpool  case  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Poole  might  have  occurred  under 
that  Bill.  He  could  not  quite  concur  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  as  to  the  perils  of  cross-examina- 
tion. His  own  experience  was  that  where 
a  witness  was  the  witness  of  truth—  as 
in  the  case  of  a  child  or  a  youn^  person 
— ^the  evidence  so  given  was  the  most 
difficult  to  shake  on  cross-examination. 


He  would  suggest  in  no  unfriendly  spirit 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Ashley)  that,  having  brought  this  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  he  should  allow 
it  to  be  dealt  with,  not  by  a  fragmentary 
measure  such  as  that  under  discussion, 
but  in  a  larger  and  more  complete  way, 
after  a  Oommission  or  some  other  com- 
petent body  had  been  instituted  to 
examine  it  in  all  its  bearings,  and  hear 
the  conflicting  opinions  which  might  be 
held  upon  it  by  those  who  were  well 
qualified  to  speak  on  such  a  matter.  As 
K)r  the  proposal  to  admit  the  evidence  of 
husbands  and  wives,  it  was  one  in  favour 
of  which  there  was  a  great  deal  to  bo 
said.  It  was  strange,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  that  a  man's  mistress  might  bo 
admitted  to  give  evidence  in  his  favour 
while  his  wife  could  not;  and  if  the  part 
of  the  Bill  dealing  with  that  anomaly 
had  stood  alone,  he  should  probably 
have  felt  inclined  to  support  it.  That 
was  a  very  large  and  important  question, 
however,  and  he  hoped  to  see  it  dealt 
with  in  a  more  satisfactory  manner  than 
that  now  proposed.  All  things  being 
considered,  he  did  not  think  the  Bill,  in 
its  present  shape,  was  worthy  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  House^ 

Sir  GEOEGE  BOWYEE  said,  that 
it  had  been  maintained  that  to  permit 
a  prisoner  to  offer  himself  for  examina- 
tion would  be  contrary  to  the  interest  of 
the  prisoner  and  would  not  be  favour- 
able m  many  cases  to  an  innocent  man 
on  his  trial.  It  would  be  remembered 
by  the  House  that  at  one  time  a  prisoner 
indicted  for  felony  was  not  allowed  to 
have  the  benefit  of  counsel  except  for 
the  purpose  of  cross-examination.  His 
counsel  was  not  allowed  to  address  the 
jury  in  his  defence.  The  argument 
then  advanced  was  that  if  the  prisoner's 
counsel  was  allowed  to  address  the  jury 
on  his  behalf  the  trial  would  be  a  con- 
tention between  the  counsel  for  the 
prisoner  and  the  counsel  for  the  pro- 
secution ;  and  that  in  many  cases 
prisoners  were  not  able  to  secure  the 
services  of  very  able  or  experienced 
pounsel,  as  very  often  their  defence  fell 
into  the  hands  of  young  men,  while  the 
prosecution  was  generally  entrusted  to 
more  experienced  persons.  Moreover, 
they  saia  the  Judge  would  be  put  in 
this  position — that  in  summing  up  the 
case  he  would  have  to  refute  many 
things  advanced  on  behalf  of  the 
prisoner,   and  that,  therefore,  the  pri- 
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soner  would  not  be  in  suoli  an  adyan- 
tageooB  position  as  if  he  left  his  case  in 
the  hands  of  the  Judse.  Parliament, 
howeyer,  overruled  mese  objections^ 
and  at  present  counsel  for  the  prisoner 
were  allowed  to  address  the  jury,  while 
none  of  the  dreadful  consequences  to 
prisoners  which  had  been  prognosticated 
had  arisen.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  deeply  deplore  the  adoption  in 
this  country  of  the  French  system  of 
examining  prisoners ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  beheved  that  the  cause  of  truth 
would  be  promoted  by  allowing  the 
prisoner  to  tell  his  own  story.  However 
uneducated  or  nervous  he  might  be,  an 
innocent  man  could  hardly  &il  to  im- 
press the  jury  favourably  with  his  plain, 
unvarnished  tale.  The  Bill  dia  not 
propose  that  he  should  be  presumed  to 
be  guilty  unless  he  defenoed  himself; 
it  only  enabled  him,  if  he  thought  fit,  to 
call  an  additional  witness  in  his  own 
favour — ^namely,  himself.  No  doubt  a 
prisoner's  refusing  to  tell  his  own  story 
would  be  primd  facie  evidence  against 
him  ;  but  if  he  had  an  honest  reason  for 
his  refusal — such  as  over-nervousness  or 
mental  prostration — it  could  be  stated 
and  would  have  due  weight  with  the 
jury.  In  the  present  state  of  the  law 
there  was  always  the  possibility  of  an 
innocent  man  bein^  convicted;  and  he 
thought,  therefore,  it  would  be  a  clear 
advantage  to  have  the  prisoner's  evi- 
dence. Who  could  douDt  that  in  the 
Penge  case,  for  instance,  if  the  pri- 
soners had  been  allowed  to  come  for- 
ward as  witnesses,  the  truth  would  have 
been  much  more  clearly  elicited  ?  There 
were  many  points  in  that  case  which 
were  not  cleared  up,  and  which  could 
only  have  been  cleared  up  by  the  pri- 
soners themselves.  The  principle  which 
prevailed  in  civil  law — namely,  to  admit 
as  much  evidence  as  possible,  seemed 
to  him  a  sound  one  for  civil  and  criminal 
cases  alike.  If  a  defendant  could  be 
examined  in  a  civil  case,  why  should 
not  a  prisoner  be  examined  in  a  cri- 
minal case,  the  object  beings  exactly  the 
same  in  both  cases — name^,  the  ascer- 
tainment of  truth.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon)  might  have  used  the 
same  arguments  against  allowing  a 
defendant  to  be  subpoenaed  in  a  civil 
case  as  he  had  urged  against  the  Bill ; 
because  a  civil  case  might  be  quite  as 
serious,  and  perhaps  even  more  serious, 

Sir  George  Botvyer 


to  a  defendant  than  a  criminal  one. 
The  House  was  well  acquainted  with 
such  cases  as  that  of  a  man  who,  having 
been  convicted  of  some  crime,  after- 
wards indicted  the  princinal  witness 
against  him  for  perjury,  ana  obtained  a 
verdict  against  him,  thus  making  it 
obvious  l£at  if  he  had  been  originally 
heard  in  his  own  defence  he  would  have 
been  acquitted.  As  to  the  clause  in  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  the  examination  of 
husband  and  wife,  he  would  merely  ob- 
serve that  as  the  law  stood  the  well- 
known  murderer  Bush  would  in  all 
Erobability  have  escaped  scot-free  had  he 
appened  to  have  mcuried  the  woman 
who  was  the  chief  witness  against  him, 
and  the  ends  of  justice  would  have  been 
defeated.  The  real  principle  in  both 
civil  and  criminal  law  was  that  the 
Judge  and  Jury  should  have  before 
them  all  ttie  evidence  bearing  upon  the 
question  which  they  had  to  decide,  and 
any  law  which  prevented  that  was  ob- 
jectionable, inasmuch  as  it  placed  a 
barrier  in  the  way  of  the  ascertainment 
of  truth. 

Mb.  HERSCHELL  said,  he  agreed 
on  many  points  with  the  author  of  the 
Bill,  but  he  thought  it  was  open  to 
several  objections.  The  object  of  the 
Criminal  £aw  should  be  to  secure  the 
maximum  of  convictions  of  the  guilty 
with  the  minimum  of  peril  to  the  in- 
nocent. He  afi^reed  witn  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Ashley)  that  by 
allowing  prisoners  to  give  evidence  a 
greater  number  of  convictions  would  be 
obtained ;  but  that  advantage  would  be 
dearly  bought  if  it  increased  the  peril  of 
the  innocent.  No  doubt  there  were  cases 
where  an  innocent  man  would  be  able  to 
establish  his  innocence  if  he  were  al- 
lowed to  tell  his  own  story ;  but  he  feared 
there  were  many  cases  where  the  ri^ht 
or  liability  of  the  accused  to  be  called  as 
a  witness  would  be  anything  but  ser- 
viceable to  him,  even  although  he  was 
innocent.  Many  a  man,  who,  if  he  told 
a  plain  unvarnished  tale,  would  clearly 
show  that  he  was  not  guilty  of  the  crime 
imputed  to  ihim,  woiud  be  tempted  to 
lie  in  order  to  make  his  case  better,  and 
the  detection  of  the  lie  would  create  an 
impression  exceedingly  adverse  to  him 
in  the  minds  of  the  jury.  The  tempta- 
tion to  men  of  a  low  moral  nature,  who 
formed  the  majority  of  persons  tried  for 
criminal  offences,  to  say  what  was  false 
would  be  enormous ;  and  on  that  ground 
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he  doubted  whether,  on  the  whole,  the 
right  of  the  prisoner  to  be  examined 
would  be  for  tne  advantage  of  the  inno- 
cent. At  the  same  time,  he  doubted 
whether  you  had  any  right  to  deny  the 
innocent  who  would  tell  the  truth,  that 
which  would  be  an  advantage  to  them, 
because  it  might  be  a  disadvantage  to 
those  who  woiud  yield  to  the  temptation 
to  speak  falsely.  He  admitted  that  it 
was  a  serious  (question  whether  the 
advantages  of  this  Bill  outweighed  the 
disadvantages ;  but  he  thought  me  ques- 
tion was  not  yet  ripe  for  decision,  and 
that  there  were  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  settling  it  as  now  proposed.  He 
did  not  profess  to  have  arrived  at  a 
very  clear  decision  on  the  subject,  and 
he  had  the  less  hesitation  in  making 
this  admission  because  Sir  James  Ste- 
phen, whose  opinion  was  entitled  to 
the  greatest  weight,  and  who  had  at 
one  time  written  strongly  against  pri- 
soners being  allowed  to  give  evidence, 
now  acknowledged  that  he  had  come 
to  the  opposite  conclusion,  though 
he  thought  the  examination  diould  not 
be  made  as  proposed  bv  the  Bill, 
but  through  the  medium  oi  the  Judge. 
To  a  man  defended  bv  coimsel,  or  an 
educated  man,  it  would,  he  believed, 
be  of  great  service  that  he  should  be 
able  to  tell  his  own  story ;  but  it  was 
only  a  fraction  of  prisoners  who  were 
able  to  secure  legal  assistance,  and  the 
rest  would  have  no  means  of  having 
their  attention  called  to  those  facts  which 
really  told  against  them.  If  they  were 
to  be  examined,  somebody  must  put  the 
necessary  questions  to  them,  and  who, 
he  should  uke  to  know,  was  to  perform 
that  duty  ?  [Sir  George  Bowyeb  :  The 
Judge.]  If  that  were  to  be  so,  the 
House  would  be  giving  its  sanction  to 
something  very  different  from  anything 
contained  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill — 
the  judicial  interrogation  of  the  prisoner 
— a  proposal  for  which  there  was  much, 
he  admitted,  to  be  said,  especially  in  the 
case  of  trials  at  Quarter  Sessions  and  at 
the  Assizes.  There  was,  however,  the 
objection  to  the  general  adoption  of  such 
a  proposal  that  public  feeling  with  re- 
spect to  it  might  change,  especially  if 
any  tendency  were  shown  towards  the 
introduction  into  this  country  of  the  tor- 
ture of  the  Continental  system  of  exa- 
mination from  the  Bench.  The  change 
was  one,  therefore,  which  required,  he 
thought,  very  serious  consideration  be- 


fore it  could  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House.  It  also  appeared  to  him,  although 
he  was  altogether  in  favour  of  enabling 
prisoners  to  make  a  statement  in  their 
own  defence,  that  it  was  not  desirable 
they  should  be  examined  on  oath,  be- 
cause most  men  who  stood  in  that  posi- 
tion would  be  sure  to  lie ;  it  would  come 
to  be  considered  by  the  jury  a  matter  of 
course  that  they  would  do  so,  and  in  that 
way  the  sense  of.the  validity  of  an  oath 
would  come  to  be  gradually  weakened, 
while  nothing  wotdd  be  gained  by  its 
administration  in  such  cases.  He  made 
these  few  observations  rather  with  the 
view  of  pointing  out  the  difficulties  of 
the  subject  than  in  any  spirit  of  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill ;  because  he  thought  it 
expedient  that  some  means  should  be 
found  of  giving  a  prisoner  the  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  away  the  charge 
against  him  ii  he  comd.  He  felt,  how- 
ever, at  the  same  time,  that  the  whole 
subject  ought  to  be  considered  by  a 
Oommittee  of  that  House  or  a  Boyal 
Commission,  which  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  hearing  the  views  of  those 
who  had  had  the  greatest  experience, 
and,  entertaining  that  opinion,  he  would 
suggest  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
below  him  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Bill  if  he  could  obtain  a  reference  of  the 
subject  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Me.  PAGET  observed  that  as  the 
debate  had  heen  hitherto  confined  to 
legal  Members,  he  should  claim,  as  a  non- 
legal  Member,  to  say  a  few  words.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for'Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  had  commented  unfavourably  on 
the  Quarter  Sessions.  If  the  jurisdiction 
of  Quarter  Sessions  was  to  be  attacked, 
let  it  be  done  upon  worthy  grounds,  and 
not  upon  old  stories  like  those  quoted  by 
Mr.  Willes  in  27i0  Nineteenth  Centuri/f  or 
because  on  some  particular  occasion  a 
foolish  Chairman  made  a  foolish  remark. 
"Were  there  no  foolish  Judges,  and  did 
no  foolish  remarks  ever  fall  from  the 
Bench  ?  With  regard  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill,  if  it  were  once  laid  down  that 
a  prisoner  might  present  himself  for 
examination,  he  must  always  do  so,  or 
he  would  create  a  strong  presumption 
against  himself.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill  wished 
to  throw  the  onus  prohandi  on  its  op- 
ponents; but  surely  when  they  were 
asked  to  effect  a  grave  and  vital  revolu- 
tion in  the  law  of  the  land  tiiiose  who 
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proposed  the  change  were  bound  to  show 
the  necessity  for  it.  They  had,  however, 
entirely  failed  to  show  that  any  great 
number  of  innocent  persons  were  con- 
Ticted  and  punished  under  the  present 
system ;  and  he,  for  one,  was  not  dis- 
posed to  add  to  the  torture  which  an  un- 
happy prisoner  now  suffered  by  inflicting 
upon  him  the  additional  torture  of  cross- 
examination.  Last  autumn  he  had 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  this  ques- 
tion with  a  distinguished  Frenclunan 
who  held  the  office  of  Procureur  de  la 
Republique.  That  official  said  to  him — 
"I  was  always  impressed  with  your 
principle  of  Enfflish  procedure  that  no 
endeavour  should  be  made  to  interrogate 
or  cross-examine  prisoners.  Indeed,  I 
once  determined  to  put  this  principle  in 
practice  myself,  and  at  the  next  trial  in 
which  I  was  engaged  I  abstained  £rom 
exercising  my  undoubted  right  of  cross- 
examining  the  accused.  But  the  pri- 
soner admressed  me  in  indignant  terms. 
'  What  have  I  done,  Monsieur  le  Pro- 
cureur,* he  exclaimed,  'that  I  should 
beleft  thus  without  beingcross-examined; 
I  feel  it  is  an  insult  to  me.'  "  There  was 
one  clause  which  would,  no  doubt,  be 
an  improvement  of  the  present  law — 
that  which  allowed  a  wijfe  to  give  evi- 
dence for  her  husband,  or  a  hu^and  for 
his  wife — but  that  was  not  sufficient  to 
justify  the  House  in  adopting  a  measure 
so  objectionable  in  other  respects,  and 
which,  if  passed,  would  be  a  serious 
misfortune  to  the  country.  There  had 
not  been  shown  a  sufficient  balance  of 
good  as  against  the  balance  of  evil 
which  would  be  produced  by  the  change 
to  justify  the  House  in  consenting  to  it, 
and  he  should  therefore  most  unhesi- 
tatingly give  his  vote  against  the  second 
readmg. 

Dr.  KENEALY  said,  that  he  should 
be  sorry  that  a  great  question  of  this 
kind,  affecting  the  general  administra- 
tion of  justice,  should  degenerate  into  a 
wrangle,  as  it  seemed  likely  to  do,  be- 
tween the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Somerset  (Mr. 
Paget)  as  to  the  respective  merits  of 
those  who  presided  in  Her  Majesty's 
Superior  Courts,  and  those  who  presided 
at  Quarter  Sessions.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Serjeant  had  cast  a  ludicrous  air 
about  his  speech,  in  which  he  had 
praised  the  *'  divine  impartiality  of  our 
Judges,"  while  he  aspersed  the  manner 

Mr,  Paget 


in  which  Ohairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions 
sometimes  performed  their  judicial 
duties.  On  the  other  hand,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Pa&^et)  had  said  that  there 
were  fooush  Judges  who  made  foolish 
speeches,  and  did  foolish  things,  while 
he  passed  loud  encomiums  upon  the 
Quarter  Sessions. 

Me.  PAGET :  No ;  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  misunderstood.  I  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Serjeant  Simon)  if  in  his  experience  he 
had  never  heard  of  a  Judge  making  a 
foolish  remark  from  the  Bench  ? 

Dr.  KENEALY  thought  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  there  had  been  Judges 
who  were  fools,  but  whether  he  had  said 
so  or  not  they  were  all  aware  that  there 
had  been.  He  (Dr.  Kenealy)  did  not 
pretend  to  say  who  was  right  in  this 
controversy;  it  was  within  the  know- 
ledge of  all  that  there  were  what  was 
called,  ''hanging  Judges,"  while  there 
were  unquestionably  honest  and  able 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  were  some  Judges  of 
pure  integrity,  while  there  were  Chair- 
men who  thought  it  their  especial  duty 
to  convict  all  who  came  before  them. 
These  dissensions  upon  this  delicate 
matter  were,  however,  rather  beside  the 
present  question ;  and  he  was  sorry  that 
such  a  controversy,  which  did  not  reflect 
lustre  upon  either  side,  should  have 
sprung  up.  Passing  from  this,  he  owned 
that  at  flrst  he  was  rather  a^gainst  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Poole;  but  further  and  deeper  considera- 
tion had  satisfied  him  that  the  Bill  was 
a  valuable  one.  He  therefore  hoped 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
not  withdraw  it,  as  he  had  been  advised 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Rodwell),  in  the 
rather  doubtful  expectation  that  the  pre- 
sent Law  Advisers  of  the  (Government 
would  introduce  what  had  been  called 
"  a  great  measure."  That  was  an  ex- 
pectation in  which  he  (Dr.  Kenealy)  did 
not  indulge.  He  advised  him,  there- 
fore, to  press  the  measure  on.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  of  the  existence  of  a 
sentiment  in  this  country  that  no  man 
should  be  called  upon  to  accuse  himself. 
That  was  a  sentiment  praiseworthy  at 
the  time  when  it  originated,  but  it  was 
wholly  inapplicable  to  present  circum- 
stances. In  ancient  days,  when  men 
were  hanged  for  the  most  trifling  of- 
fences— ^for  larcenies  of  goods  above  5*. 
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in  valne^it  was  well  that  great  jealousy 
should  prevail  in  dealing  with  criminals; 
but  now  the  penalty  of  death  was  not 
inflicted  even  for  crimes  of  great  magni- 
tude, and  we  might  fairly  enlarge  that 
antiquated  maxim.  The  object  of  all 
legislation  was  to  repress  crime,  to 
punish  the  guilt;^,  ana  to  protect  the 
innocent.  But  criminals  as  such  did  not 
deserve  the  sympathy  that  had  been  too 
often  wasted  upon  mem.  It  had  been 
said  that  some  writer  in  a  magazine  had 
stated  that  if  this  Bill  were  to  become 
law,  criminals  would  tell  so  many  false- 
hoods in  their  defences  of  themselves 
that  the  jury  would  be  prejudiced  a^cdnst 
even  the  innocent  accused.  That  did  not 
speak  very  highly  for  juries ;  but  he  did 
not  adopt  sudi  a  theory.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  all^  innocent  persons  would 
fi^ladly  avail  themselves  of  the  chance  of 
being  ezaminedandeven  cross-examined. 
The  consciousness  of  their  innocence 
would  support  them;  and  he  saw  no 
probabilily  of  their  being  overwhelmed 
oy  nervousness,  or  that  mey  would  lose 
their  self-possession;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  that  the  language  and 
demeanour  of  the  innocent  would  carry 
conviction  to  the  hearts  of  the  jurors, 
and  that  wrongfully  accused  persons 
would  escape.  It  had  been  asked,  if  the 
prisoner  had  no  counsel,  who  was  to  re- 
examine; and  it  had  been  rightly  an- 
swered, *'the  Judge."  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  Judges,  who  were  as  highly 
paid  as  they  were  extravagantly  praised, 
would  shrink  from  this  duty ;  and  when 
the  hon.  and  lecuned  Member  for 'Dur- 
ham (Mr.  Herschell)  said  ^at  if  the 
witness  gave  the  Judge  a  curt  answer 
which  might  probably  turn  the  laugh 
against  him,  the  Judge  would  lose  bis 
temper,  and  be  in  antagonism  to  the 

Erisoner,  it  proved,  at  all  events,  that  the 
on.  and  learned  Member  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  lecuned  Serjeant  in 
his  rather  wild  notions  on  "  the  divine 
impartiality  of  our  Judges."  He  was 
surprised  and  sorry  that  a  learned  jurist 
like  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  should 
join  in  the  parrot-cry  against  the  Con- 
tinental system  of  interrogating  the  ac- 
cused. There  were  as  good  lawyers  on 
the  Continent  as  amons  ourselves ;  and 
they  found  no  fault  with  the^stem,  nor 
did  the  public  generally.  He  believed 
that  justice  was  quite  as  purely  admi- 
nistered in  France  as  here ;  and  if  abuses 

YOL.  CCXXXVn.  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


occasionally  existed,  he  asked  under 
what  earthly  system  abuses  could  not  be 
found?  Interrogation  frequentlv  suc- 
ceeded in  eliciting  the  truth,  and  bring- 
ing home  punishment  to  the  guilty,  who 
might  otherwise  have  escaped ;  but  he 
never  yet  heard  that  questioning  had 
brought  an  innocent  person  to  condem- 
nation. It  had  been  said  that  innocent 
persons  might  be  induced  to  tell  a  false 
story  in  the  hope  of  getting  off.  To 
this  he  answered,  what  was  that  to  them  ? 
If  a  man  resorted  to  falsehood  let  him 
suffer  the  penalty  of  his  vice  or  his  folly; 
but  do  not  let  them  refuse  to  legislate  be- 
cause perhaps  some  falsehood-speaking 
man  might  endeavour  to  deceive  the 
Court  and  fail.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
not  reject  the  advice  which  he  respect- 
fully offered  to  him,  which  was  to  press 
on  his  Bill  to  the  second  reading,  and 
then  refer  it  to  the  Select  Committee, 
who  might  examine  the  various  objec- 
tions that  had  been  taken  to  it  in  course 
of  the  debate. 

Mb.  FOESYTH  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  No  doubt  the 
Bill  would  make  a  considerable  change 
in  the  adnunistration  of  the  Criminal 
Law ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  that  change 
would  be  beneficial.  The  ^eat  object 
of  the  administration  of  Criminal  Law 
was  to  secure  the  punishment  of  the 
guilty  as  well  as  to  prevent  the  convic- 
tion of  the  innocent,  and  from  both 
points  of  view  this  change  would  be  a 
great  improvement.  wnen  it  was  first 
proposed  to  aUow  the  parties  in  a  suit 
to  give  evidence,  the  alteration  was  re- 
sisted because  it  would  lead  to  perjury ; 
but  the  principle  had  now  been  in  opera- 
tion for  many  years,  and  no  one  sug- 
gested that  it  should  be  abolished.  In 
recent  times  various  disabilitiegf  of  wit- 
nesses had  been  removed,  and  each  suc- 
cessive change,  although  vehemently 
opposed  at  first,  had  proved  beneficial. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  proceed  one  step 
further,  and  to  allow  prisoners  in  crimi- 
nal cases  to  tender  tnemselves  as  wit- 
nesses on  their  own  behalf.  He  could 
not  see  that  any  danger  was  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  taking  that  step.  As 
regarded  the  guilty,  he  supposed  nardly 
anyone  would  contend  that  this  measure 
would  not  be  advantageous,  as  it  would 
often  clear  up  doubts  in  cases  of  mys- 
tery and  difficulty  which  the  examina- 
tion of  the  prisoner  would  make  plain. 
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As  regarded  the  innocent,  it  was  certain 
in  many  cases  that  if  the  accused  could 
be  examined,  the  real  facts  proving  his 
innocence  would  be  much  more  readily 
elicited.  A  difficulty,  it  was  true,  arose 
as  to  the  mode  in  wmoh  the  examination 
should  be  conducted,  and  from  the  fear 
that  entangling  and  ensnaring  questions 
miffht  be  put.  The  French  system  was 
as  bad  as  could  be,  because  there  the 
Judge  put  himself  .into  the  position  of 
prosecutor;  but  he  had  no  fear  that 
that  would  be  the  case  in  this  coun- 
try. There  was  one  reason  in  particular 
which  induced  him  to  support  the 
Bill.  It  was  that  the  name  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Ee- 
corder  of  London  (Mr.  Eussell  Qximey) 
was  upon  the  back  of  it.  The  Eecorder 
of  London,  of  whose  resignation  they 
had  all  heard  with  the  greatest  regret, 
had  had  more  experience  in  criminal 
trials  than  any  man  in  England ;  and  it 
was  quite  certain  he  would  never  have 
put  his  name  on  the  back  of  the  Bill 
unless  he  was  sure  that  the  change  pro- 
posed would  be  safe  and  beneficial. 

Mr.  MOEGAN  LLOYD  said,  the 
question  was,  were  they  prepared  to 
adopt  the  Continental  system  of  examin- 
ing prisoners  with  all  its  consequences  ? 
The  law  as  to  the  examination  of  pri- 
soners must  either  be  left  in  its  present 
state,  or  they  must  be  prepared  to  go  to 
the  extent  of  making  prisoners  not  only 
capable  of  giving  evidence  for  them- 
selves, but  compeUable  to  give  evidence 
against  themselves.  At  present  a  pri- 
soner who  was  not  defended  by  counsel 
might  make  any  statement  he  pleased, 
and  if  a  jury  did  not  believe  it,  they 
would  not  be  induced  to  place  more 
reliance  upon  it  by  the  droumstance  that 
it  was  made  on  oath.  Even  when 
counsel  'was  engaged  for  the  defence, 
there  was  nothing  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  prevent  a  Judge  permitting  a 
prisoner  making  a  statement  of  the  facts 
either  before  or  after  his  counsel  had 
addressed  the  jury.  And  there  was  no 
rule  of  law  which  prevented  a  Judge  from 
saying  to  a  prisoner — "  Such  and  such 
circumstances  appear  to  tell  against  you; 
do  you  wish  to  give  any  explanation  on 
those  points  ?  "  The  reason  this  was 
not  done  was  probably  because  it  was 
thought  better  not  to  interfere  with  a 
prisoner  in  any  way.  Li  various  States 
of  the  American  XJnion  the  change  now 
proposed  had  been  already  introduced, 

Mr.  Forsyth 


and  the  result  had  not  been  very  fiavour- 
able.  The  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  the  State  of  New  York  said, 
in  answer  to  a  question  officially  ad- 
dressed to  him  on  the  subject — 

"  The  change  has  not  jfiven  very  ^reat  eatis- 
f action ;  at  least,  there  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion  as  regards  its  justice  and  result.  It 
will  not,  however,  I  thinK,  be  repealed." 

Again,  the  Chief  Justice  of  New  Jersey 
replied  to  a  question  on  this  subject — 

"  The  system  with  respect  to  the  eluddation^ 
of  truth  has  worked  well.  It  leads,  however,  to 
so  much  perjury  that  it  is  generally  thought  the 
testimony  should  be  received  without  any  re- 
ligious s^iction." 

He  was  prepared,  however,  to  extend 
the  Law  of  iSvidence  Amenc^ent  Act  of 
last  Session  to  all  offences  which  might 
be  made  the  subject  of  civil  actions — such 
as  libel,  nuisances,  and  common  assaults 
— and  to  make  prisoners  and  their  wives 
competent  witnesses  for  and  against 
themselves,  and  each  other  in  such  cases ; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  present 
Bill  went  a  great  deal  too  far,  and  he 
was  unable,   therefore,   to  give  it   his 

support.  

Mb.  eussell  GUENEY  said,  he 
quite  admitted  that  the  Bill  would  in- 
troduce a  considerable  change  into  our 
mode  of  procedure ;  but  he  denied  that 
it  would  introduce  any  change  into  the 
principle  on  which  our  Courts  of  Justice 
now  acted.  The  great  object, '  on  all 
criminal  proceedings,  was  tiie  ascertain- 
ment of  truth ;  and  every  step  towards 
the  ascertainment  of  truth  was  a  gain  to 
the  innocent,  and  a  loss  to  the  guilty. 
It  was  on  that  principle  he  supported 
the  Bill.  He  did  not  do  so  mainly  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  conviction 
of  the  guilty.  In  the  course  of  his  ex- 
perience he  had  met  with  instances  in 
which  innocent  persons  had  been  ex- 
posed to  danger  because  they  were  not 
capable  of  giving  evidence  on  their  own 
behalf.  Cases  had  £requentiy  been  sent 
to  him  from  the  Home  Office,  where, 
after  the  conviction  of  the  prisoner, 
statements  had  been  made  by  the  pri- 
soner or  his  wife  which  he  confessed 
caused  him  great  difficulty  as  to  the 
advice  he  should  give  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. Thev  were  important  statements, 
which,  if  they  could  have  been  estab- 
lished at  the  trial,  would  have  caused 
the  acquittal  of  the  prisoner;  but  no 
opportunity  was  afforded  of  bringing 
them  forward  at  the  trial,  and  of  asoer- 
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taining  how  far  they  were  supported  or 
contradicted  by  independent  evidence, 
and  there  was  no  opportunity  of  sift- 
ing the  value  of  the  statements  by 
means  of  cross-examination.  He  re- 
membered two  cases  in  which,  after 
the  prisoners  were  brought  up  for  jude- 
menty  doubts  had  arisen  in  his  own  mind ; 
and,  in  consequence  of  inquiries,  in 
which  he  was  assisted  by  the  City  magis- 
trates, having  confiimed  the  prisoners' 
statements,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  apply 
to  the  Home  Secretary  for  a  remission  of 
the  sentence.  In  one  of  these  cases  the 
principal  witness  against  the  prisoner 
was  edPterwards  tried  for  perjury,  and 
convicted ;  and  yet  at  the  first  tnal  the 

Srisoner  had  no  opportunity  of  contra- 
icting  the  witness  and  showing  that 
he  swore  falsely.  He  had  long  felt  the 
mischief  of  the  present  state  of  the  law ; 
but  he  knew  that  there  was  great 
difficulty  as  to  a  remedy.  He  would 
not  say  a  prejudice,  but  a  righteous 
feeling  of  mdignation  existed  in  this 
countiy  at  ihe  way  in  which  proceed- 
ings were  sometimes  conducted  abroad ; 
and  there  was  difficulty  in  getting  a 
hearing  for  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther a  prisoner  should  be  allowed  to 
be  examined;  but  if  English  Judges 
deserved  one-tenth  the  credit  which 
had  been  given  to  them  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr. 
Seneant  Simon),  there  was  no  fear 
of  tneir  being  dragged  into  such  conflicts 
as  sometimes  occurred  in  the  Frenqh 
Criminal  Courts.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  did  not  see  the 
application  of  the  cases  cited  by  the 
Mover  of  the  second  reading.  Could  he 
not  ?  What  did  he  think  of  the  case  of 
the  three  men  in  Liverpool  who  were 
convicted  of  an  offence?  They  were 
afterwards,  when  they  had  become  con- 
victs, examined  as  witnesses,  and  both 
Judge  and  Jury  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  no  such  offence  as  that  of  which 
they  had  been  convicted  had  been  com- 
mitted. They  could  not  be  heard  on 
their  own  trial,  and  were  only  restored 
to  competency  when  brought  from  a 
convict  prison  in  the  convict  dress. 
Did  not  that,  in  some  degree,  bear 
upon  the  subject  the  House  had  to  deal 
with  ?  When  they  called  to  mind 
the  Penge  case,  in  which  one  of  the  four 
prisoners,  after  having  been  found 
guilty,  was  discharged  as  innocent,  it 
was  enough,  with  many  other  cases  that 


had  occurred,  to  make  them  doubt  the 
efficiency  of  the  present  system,  and  to 
see  whether  some  means  could  not  be 
devised  by  which  it  might  be  improved. 
In  this  case  the  evidence  of  the  inno« 
cent  prisoner  was  excluded,  although  it 
might  have  been  most  important  for 
the  exculpation  of  the  other  prisoners. 
There  was  a  class  of  cases  in  which  there 
could  be  no  evidence  but  that  of  a 
policeman  and  the  accused;  and  why 
should  the  evidence  of  a  policeman  be 
admitted  and  that  of  the  accused  ex- 
cluded ?  In  a  case  of  alleged  fraud — 
sajr  by  a  joint-stock  company — there 
might  be  either  a  civil  suit  for  the  re- 
covery of  deposits  or  an  indictment  for 
conspiracy;  and  the  defendants  might 
exonerate  themselves  by  their  own  evi- 
dence in  a  civil  action,  while  the  exclu- 
sion of  their  evidence  on  a  criminal  trial 
might  involve  their  conviction  and  ruin. 
Such  a  possibility  showed  the  great 
necessity  for  some  change.  In  one  case 
tried  a  few  months  ago  a  very  strong 
primd  facie  case  was  made  out  against 
the  defendants,  which  probably  would 
have  led  to  a  conviction  in  a  criminal 
proceeding ;  but  which,  mainly  by  the 
evidence  of  the  defendants  in  the  civil 
action,  was  shown  to  be  capable  of  com- 
plete explanation.  He  felt  strongly 
upon  this  subject ;  it  had  been  a  burden 
upon  his  mind  for  some  time.  The  day 
was  over  when  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
personal  interest  to  Ijim  ;  but  he  trusted 
he  should  see  the  day  when  no  jury 
would  be  called  upon  to  decide  on  the 
fate  of  a  fellow-man  until  all  the 
means  of  ascertaining  the  truth  had 
been  exhausted,  and  they  should  be 
able  to  decide  on  the  guilt  or  innocence 
of  the  accused.  Fear  not  to  let  in  upon 
them  the  full  light  of  day.  Walking  in 
the  light  their  steps  would  be  firm  and 
their  course  secure.  It  was  only  in  the 
twilight,  or  when  a  portion  of  the  light 
was  artificially  excluded,  that  their  steps 
were  likely  to  be  faltering,  and  their 
course  doubtful  and  uncertSn. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES,  in  supporting 
the  Bill^  said,  he  considered  he  was  not 
only  expressing  the  regret  of  the  legal 
Profession,  but  of  the  public  generally, 
at  hearing  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  EusseU 
Gurney)  was  about  to  withdraw  from 
the  Bench,  and  that  so  judicially  consti- 
tuted a  mind  would  not  continue  to  exer- 
cise its  functions  in  a  sphere  for  which 
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it  was  so  suited,  as  shown  by  the  pre- 
sent debate.  He  (Sir  Henry  James) 
belieyed  the  time  would  come  when  this 
debate  would  be  quoted  as  a  striking 
illustration  of  the  tenacity  with  which 
lawyers  dung,  not  only  to  the  princi- 
ples of  law,  but  to  the  forms  under 
which  it  was  administered  in  bygone 
times.  When  the  Law  of  Evidence  was 
amended  in  1851,  in  the  direction  of 
allowing  parties  to  a  suit  to  become 
their  own  witnesses,  they  were  wcuned 
in  the  same  manner,  and  the  same  dan- 
gers were  predicted  as  were  now  pre- 
dicted. They  were  told  of  the  position 
timid  witnesses  and  inexperienced 
witnesses  would  be  placed  in,  and  of 
Judges  coming  in  conflict  with  the 
witnesses,  and  refusing  justice  ;  and  yet 
was  there  one  then  present  who  would 
not  be  appalled  if  he  were  told  that  the 
parties  on  both  sides  to  a  civil  suit  could 
not  be  examined?  He  would  take 
another  example  of  how  they  had  ad- 
vanced in  the  direction  of  allowing  every 
man  to  be  heard  before  he  was  con- 
demned. There  was  the  procedure 
under  a  comparatively  new  Court — the 
Divorce  Court.  A  short  time  ago  it  was 
impossible  to  examine  a  co-respondent, 
but  the  sense  of  injury  became  so  great 
that  it  was  necessary  to  make  a  change 
in  the  law.  Might  he  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  opposed  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  if  their  objections  to  its  pro- 
visions did  not  apply  in  an  equal  degree 
to  the  examination  of  witnesses  in  the 
Divorce  Court  ?  If  co-respondents  there 
declined  to  go  into  the  box,  their  guilt 
was  held  to  be  established,  and  was 
justly  established ;  but  if  they  were  not 
^Ity,  could  there  be  any  greater  in- 
justice than  saying  to  them — *'  You  are 
innocent,  you  can  dear  yourself  if  you 
are  allowed  to  speak ;  but  the  law  says 
it  would  not  be  just  for  you  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  clearing  yourself,  and, 
therefore,  you  cannot  be  heard?"  If 
what  had  occurred  in  the  Divorce  Court 
tended  to  clear  the  innocent,  did  not  that 
example,  which  so  closely  approached 
the  subject  under  discussion,  snow  them 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  passing  the 
measure?  There  they  had  women  as 
witnesses  in  a  public  Court  where  their 
name  and  susceptibilities  were  most 
affected.  When  the  experiment  was 
successful  there,  how  could  it  be  said 
that  it  would  fail  in  another  Court  ? 
The    right  hon.  and  learned  Member 

Sir  Henry  Jamee 


opposite  had  touched  upon  one  point 
upon  which  he  (Sir  Henry  James)  would 
abo  like  to  remark.  Most  cases  of  mis- 
demeanour dosely  approached  to  cases 
that  might  be  brought  forward  in 
another  Court.  What  would  the  de- 
fendant say  in  the  Civil  Court  if  he  could 
not  make  an  answer  to  any  charge  pre- 
ferred against  him?  In  the  Civil  Court 
he  would  be  allowed  to  speak,  but  in 
the  Criminal  Court,  he  would  be  denied 
that  opportunitjr.  The  Bill  would  pro- 
mote the  chief  interests  of  the  pubhc  in 
the  administration  of  justice,  regarding 
which  tiiere  were  two  objects,  which 
must  be  borne  in  view — ^first,  the  object 
that  the  innocent  should  be  acquitted ; 
and  secondly,  the  object  that  the  guilty 
should  be  convicted.  Happily  the 
spirit  of  our  law  had  been  that  the  first 
object  should  take  higher  precedence 
than  the  second.  It  was  held  that 
sacrifices  should  be  made  by  the  public 
in  order  that  abundance  of  precautions 
should  be  taken  that  the  innocent  man 
should  be  acquitted ;  but  in/Jieir  case  to 
acquit  the  innocent  they  often  acquitted 
the  guilty,  and  often,  too,  caused  the  in- 
nocent to  be  convicted.  Could  they, 
then,  object  to  so  alter  their  procedure  as 
to  render  more  certain  the  acquittal  of 
the  innocent,  and  the  conviction  of  the 
guilty?  He  could  not  conceive  any 
more  natural  desire  on  the  part  of  an 
innocent  man,  than  that  he  should  stand 
face  to  face  with  his  accusers — not  with 
his  tongue  tied,  for  there  could  be  no 
greater  injustice  to  him  than  to  compel 
him  to  be  silent.  Why  should  he  not 
be  allowed  to  speak  when  he  stood  in 
peril  of  life,  hberty,  and  property? 
There  could  be  no  benefit  to  ihe  in- 
nocent man  in  forbidding  him  to  speak, 
and  in  considering  this  point  they  must 
separate  in  their  minds  the  innocent  from 
the  guilty ;  if  tiiey  did  not,  he  could  un- 
derstand their  imagining  they  injured  a 
man  by  allowing  him  to  speak.  They  must 
divide  also  the  class  with  an  advocate 
from  the  dass  who  had  none.  In  the 
^st  case,  a  statement  was  made  which 
was  true,  he  would  say,  but  which  re- 
quired explanation.  The  counsel  could 
not  make  the  explanation,  but  the 
prisoner,  if  allowed  to  be  examined, 
could  make  the  explanation  which  would 
clear  up  the  matter.  A  witness  stated 
a  bare  fact,  and  the  prisoner  said  to  bis 
coimsd,  that  is  untrue.  What  position 
was  the  counsel  in  ?    He  could  only  ask 
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the  Judge  and  the  jury  to  belieye  that 
the  witness  had  committed  perjury. 
The  person  who  knew  the  statement  to 
be  untrue  was  imable  in  person,  and  in 
the  presence  of  the  jury  to  say  so.  An 
objection — ^he  might  almost  say  the  only 
objection — raised  to  the  Bill,  was  tiiat  if 
they  allowed  prisoners  to  be  examined 
they  would  be  baited  both  by  Judge 
and  counsel.  He  did  not  believe  there 
was  anything  in  the  objection,  for  at  the 
present  day,  as  things  were,  it  would  be 
fatal  to  his  case  if  a  counsel  endeavoured 
to  exercise  his  power  of  cross-examina- 
tion unduly,  as  juries  always  protected 
prisoners,  especially  if  they  were  igno- 
rant. Why  was  it  to  be  said  that  when 
a  prisoner  was  to  be  allowed  to  speak 
frwkly,  the  Judges  would  go  from  all 
their  former  impartiality  and  become 
unjust  ?  No  doubt  the  Jud^e  would  re- 
main what  he  was  said  to  be  now,  the 
prisoner's  counsel,  and  we  should  not 
change  our  ideas  of  justice  and  admit 
any  presumption  adverse  to  the  accused. 
A  man  who  was  innocent  would  be  able 
to  speak  with  that  earnestness  which 
would  carry  conviction.  Why,  then, 
should  they  be  unjust  and  deny  him  the 
right  he  should  have  of  bein^  heard? 
It  was  said  that  a  man  placed  m  such  a 
position  as  that  of  being  criminally 
charged  would  be  sure  to  tell  untruths 
to  clear  himself.  If  he  did  so,  the  man 
who  would  speak  the  truth,  and  who 
would  be  benefited  by  doing  so  was  not 
to  be  sacrificed  for  the .  sa^e  of  those 
who  would  not ;  and,  of  course,  the  ob- 
jection applied  equally  to  plaintiffs  and 
defendants,  to  respondents  and  co-re- 
'  spondents.  Let  those  who  told  untruths 
bear  the  penalty,  the  same  as  witnesses 
did  in  other  Oourts ;  but  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  tribtmal  to  discriminate  between 
what  was  true  and  what  was  untrue, 
and  to  give  the  accused  the  benefit  of 
all  ascertainable  truth.  He  considered 
that  the  Bill  was  a  most  important  one, 
and  as  he  hoped  it  might  tend  to  remedy 
what  at  present  was  an  admitted  injus- 
tice, he  should   vote    for   the    second 

1Ib!wHEELH0USE  said,  that  some- 
thing  had  been  said  about  the  great  ad- 
vantoge  which  had  been  reaped  in  the 
Divorce  Court  by  allowing  certain  per- 
sons to  give  evidence  on  their  own  be- 
half. However  that  might  be,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
he  had  heard  much  to  the  contrary,  and 


he  knew  that  there  was  throughout  the 
country  a  very  strong  feeling  that,  in  that 
particular  Court,  a  considerable  amount 
of  perjury  took  place — a  circumstance  not 
very  improbable  when  it  was  remem- 
bered what  kind  of  inquiries  took  place 
there;  and  he  feared  that  there  could  be 
little  doubt  that  this  so-called  privilege, 
in  whatever  Court  it  might  be  exercised, 
might  lead  to  the  same  result.  Indeed, 
it  was  by  no  means  necessary  to  resort 
to  Westminster  Hall  to  see  something 
of  this  in  operation  nearly  every  day. 
Some  few  years  back  a  Statute  em- 
powered the  putative  father  of  an  illegi- 
timate child  to  be  placed  in  the  witness 
box,  in  reference  to  the  inquiry  affecting 
him ;  he  was,  in  other  words,  enabled  to 
give  evidence  on  his  own  behalf.  Almost 
any  one  of  the  magistrates  sitting  around 
him,  or  on  the  opposite  benches,  would 
scarcely  wonder  at  the  assertion  he  (Mr. 
Wheelhouse)  was  now  prepared  to  make, 
that  if  they  heard  50  cases  of  that  kind 
in  the  twelvemonth,   and  the   alleged 

Eutative  father  was  sworn  on  his  own 
ehalf,  it  was  fax  more  than  an  even 
chance  that  perjury  would  not  be  the 
result  in  pretty  nearly  one-half  of 
them.  In  all  such  cases  the  temptation 
to  speak  falsely  was  almost  overwhelm- 
ingly powerful,  and  the  consequence  was 
precisely  that  which  they  might  reason- 
ably anticipate.  Besides,  the  very  fact 
of  such  a  charge  superinduced  upon  the 
mind  of  almost  everybody,  naturally,  its 
own  inherent  probabilities ;  and  thus  the 
witness  was  always  in  danger  from  the 
very  moment  he  entered  the  box  of 
being  disbelieved.  As  to  the  propriety 
of  evidence  being  given  by  the  nusband 
or  the  wife,  he  apprehended  there  could 
not  be  two  opinions.  It  was  only  just, 
fair,  and  reasonable,  that  the  husband 
on  the  wife's  behalf,  or  the  wife  on  that 
of  the  husband,  should  be  in  a  position 
to  give  evidence ;  but,  even  in  such  case, 
there  mxurt  not  be  any  compulsion  ;  but 
it  was  a  totally  different  question,  a 
totally  different  inquiry,  and  a  branch 
of  the  subject  wholly  distinct,  as  to  how 
far  it  was  desirable  to  put  the  accused 
himself  into  the  box.  With  all  due  de- 
ference to  those  who  had  spoken,  or 
written  on  the  other  side  of  tnat  ques- 
tion, he  could  not  do  otherwise  than 
incline  to  the  belief  that  an  accused, 
when  placed  in  the  dock,  would  resort  to 
every  means,  whether  right  or  wrong, 
that  human  nature  could  suggest,  to 
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clear  himself  of  the  guilt  alleged  against 
him ;  and,  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases, 
he  was  also  quite  prepared  to  think  that 
if  a  prisoner  refused  to  give  evidence  on 
his  own  behalf,  it  womd  be  asked  by 
jurors  and  Judges,  as  well  as  by  the 
people  generally — *'  Why  don't  you  put 
the  prisoner  into  the  box?"  The  an- 
swer would  never  satisfy  the  public,  and 
scarcely  ever  a  jury  eiflier,  though  to  a 
practising  lawyer  the  reason  was  pal- 
pable enough — namely,  whether  the 
witness  were  to  speak  truthfully  or  the 
reverse,  they  knew  perfectly  well  that 
there  was  a  prejudice  against  him, 
which,  in  the  outset  even,  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  be  overcome,  and  which, 
if  the  poor  unfortunate  wretch — for  in 
such  case  he  wotdd  indeed  be  so— were 
to  be  found  tripping,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  his  case,  however  really  good  it 
might  be,  would  be  instantly,  and  most 
probably,  irreparably  damaged.  Again, 
the  several  speakers  had  treated  this 
Bill  as  being  confined  to  practice  at 
Assizes  and  Quarter  |Sessions ;  but,  on 
looking  over  it,  he  scarcely  saw  any- 
thing to  lead  to  that  conclusion ;  and  if 
it  were  intended  to  allow  the  practice  of 
such  examinations  to  be  also  conducted 
on  like  principles  in  Courts  of  Petty 
Sessions  or  before  magistrates — and  he 
could  not  see  how  any  distinction  could 
reasonably  be  made  in  this  respect — ^he 
felt  the  evil  would  be  greatly  aggra- 
vated and  intensified.  It  had  been  said 
that  great  good  had  been  effected,  in 
civil  causes,  by  allowing  plaintiffs  and 
defendants  to  testify  on  their  own  be- 
half, but  the  analogy  was  by  no  means 
the  same  in  criminad  cases.  In  the  one 
instance,  it  might  be  that  it  was  merely 
a  few  pounds  at  stake  on  the  one  side  or 
on  the  other ;  but  where  a  man  felt  him- 
self to  be  giving  evidence,  with  the 
pressure  of  prison- walls  around  him  and 
with  "  gyves  upon  his  wrists  "  mentally 
if  not  physically,  the  case  was  of  an 
entirely  different  complexion.  Was  it 
desirable  to  let  a  Bill  of  this  kind  over- 
ride and  upturn  the  practice  of  our 
Courts  which  had  now  been  for  centu- 
ries the  same?  If  it  were,  surely  it 
ought  to  be  undertaken  on  tiie  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government,  and  should 
form  part  of  some  great  legal  code  for 
which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
should  be  answerable  as  a  whole. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY,  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill,  said;  he  had  a  fow 

Mr,  Wheelhome 


observations  to  make  from  a  layman's 
view  of  the  question.  He  did  not  speak, 
however,  without  experience,  and  over 
and  over  again  he  had  heard  prisoners 
say  after  conviction — "  Oh,  if  his  Honour 
had  only  heard  me  ! "  It  had  been 
said  that  under  the  present  system 
innocent  men  would  be  less  liable  to 
conviction ;  but  he  would  confine  himself 
to  showing  what  might  take  place  in 
another  direction,  and  the  House  had 
hetird  of  it  previously.  At  the  trial  of 
the  Fenian  prisoners  at  Manchester,  for 
the  occurrence  by  which  Sergeant  Brett 
lost  his  life,  four  men  were  capitally 
convicted,  each  upon  the  same  evidence, 
and  the  Judge  had  no  doubt  as  to  their 
guilt.  He  was  the  present  Lord  Jus- 
tice Blackburn.  The  repoi'ters  at  that 
trial  were  so  convinced  of  the  innocence 
of  one  of  these  men  that  they  origi- 
nated the  movement  on  behalf  of  him, 
Maguire,  a  marine,  for  an  application  to 
the  Home  Secretaiy.  The  residt  was 
that,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  (Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy),  who  was  at  that  time 
Home  Secretary,  the  man  was  declared 
absolutely  innocent  of  the  crime  for  which 
he  with  file  others  was  convicted.  Yet 
upon  the  same  evidence  the  other  three 
men  were  hanged,  and  it  was  impossible 
to  convince  anybody  who  knew  the  cir- 
cumstances in  Ireland  that  one  of  the 
men  so  executed  was  not  innocent.  He 
had  talked  and  reasoned  with  men  all 
over  Ireland  on  this  subject,  and  he 
found  that  the  invariable  opinion  was 
"they  hanged  an  innocent  man;  the 
innocence  of  one  they  discovered  and 
they  let  him  off."  The  moral  effect  of 
this  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land was  very  great.  The  effect  of  these 
convictions  was  disastrous,  and  explained 
why  the  Irish  had  no  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice.  That  was  a 
very  serious  statement  to  make,  but 
they  could  not  make  the  Irish  people 
think  differently.  One  man  was  let  off, 
they  said,  upon  the  same  evidence  as  that 
on  which  tnree  others  were  executed. 
This  was  a  deplorable  state  of  things, 
for  which  a  remedy  ought  to  be  found, 
and  it  would  be  partly  met  by  allowing 
a  prisoner  to  state  his  case.  Believing 
tiliat,  he   heartily    gave    the   Bill   his 

support.  

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 

that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 

I  had   spoken  as  if  there  were  no  doubt 
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in  the  matter,  and  as  if  the  side  they 
took  must  be  the  correct  one;  but 
he  felt  that  the  subject  was  an 
exceedingly  difficult  one,  and  he  had 
great  hesitation  in  making  up  his 
mind  as  to  whether  it  was  politic  to 
make  the  change  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
laid  the  matter  before  the  House  as- 
sumed that  there  was  an  inherent  virtue 
in  the  Bill  which  rendered  it  incumbent 
upon  those  who  opposed  it  to  show  that 
it  was  a  btid  Bill;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  those  whoopposedit  thought  it  was 
incumbent  on  those  who  supported  it  to 
prove  it  to  be  a  ^ood  one.  One  hon. 
and  lecumed  Gentleman  (Mr..  Seijeant 
Simon)  said  that  at  first  he  did  en- 
tertain some  doubts,  but  he  rose  not  to 
oppose  the  Bill  with  energy  and  with 
vigour,  but  to  promote  discussion.  He, 
however,  went  on  growing  in  energy 
and  vigour,  and  when  he  sat  down  it 
was  difficult  to  imagine,  if  his  speech 
was  only  to  promote  discussion,  what 
sort  of  a  speech  he  would  make  if  he  in- 
tended to  oppose  the  Bill.  There  were 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  adopting  the 
measure  before  the  House  on  which  he 
desired  to  make  a  remark  or  two,  al- 
though he  did  not  wish  to  treat  it  in 
an  unfriendly  spirit.  The  measure  did 
not,  on  the  face  of  it,  propose  to  sub- 
ject a  prisoner  to  interrogation.  He 
could  quite  understand  anyone,  after 
considerable  experience  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  a  desirable 
thing  for  the  purpose  of  detecting  guilt 
more  easily  than  it  was  now  detected  to 
subject  prisoners  to  interrogation.  In 
such  a  measure  as^  that  proposed  the 
difficulty  which  struck  him  was  this — 
he  thought,  perhaps,  they  might  secure 
convictions  more  easily — they  would 
secure,  perhaps,  a  greater  number  of 
convictions  than  now;  but  he  doubted 
very  much  whether  they  would  not  do 
it  at  the  expense  of  inflicting  consider- 
able injustice  on  innocent  people.  They 
must  not  forget  the  case  of  a  person  un- 
justly accused,  and  if  they  adopted  a 
system  of  interrogation  they  would  place 
such  a  person  at  a  great  disadvantage. 
Persons  who  were  unjustly  accused 
were,  generally  speaking,  persons  of  bad 
character,  and  it  rarely  happened  that  a 
man  of  bad  character  had  brought  against 
him  a  false  accusation.  But  what  would 
be  the  position  of  a  man  of  a  bad  cha- 
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racter  falsely  and  unjustly  accused? 
Let  them  suppose  that  somebody  had 
his  pocket  picked  in  the  market-place 
and  that  a  man  who  was  known  to  be  a 
thief  stood  near  the  person  who  was 
robbed.  This  man  might  be  arrested 
though  innocent.  In  that  case,  if  they 
allowed  the  accused  person  to  be  tried 
under  the  present  system,  he  would 
probably  escape;  but  if  ihey  were  to 
allow  him  to  be  cross-examined,  he 
might  be  cross-examined  in  a  score  of 
ways,  and  it  would  be  shown  that  he 
was  a  man  with  no  employment  and 
that  he  associated  with  improper  cha- 
racters. Under  the  present  system,  the 
prosecution  was  bound  to  mai^e  out  the 
guilt  of  the  prisoner  by  direct  or  circum- 
stantial evidence,  or  both,  in  so  clear 
and  perfect  a  manner  that  no  reason- 
able suggestion  of  his  innocence  could 
prevail  against  the  evidence.  But  there 
was  another  difficulty.  It  might  be 
made  to  appear  that  if  they  adopted  the 
system  of  interrogating  prisoners,  they 
would  weaken  the  confldence  the  public 
had  in  the  administration  of  justice. 
Whatever  might  be  the  feeling  that 
existed  in  Ireland,  certainly  in  this  coun- 
try there  was  a  most  perfect  confidence 
in  the  proper  administration  of  justice, 
and  this  confidence  was  shared  in  by 
the  prisoners  themselves,  and  seemed 
to  him  to  be  one  of  the  glories  oi  the 
present  system.  Might  they  not  shake 
that  confidence  if  they  altered  the  system 
which  at  present  existed?  The  belief 
now  was,  not  that  innocent  people  were 
never  convicted,  but  that  innocent  people 
were  rarely  convicted,  and  people  might 
think  that  innocent  people  would  be  more 
frequently  convicted  than  at  present. 
J£  that  would  be  the  result,  it  would  be 
disastrous.  He  did  not  say  that  it  would 
be  the  result,  but  he  saia  it  might  bo 
the  result,  and  therefore  they  had  to 
consider  the  Bill  with  great  care.  He 
did  not  intend  to  offer  any  serious 
opposition  to  the  measure,  but  there  was 
one  feature  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
special  attention,  and  it  was  this — the 
Bill  not  only  provided  for  the  examina- 
tion of  criminals  in  the  case  of  indictable 
offences,  but  it  provided  for  the  exami- 
nation of  prisoners  in  all  cases  punish- 
able by  summary  conviction,  if  they  were 
so  inclined.  He  doubted  whether  the 
system  set  up  in  the  Bill  would  work 
well,  and  whether  it  would  not  afford  a 
means  of  escape  to  clever  rogues.    K 
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prisoners  were  to  be  cross-examined, 
the  oross-examinationmustbe  conducted 
under  a  tribunal  which  would  secure 
that  perfect  fairness  would  be  done  to 
the  prisoner.  That  would  be  so,  no 
doubt,  in  the  Superior  Courts  and  in 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions,  but  he 
doubted  if  it  would  be  always  so  in  the 
Court  of  Petty  Sessions.  In  that  Court 
the  cross-examination  of  the  prisoners 
would  very  likely  be  conducted  by  a 
policemcm ;  and  he  would  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, would  that  be  fair,  would  it  be 
a  seemly  proceeding  ?  If  not  the  police- 
man, then  the  duty  would  fall  on  the 
magistrates;  and  it  seemed  to  him  a 
most  undesirable  thing  that  the  tribunal 
which  was  to  judge  a  man  should  con- 
duct the  cross-examination.  Under  the 
proposed  circumstances,  the  sacredness 
of  an  oath  would  be  brought  almost  into 
contempt.  If  a  man  accused  of  a  crime 
was  allowed  to  attempt  to  clear  himself 
on  oath  and  was  then  convicted,  he 
would  be  liable  to  a  further  prosecution 
for  perjury.  He  did  not  think  this 
would  DO  a  wise  thing  to  do.  Having 
made  these  observations  in  a  direction 
against  the  Bill,  and  having  carefully 
considered  the  matter  since  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Poole  in- 
troduced his  Bill  last  Session,  he  did 
think  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  some  measure  of  allowing 
prisoners  in  certain  cases  agd  conditions 
to  give  evidence,  and  in  certain  oases, 
and  under  certain  conditions,  to  subject 
them  to  interrogation.  He  should  not 
suggest  that  they  should  give  evidence 
on  oath,  or  be  subject  to  interrogation 
when  under  oath  ;  but  he  thought  a  mea- 
sure might  be  framed  which  would  ob* 
viate  the  objections  that  might  fairly  be 
urged  against  the  present  system.  Not- 
withstanding some  sneers  which  had 
been  uttered  against  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown — a  sneer  which  had  not  even 
the  advantage  of  giving  ofltence— he  had 
to  say  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
to  introduce  a  measure  on  the  subject  of 
the  Criminal  Law,  with  a  code  of  criminal 
procedure  in  indictable  offences  as  part 
of  it,  and  it  was  proposed  to  introduce 
into  the  code  of  procedure  some  clauses 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  carnring 
out  to  a  ereat  extent  the  desires  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Poole,  and 
of  those  who  shared  his  views.  These 
dauses  would  be  considered  as  carefully 
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as  was  possible.  He  need  not  mention 
their  exact  nature— indeed  that  had  not 
been  decided;  but  if  they  were  intro- 
duced and  were  effectual,  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  the  credit  be 
due  to  a  large  extent  of  having  secured 
their  introduction  into  this  measure. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  consent 
to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  let  the  Select  Committee  investigate 
the  subject  thoroughly.  He  thought  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee might  be  able  to  make  an  ex- 
tremely valuable  Report,  which  could 
be  utilized  bv  the  Government  when 
they  brought  m  their  measure, 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
knew  a  principle  of  such  importance  as 
was  containea  in  the  Bill  could  not  be 
adopted  at  once,  and  he  would  gladly 
accept  the  offer  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General.  As  the  Bill  was  to 
be  referred  to  a  Committee,  he  would 
not  take  up  tiie  time  of  the  House  by 
answering  the  objections  which  had  been 
urged  to  some  of  its  provisions.  He 
would  only  remark,  with  reference  to 
the  clause  which  forbade  any  presump- 
tion against  the  prisoner  who  declined 
to  go  into  the  box,  that  it  was  merely 
intended  to  guard  against  any  legal  pre- 
sumption and  against  any  comments 
being  made  on  me  abstention  of  the 
prisoner.  There  was  no  notion  of  at- 
tempting to  prevent  mere  inference  on 
the  part  of  the  jury,  which  inference 
would,  in  999  cases  out  of  1,000,  be  the 
truth. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  said,  he  was 
disposed  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
[CWm  (2/* ''Divide!"] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  185  ;  Noes 
76  :  Majority  109.— (Div.  List,  No.  7.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 


DENTAL  PBACmnONERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  LrsBocK,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Dental  Practitioners, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Sir  Philip  Eoekton,  Mr.  Gbboobt,  and  Dr. 
Lush. 

BmprmnUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  96.] 
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THBESHINO  MACHINES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  Bill  for  the  pre- 
vention of  accidents  by  Threshing  Machines, 
ordered  to  bo  brouj2:ht  in  by  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr. 
Clare  Read,  and  ^Ir.  Macdonald. 

BUI  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  97.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 

Thursday,  ZUt  January,  1878. 

MINUTES.]  — /^ai  First  in  PflW«wnw<— The 
Marquess  of  Aileebury,  after  the  death  of  his 
brother. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— MOVE- 
MENTS   OF    THE    BRITISH    FLEET. 
QUESTIONS.     OBSBBVATIONS. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  rose  to  put  a 
Question,  having  given  Notice  to  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  Wliat  passed  on  IMon- 
day  had  led  to  a  general  impression 
that  the  noble  Earl  was,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, opposed  to  the  advance  of 
the  Fleet  towi^ds  Constantinople.  Its 
advance  might  be  necessary — ^he  (Lord 
Campbell)  thought  it  was  necessary — to 
guard  honour,  to  protect  interests,  and 
avert  a  state  of  things  which  hostilities 
would  follow.  If  the  Government  was 
unable  to  advance  it,  the  country  was 
deprived  of  its  executive.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  noble  Earl  had  been 
'correctly  understood  upon  the  subject  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  the  Question  put  by  my  noble 
Friend  is  of  rather  a  peculiar  ch£uracter, 
but  I  wiU  answer  it  to  the  best  of  my 
ability.  I  certainly  never  asserted  that 
under  no  conceivable  circumstances 
would  it  be  right  or  proper  for  the 
British  Fleet  to  be  sent  up  to  Constanti- 
nople. Obviously,  it  is  conceivable  by 
me  or  by  anybody  else  that  circum- 
stances might  arise  in  which  the  sending 
our  Fleet  to  Constantinople  would  be 
quite  right;  and  in  which,  without  in  any 
manner  endangering  the  general  peace, 
it  might  be  for  the  mterests  of  humanity 
that  such  a  step  should  be  taken.  When 
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my  noble  Friend  asks  me  to  define  what 
the  circumstances  are  which  would  afford 

such  justification 

LoKD  CAMPBELL  said,  he  had  asked 
no  such  Question. 

The  Earl  of  DEBB Y  :  I  am  glad  I 
was  mistaken,  because,  had  my  noble 
Friend  asked  me  such  a  Question,  I  must 
have  declined  to  answer  it. 

Eael  stanhope  wished  to  ask  one 
or  two  Questions  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  relating  to 
the  rumoured  armistice  and  terms  of 
peace.     The  situation  changed  so  much 
from  day  to  day  that  it  was  desirable 
they    should   have    from    Government 
the    fullest    information  of   what  was 
going  on.     They  had  had  presented  to 
them  a  great  mass  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  Eastern  Question ;  and  he  thought 
that  anyone  who  had  read  that  portion 
of  the  diplomatic  Correspondence  which 
had  hitherto  been  published  would  be 
of  opinion  that  while  the  despatches  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary  were 
clear,    direct,    and    intelligible,    those 
which  had  proceeded  from  the  Bussian 
Government,   and  also    certain  of  the 
verbal  statements  of  the  Bussian  Gk)vem- 
ment,  were  eminently  unsatisfactory  and 
evasive.    In  proof  of  the  latter  proposi- 
tion he  need  only  refer  to  the  re^y  made 
by  Baron  Jomini,  on  the  part  of  Prince 
Gk)rtchakoff,  to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus,  in 
reference  to  the  intentions  of  the  Bussian 
Government  with  respect  to  Gallipoli, 
which  was — '*  The  Bussian  Government 
have    no    intention  of   directing  their 
militaiT  operations  on  Gallipoli  unless 
Turkisn  regul£ur  troops  should  concen- 
trate there."    Again,  a  short  time  ago, 
when  the  Porte  asked  for  peace,  the 
Bussian  Government,  instead  of  sending 
a  telegraphic  message    in  reply,   sent 
messengers  who  were  10  days  on  the 
journey,  and  all  this  time  the  Bussian 
Army  was  advanoinc  towards  Constanti- 
nople.   Their  Lorduiips  would  have  also 
read  in  a  despatch  puUished  to-day,  and 
dated  29th  January,  from  Mr.  Layard, 
that  he  had  received  an  assurcmce  from 
the  Grand  Vizier  to  the  effect  that  no 
delay  on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  autho- 
rities could  have  been  possible.  Beally, 
therefore,  what  in  the  name  of  British  truth 
and  straightforwardness,  he  asked,  did  all 
this  mecm  ?    Did  it  mean  that  the  offer 
of  a  crushed  Power  for  an  armistice  and 
negotiations  for  peace  had  not  been  ac- 
ceded to,  or,  if  agreed  to,  why  not  acted 
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upon?  The  facts  stated  in  that  tele- 
gram were  very  strange.  He  begged  to 
ask  his  noble  Friend,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  had  received  any 
information  respecting  the  conclusion  of 
an  armistice  between  the  belligerents  in 
the  East  ?  Also,  whether  the  question 
of  an  occupation  of  Constantinople, 
either  by  the  Bussians  alone  or  conjointly 
with  one  of  the  other  great  Powers, 
had  recently  arisen  in  the  negotiations 
for  peace? 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  My  Lords, 
in  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Inquiry 
of  my  noble  Friend — whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  have  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  conclusion  of  an  armistice? 
— ^I  can  only  answer  in  the  npgative.  I 
have  no  information  of  the  kind ;  and 
having  seen  the  Eussian  Ambassador 
about  two  hours  ago,  I  found  that  he 
was  equally  uninformed.  I  read  a  com- 
munication addressed  to  him  direct  from 
his  Government,  and  in  it  the  delay 
was  unexplained.  On  the  other  hand, 
as  your  Lordships  know  from  Mr. 
Layard's  telegram,  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  referred,  the  Turkish  Gt)- 
vemment  say  that  more  than  a  week 
has  elapsed  without  official  information, 
that  the  delay  does  not  rest  with  them, 
and  that  they  are  unable  to  explain  the 
cause  of  it.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  any  infor- 
mation or  ofiPer  any  opinion  ;  but  I  do 
not  suppose  we  shall  have  to  wait  long 
for  an  explication  of  what  certainly  is  a 
most  perplexing  matter.  With  regard 
to  the  second  Question  of  my  noble 
Friend,  I  must  answer  it  also  in  the 
negative.  No  proposition  has  been 
made  by  the  Eussian  Government  for 
diplomatic  scmction  to  a  Eussian  occupa- 
tion of  Constantinople,  and  no  proposal 
has  been  made  for  a  joint  occupation  of 
that  city. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE  and 
MONTGOMERY,  in  rising  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  coming  negotiations, 
to  insist  on  adequate  measures  being^ 
taken  for  the  security  of  the  lives  ana 
property  of  the  Mussulmcm  population 
of  European  Turkey  ?  said  :  My  Lords, 
Before  putting  the  Question  which  stands 
in  my  name,  I  hope  I  m^  be  allowed, 
by  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  matter  to  which  it 
relates.  I  do  not  think  I  need^make 
much  apology  for  bringing  this  question 

£arl  Stanhope 


forward  at  this  particular  moment.    It 
is  one  which  must  be  raised  now  if  it  is 
to  be  raised  to  any  purpose ;  and  I  think 
I  may  plead,  besides,  that  it  is  not,  in 
one  sense,  a  political  question.    It  has 
nothing  directly  to  do  with  '^  British  in- 
terests,"   *'  Eussian  ambition,"    "  the 
support  of  Turkey,"  or  any  such  dan- 
serous  and  inflammable  matters.     It  is 
m  itself  a  simple  question  of  humanity, 
upon  which  it  would  be  perfectly  rea- 
sonable to  appeal  to  Eussia  herseUP,  as  a 
civilized    nation,   for  co-operation  and 
support.    A  few  days  ago,  I  hoped  and 
believed  that  the  necessity  for  putting 
this  Question  had  ceased  to  exist.     The 
terms  of  peace,  as  first  rumoured  through 
the  newspapers,  seemed  right  and  rea- 
sonable enough.      Christian  Governors 
were  to  be  appointed  in  the  European 
Provinces    of   Turkey;    due    measures 
were  to  be  taken  to  afford  complete  pro- 
tection to  the  Christian  population,  but, 
apart  from  this,  these  Provinces  were  to 
remain  a  part  of  the  Turkish  Empire. 
Some  such   arrcmgement    would    have 
been,   I  think,   a  just  one.    It  would 
have  fulfilled  the  avowed  object  of  the 
war;   it  would  have  given  security  to 
both  Christian  and  Mussulman.     But  it 
seems  now  that  a  very  different  arrange- 
ment is  in  contemplation — an  arrange- 
ment which  will  certainly  free  the  Chris- 
tian from  Turkish  misrule,  but  which 
wiU  afford  to  the  Mussulmcm  population 
no  security  whatever.    I  apprehend  that 
no  one  in  this  House  is  inclmed  to  make 
light  of  the  sufferings  that  the  Mussul- 
mcm population  of  Turkey  have  under- 
gone during  the  last  year,  or  the  intense 
suffering  and  peril  of  thousands  of  them 
at  this  moment ;  so  it  will  be  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  inflict  upon  your  Lord- 
ships the  loathsome  details  of  the  mas-' 
sacres  that  have  taken  plcu^e,  or  the  still 
more  terrible  particulars  of  the  agonies 
of  those  who  have  preferred  the  horrors 
of  flight  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Bulgarians  and  their  allies.     It  will  be 
enough  to  say  that  at  this  moment  nearly 
the    entire    Mussulman    population   of 
European  Turkey  is  xmdergoing  every 
conceivable  form  of  human  misery.    I 
would  rather  ask  your  Lordships  to  look 
forward,  and  consider  what  can  be  done 
to  enable  these  unfortunate  creatures  to 
return  in  security  to  their  homes  and 
property  when  me  war  is  at  an  end. 
This  is  not  a  matter  that  can  be  left  to 
take  care  of  itself.    The  Bulgarian  may 
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haye  all  the  virtues  with  which  he  has 
lately  been  credited;  but  he  does  not 
exercise  them  towards  the  Turk.  Those 
who  expect  to  see  the  Christian  Slay  as 
tolerant  towards  an  ahen  race  and  an 
alien  creed  as  the  unspeakable  Turk 
will,  I  fear,  be  disappointed.  And 
Turkey,  under  the  arrangements  that 
are  now  foreshadowed,  wiU  be  •  very 
weak;  not  very  able — ^probably  very 
unwilling — to  assert  the  rights  of  Mus- 
sulmen  in  the  autonomous  Provinces,  for 
fear  of  giving  an  excuse  to  her  am- 
bitious and  implacable  neighbours  for  a 
fresh  series  of  aggressions.  Nothing 
but  pressure  from  without — ^nothing  but 
proper  safeguards  devised  and  firnuy  in- 
sisted on  by  the  Powers  of  Europe,  will 
make  it  possible  for  these  refugees  to 
return  to  their  homes  and  obtain  their 
civil  rights  under  Christian  rule.  I  do 
n«t  wish  to  sneer  at  Humanitarianism — 
indeed,  this  question  has  a  purely  hu- 
manitarian object ;  but  I  must  say  that, 
frt>m  the  very  beginning  of  these  troubles, 
I  have  felt  it  to  be  a  most  grave  re- 
proach against  those  who  raised  the 
anti-Turkish  cry  in  1876 — not  merely 
that  they  were  reckless,  that  they  were 
hounding  on  Bussia  to  a  war  that  would 
cause  more  sin  and  suffering  than  half- 
a-oentury  of  Turkish  misrule — but  that 
they  were  reckless  that  by  so  doing  they 
were  inevitably  exposing  the  whole  Mus- 
sulman population  to  the  risk  of  expul- 
sion or  extermination.  They  were  reck- 
less then,  and  they  are  apathetic  now. 
The  very  men  who  insisted  that  every 
crime  committed  in  Bulgaria  should  be 
registered  and  reported  home  by  Her 
Majesty's  Consuls  are  now  silent  and 
apparently  indifferent  to  the  sufferings 
that  the  Turks  have  already  endured, 
and  careless  of  horrors  i^at  may  be  still 
to  come.  We  have  most  of  us  read  this 
morning  a  highly  ingenious  speech  on 
the  Ea^m  Question,  delivered  by  Mr. 
Gladstone.  In  that  elaborate  speech  I 
could  not  find  one  word  of  horror  at,  or 
commiseration  for,  the  misery  they  are 
now  enduring.  The  only  mention  of  it 
by  any  of  tlmt  Party,  that  I  can  call  to 
mind,  was  when  one  spoke  lately  of  a 
"baptism  of  blood."  "A  drowning" 
would  have  been  a  more  appropriate  ex- 
pression. Putting  aside,  as  unworthy 
of  a  serious  answer,  the  small  band  of 
fanatics  who  regard  this  question  solely 
from  tiie  crusaqer's  point  of  view,  and 
care  nothing  for  any  sufferings  of  the 


infidel  so  long  as  the  Christian  triumphs, 
I  think  there  are  two  great  mistakes  at 
the  bottom  of  this  apathy.  The  first  is 
a  vague  idea  that  these  imfortunate 
people  are  in  some  way  or  another  so 
connected  with  the  -perpetrators  of  the 
famous  atrocities  as  to  be  imworthy  of 
protection  or  assistance.  There  are  no 
grounds  for  believing  this  is  true  of  one 
in  a  hundred  of  them.  The  other  con. 
sists  in  the  Darwinian  view  of  the  ques- 
tion,  mentioned  the  other  day  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll).  The 
view  that  this  unfortimate  race  is  being 
destroyed  in  consequence  of  their  infe- 
riority— not  merely  by  the  forcible  and 
most  terrible  means  that  we  see  at 
work,  but  by  some  subtle  and  myste- 
rious law  of  Nature  at  the  back  of  them 
which  it  is  impossible  for  us,  or  anyone 
else,  to  resist  or  avert.  Now  I  want  to 
say  one  or  two  things  about  this  Dar- 
winian view.  In  the  first  place,  it  seems 
to  be  morally  a  dangerous  view — a  view 
that  would  justify  a  treatment  of  lower 
races  to  which  we  are  always  too  prone, 
and  which  I  am  sure  the  noble  Duke 
would  be  the  very  first  to  denounce. 
And  I  do*not  think  it  can  be  a  very  safe 
method  of  studying  such  matters.  When 
we  look  back  on  past  history,  and  see 
how  great  nations  have  spnm^  appa- 
rently out  of  nothing;  how  otiier  na- 
tions have,  when  apparently  in  the  full- 
ness of  their  vigour,  suddenly  withered 
and  faded  away,  I  think  he  will  be  a 
bold  man  who  will  undertake  to  pro- 
phesy the  ultimate  destiny  of  any  Euro- 
pean or  Asiatic  race.  But,  apart  from 
all  this,  supposing  that  the  Darwinian 
theory  is  a  safe  and  proper  guide  to  the 
study  of  contemporary  nistory,  does  it 
apply  in  the  present  case?  Is  it  true 
that  this  degree  of  superiority  of  the 
Bulgarian  over  the  Tui^  exists  ?  Is  it 
the  fact  that  the  Bulgarian,  by  virtue  of 
this  superiority,  intellectual,  moral,  or 
physical,  has  exemplified  the  Darwinian 
theory  by  becoming  the  governing  race 
and  improving  the  Turk  off  the  face  of 
the  earth?  Why,  my  Lords,  a  few 
years  affo,  before  the  angelic  nature  of 
the  Bulgarian  was  discovered,  it  was 
almost  invariably  held  by  those  who 
visited  the  country  that  the  Osmanli  was 
the  equal  or  superior  of  any  of  the  sub- 
ject races  in  everything  except  mono- 
gamy and  the  commercial  instinct.  And, 
as  to  the  other  question,  we  all  know 
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perfectly  well  that  the  Turk  has  been 
conquered — after  a  desperate  struggle, 
in  which  he  has  giyen  the  strongest 
proofs  of  national  vitality — not  by  the 
superiority  of  the  Bulgarian,  not  by  any 
subtle  and  mysterious  law  of  Nature, 
but  by  a  military  force  which  might 
have  overrun  Italy,  or  even  England,  if 
it  could  have  been  landed  on  our  shores. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether,  in  the 
event  of  such  a  misfortune  taking  place, 
the  noble  Duke,  or  anyone  else,  would 
attribute  it  to  the  action  of  the  Dar- 
winian theory  ?  When  I  hear  the  sub- 
ject  treated  in  this  pseudo- scientific 
manner — when  I  hear  people  indulging 
in  this  sort  of  slip-shod  fatalism — ^I  fe^ 
reminded  of  nothing  so  much  as  the 
somewhat  ribald  lines  of  Lowell,  the 
American  poet — 

'*  Parson  Wilbur,  he  calls  all  these  arguments 
lies, 
Says  they're  nothing  in  the  world  but  just 
fee-niw-fum. 
And  that  all  this  grand  talk  of  the  Destinies 
Is  half  of  it  ignorance,  t'other  half  fom." 

I  need  not  say  that  these  lines  are  not 
intended  to  have  any  personal  signifi- 
cance. I  think  these  poor  wretcheshave 
the  strongest  claim  upon  the  Sympathy 
and  assistance  of  this  nation ;  for  what 
is  the  cry  that  we  have  heard  through- 
out England  for  the  last  two  years  ? — 
'*  We  must  not  support  Turkey,  because 
by  so  doing  we  make  ourselves  respon- 
sible for  the  misgovemment  of  the 
Christians."  If  there  was  truth  in  that 
cry,  and  our  Government  partially  en- 
dorsed it  by  their  policy,  must  there  not 
also  be  some  truth  in  its  converse — "  If 
we  assent  to  the  destruction  of  Turkey, 
we  make  ourselves  responsible  for  the 
fate  of  its  Mussulman  population,  whose 
sole  security  for  life  or  property  lies  in 
the  supremacy  of  the  Porte."  I  think 
that  this  is  a  very  strong  claim,  and  I 
earnestly  hope  that  in  the  coming  Con- 
gress our  (government  will  see  that 
proper  measures  are  taken  to  enable  the 
Mussulman  population  to  return  to,  and 
remain  in,  their  homes.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive it  to  be  a 'matter  of  insuperable 
difficulty.  It  is  not  a  question  on  which 
the  interests  and  jealousies  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers  are  likely  to  clash ;  and  it 
will  not,  I  fear,  be  a  very  large  ques- 
tion. Many  of  them  will  be  dead; 
many  more,  too,  heartbroken,  too  terri- 
fied of  the  very  name  of  OhriBtian  rule, 
to  make  any  attempt  to  return  and  daim 
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their  own.  But  those  who  wish  to  re- 
turn  ought  to  be  enabled  to  do  so ;  and 
in  obtaming  for  them  the  necessary  se- 
curity I  am  sure  Government  will  find 
the  country  at  its  back.  I  will  now  put 
the  Question  that  stands  in  my  name. 

The  Dukb  of  AEGYLL  :  Mv  Lords, 
if  it  were  possible  under  the  forms  of 
Parliament  to  second  a  Question  as  one 
would  second  a  Motion,  I  should  say — 
''I  rise  to  second  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down." 
That  Question  involves  matter  of  much 
more  interest  and  importance  than  one 
might  gather  even  from  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  himself.    My  Lords,  that 
Question  implies,  in  the  first  place,  and 
in  the  strongest  possible  language,  tiiat 
we  have  the  right  of  protectorate  over 
the  subject-populations  of  Turkey.    In 
that  I  entirely  concur,  and  I  rejoice  to 
hear  it  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  next  proposition  involved  in  the 
Question  is  that  this  right  of  protecto- 
rate and  its  corresponding  duty  is  not  a 
duty  or  a  right  founded  upon  Treaty, 
but  upon  the  general  principles  of  hu- 
manily.    We  have  the  right  of  protec- 
torate over  the  Christian  population  by 
Treaty,  but  we  have  none  by  Treaty  over 
the  Mussulmans ;  therefore  the  Question 
implies,  quite  apart  from  Treaty,  tiiat 
England  has  a  general  right  of  protec- 
torate over  the  whole  of  these  people.    I 
only  wish  that  admission  had  come  from 
the  front  Bench  and  not  from  the  second. 
I  do  not  expect  to  hear  anything  of  the 
kind  from  the  Gt>vemment — especially 
from    the  cautious    lips  of   my  noble 
Friend    the    Secretary    of    State    for 
Foreign  Affairs.    I  will  say  for  myself 
and  those  who  generally  act  with  me, 
that  we  desire  good  government  and 
protection  of  the  lives,  property,   and 
honour  of  the  Mussulman  population  as 
well  as  the  Christian.    Mynoole  Friend 
— ^if  he  will  allow  me  to  call  him  so,  for  ^ 
I  had  the  privilege  of  friendship  with  ' 
those  from  whom  ne  derives  his  name — 
taunted  us  with  not  having  expressed 
any  sympathy  until  now  with  the  Mus- 
sulman popiuation  of  Turkey.     Did  it 
never  occur  to  him  that  it  was  a  taunt 
which  might  be  turned-  upon  himself? 
Has  he  tul  this  moment  expressed  any 
great  concern  for  the  Christian  popula- 
tion, when  it  was  the  Christians  who 
were  underneath  and  the  Mussulmans 
who  were  above  ?    I  admit  the  right  of 
every  man,  whatever  be  his  religious  be- 
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lief,  to  daim  the  privilegeB  whioh  belong 
to  every  man  of  every  nation  under 
every  Gfovemment  under  the  sun.  But, 
mv  Jjords,  if  my  noble  Friend  means  to 
tell  me  or  to  tell  the  House  that  under  the 
Empire  of  Turkey  the  Ohristians  and 
Mussulmans  have  been  equally  op- 
pressed  

The  Eabl  of  PEMBEOKE  and 
MONTGOMERY  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  sort. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL :  I  am  very 

flad  to  hear  it.  But  my  noble  Friend 
id  say  that  more  misery  had  been  in- 
flicted in  this  war  than  would  have  been 
inflicted  by  half  a  century  of  peace. 
What  I  complain  of  is  that  noble  Lords 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  read 
the  evidence  which  is  placed  before  them 
on  this  subject,  which  their  own  Go- 
vernment places  at  their  disposal.  They 
read  books  such  as  BurfuS>y^8  Ride  to 
Khiva,  and  stuff  of  that  sort.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "]  Well,  I  read  this  book  with  in- 
terest myself,  as  the  account  of  a  spirited 
ride  by  a  spirited  officer ;  but  certainly 
I  should  not  go  to  it  for  my  information 
respecting  the  condition  of  the  Christian 
population  of  Turkey ;  and  what  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  people  will  not  read  the 
official  evidence  which  the  Government 
places  on  the  Table  of  this  House. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  com- 
parative incidence  of  the  Gk)vemment  of 
Turkey  upon  the  Mussulman  and  non- 
Mussulman  population,  it  so  happens 
that  there  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  this 
House  towards  the  middle  of  last  Ses- 
sion a  thin  Blue  Book — very  smaU  in- 
deed— so  small  that  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships oould  read  it  in  an  hour ;  but  which 
gives  complete  and  conclusive  evidence 
as  to  the  character  of  the  Turkish  rule 
in  these  Provinces.  It  is  a  collection  of 
the  Consular  Reports  on  the  condition  of 
the  various  Provinces  of  Turkey  during 
the  20  years  which  have  elapsed  horn 
the  Crimean  War  down  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  war.  This  evidence 
is  wholly  unconnected  with  the  Bulga- 
rian massacres — wholly  unconnected 
with  everything  whioh  can  bear  in  a 
Party  character  on  this  question.  I  will 
from  this  Book  show  to  the  House  what 
is  the  condition  of  that  Government, 
what  has  been  its  conduct  upon  the  sub- 
ject-population, and  what  its  effect  upon 
the  Mussulman  population.  The  first 
witness  I  will  call  into  Court  is  Sir 
William  Fenwick  Williams.  I  will  read 


irom  a  despatch  which  Sir  Fenwick 
Williams  wrote  to  Lord  Clarendon  just 
before  he  undertook  that  defence  of 
Kars  which  will  ever  remain  a  noble 
specimen  of  British  bravery,  skill,  and 
endurance.  This  despatch  is  dated  from 
Erzeroum,  the  capital  of  Armenia — that 
Province  of  Turkey  whioh  some  of  the 
friends  of  the  Turks  in  England  regard 
with  so  much  jealousy.  Let  us  see  what 
is  the  condition  of  Armenia,  according  to 
Sir  Fenwick  Williams.     He  says — 

"The whole  body  of  cayasses,  whether  em- 
ployed as  police  in  uie  capital  or  other  cities  and 
towns  of  the  Empire,  or  in  the  Provinces  as  the 
agents  through  whom  the  revenue  is  collected, 
constitutes  an  engine  of  tyranny  perhaps  un- 
equalled in  the  world.  It  is  needless  for  me  to 
assure  your  Lordships  that  no  language  can 
pourtray  the  infamy  which  characterizes  the 
life  ana  character  of  this  body  of  men;  the 
scenes  of  their  exploits  lie  in  the  villages,  and 
more  especially  Christian,  though  it  must  be 
stated  the  Mussulman  cultivator  does  not  escape 
their  insolence,  extortion,  and  rapine.  Through- 
out the  vast  extent  of  this  Empire  over  which  I 
have  travelled  I  have  invariably  found  the 
last  stroke  of  ruin  inflicted  on  a  crumbling 
village  to  have  been  perpetrated  by  a  cavass. 
The  Mussulman  villagers  might,  and  possibly 
did,  remonstrate,  but  woe  to  the  Chris- 
tian serf  who  opened  his  mouth  before  the 
tax-fathering  and  tyrannical  cavass.  I  feel 
convmced  that  the  AUies  who  have  fought  and 
bled  to  keep  the  Kussians  out  of  these  fertile 
countries  will  not  allow  their  triumph  to  be  a 
barren  one  to  the  unhappy  and  oppressed 
Christian,  nor  to  his  feUow-subject,  the  Mussul- 
man cultivator." 

That  was  the  account  of  them  by  Sir 
Fenwick  Williams  in  1866.  [A  noble 
LoED :  Twenty-two  years  ago !]  Yes, 
twenty-two  years  ago — and  I  suppose 
the  noble  Baron  who  makes  that  obser- 
Tation  has  some  reasv^n  to  suppose  that 
things  have  mended  since.  I  have 
evidence  to  the  contrary.  Here  is  a 
despatch,  dated  13  years  later,  dated 
from  the  same  place,  from  Consul  Taylor 
to  Lord  Clarendon.  This  is  what  he 
says — 

"  It  was  dispiriting  on  my  onward  route  to 
Kaghizman,  through  Shuragel,  the  ancient 
Shirai,  formerly  the  richest  and  most  populous 
district  in  Armenia,  to  pass  so  many  spots  mark- 
ing the  sites  of  towns  and  villages,  some  of  them 
only  recently  deserted,  but  now  encumbered 
with  their  ruins  or  the  mean  huts  of  the  indigent 
population  that  remained.  On  many  of  these 
deserted  sites  the  massive  fabrics  of  early 
Armenian  churches  had  successfully  resisted  the 
ravages  of  time  and  the  efforts  of  man,  urged  by 
an  implacable  hostility  to  everything  Chnstian, 
to  destroy  them." 

A  few  pages  further  the  same  Consul 

says- 
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I'  The  Kturds  belong  to  ilie  HaeMnanlee  and 
Hillikanlee  tribee  liying  in  the  yioinity  of  Akhlat, 
Boolaniky  and  Malazgerd,  under  the  chieftain- 
ship of  Soofie  Agha,  Khaznadar,  and  Eeseh 
Oghli.  The  depredations  of  their  dependants, 
enconrag^ed  by,  and  proceeds  diared  in  \ij  them, 
are  mamf est  all  around.  Deserted  Tillages, 
rained  churches,  crumbling  mosques,  abandoned 
fields  meet  the  eye  everywhere.  The  ruthless 
conduct  of  these  rufi&ans,  rendered  bolder  by  the 
feebleness  of  the  Executive,  has  rendered  what 
ought  to  be  a  paradise  a  desert  People  who 
formerly  possessed  30  to  40  bufBEiloes,  besides 
sheep  and  cows,  at  the  same  time  working  ten 
ploughs,  are  now  begging  their  bread;  and 
withm  tiie  last  two  years  the  Christian  villages 
of  Medzk  Kosthiyan,  Tapa  Yank,  Jizroke, 
Khulleek,  Pogkey,  and  Sivratore  have  been 
utterly  abandoned  by  the  Armenians,  owing  to 
the  depredations  of  the  people  mentioned  above. " 

That  lA  the  account  of  one  of  our  Consuls 
in  1869 ;  but  there  is  one  later  still  in 
this  little  and  instructive  Blue  Book.  We 
have  a  Eeport  from  Oonsul  Zohrab,  and 
his  evidence  goes  down  to  1875.  He 
says,  in  a  despatch  to  the  noble  Earl  who 
is  now  at  the  nead  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
dated  July  19,  1876— 

<'  The  real  condition  of  this  part  of  the  Sultan's 
Dominions  is,  I  fear,  so  little  known,  that  the 
cafles  I  expose  may  seem  exaggerated.  I  have, 
however,  reported  authenticated  facts.  Were  I 
to  report  all  the  cases  of  cruelty  and  oppression 
which  have  come  to  my  knowledge,  but  which  I 
have  not  been  able  to  investifipate,  but  one  con- 
clusion could  be  deduced  from  them — ^that 
fanaticism,  cruelty,  and  dishonesty  are  the  only 
incentives  to  action  which  move  the  men  who 
are  sent  to  administer  this  unhappy  country. 
Unfortunately,  such  a  conclusion  would  be  the 
coirect  one.  Bribery  alone  can  now  obtain  an 
appointment ;  honesty  and  administrative  capa- 
city are  not  required ;  the  abiHty  to  pay  is  ihe 
barometer  of  a  man's  ability  to  do  duty.  The 
country  is  con8e(]iuentl^  overrun  with  a  crowd  of 
hungry,  unprincipled,  ignorant  men,  whose  only 
object  is  to  enrich  themselves  as  £u:  as  they  can. 
They  are  surrounded  by  satellites,  who  work  for 
them  and  for  themselves.  Extortion  is  the 
everv-day  work  of  these  men.  I  believe  but  few 
of  the  officials  coming  from  Constantinople  are 
imbued  with  fanatical  ideas ;  generally  tiiey  are 
very  indifferent,  but  as  they  cannot  enrich 
themselves  without  the  aid  of  the  influential 
Mussulman  classes  they  are  oblig^  in  return, 
to  ^rmit  cruelty  and  oppression  towards  the 
Christians." 

This  same  Consul,  Mr.  Zohrab,  a  few 
days  later,  in  a  despatch  addressed  to 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  speaks  of  an  atrocious  case  of 
the  robbery  of  a  daughter  from  a  Chris- 
tian family.  He  draws  the  noble  Earl's 
attention  to  two  cases.    He  says — 

"I  have  brought  two  cases  to  your  Ex- 
cellency's notice.  In  the  first  ease  a  girl  was 
forcibly  taken  from  her  home  by  the  authofitiei, 

The  Duke  of  ArgyU 


and  for  her  oooim^ns  adherence  to  her  faith 
she  has  been  punished  by  a  sentenoe  of  per* 
petual  exile  and  separation  from  her  parents, 
ner  safety  being  the  untenable  plea  of  the 
authorities.  The  second  case  this  despatch 
reports." 

The  Consul  goes  on  to  say — 

*<It  is  dear  that  any  Mussulman  can  now 
legally  rob  Christian  children  from  their  parents, 
and,  with  the  aid  of  the  authorities,  forcibly 
convert  them  to  Tslamism.  Christians,  there- 
fore, are  no  longer  safe,  and  Europeans  are 
eqully  in  peril.  A  Turk  has  merely  to  go  and 
swear  before  an  authoritv  that  he  heard  some 
member  of  an  European  family  declare  a  desire 
to  embrace  Islamism  to  plunge  that  family  in 
grief  and  trouble." 

And  that  takes  place  in  the  Province 
which  you  are  anxious  to  keep  under  the 
dominion  of  the  Turk ;  and  you  speak 
as  if  it  were  the  most  terrible  misfortune 
in  the  world  that  this  Government 
should  be  brought  to  trial.  Before  I 
pass  from  Armenia  I  should  like  to 
relate  a  ease  which  I  learned  from  read- 
ing this  Blue  Book.  A  man  who  was,  I 
thmk,  originally  a  sausage  maker, 
raised  himself  to  the  position  of  a  con- 
tractor to  the  Turkish  Government, 
where  he  amassed  an  enormous  fortune. 
This  man  undertook  to  rebuild  at  his 
own  cost  a  large  part  of  the  town  of 
Erzeroum,  and  also  to  rebuild  at  his  own 
cost  one  of  their  own  mosques.  That  man 
became  the  victim  of  a  Mahometan  con- 
spiracy. A  body  of  fanatics,  with  the  Chief 
Justice  of  Erzeroum  at  their  head,  made 
up  their  minds  to  bum  all  the  new  build- 
ings which  thatman  had  erected.  They  set 
fire  more  than  once  to  the  quarter  of  the 
town  which  he  had  erectea ;  but  after 
each  successive  burning  he  proceeded  to 
rebuild  with  extraordinary  energy  and 
perseverance ;  but  very  soon  after,  when 
this  poor  man  was  sitting  in  the  streets 
of  Erzeroum,  he  was  approached  by  a 
man,  who  shot  him  dead  in  the  open  day 
with  a  pistol,  and  the  crime  has  to  this 
day  never  been  punished.  It  was  in- 
stituted by  a  fanatical  society  of 
Mahometans,  who  were  jealous  of  his 
success.  My  Lords,  these  things  *  are 
disgraceful ;  and  yet  we  are  told  that  the 
Turkish  €K)vemment  is  a  Government 
which  should  be  upheld.  What  is  the 
natural  effect  of  conduct  such  as  I  have 
described  ?  Why,  that  the  Armenians 
are  becomingBussians — that  the  Eussian 
feeling  among  them  is  rapidly  increasing. 
No  doubt  they  would  be  veiy  glad  to 
have  a  Government  of  tlieir  own,  and  I 
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do  not  say  that  they  wiah  to  remain  under 
Bossia  as  the  best  thing  in  the  world ; 
but  they  do  desire  to  come  tmder  Eussia 
rather  tiian  to  remain  under  the  Turks. 
I  submit  that  the  evidence  of  these  two 
men,  Consuls  Taylor  and  Zohrab,  proves 
to  demonstration  that  when  the  Bussians 
advance  in  Armenia  they  will  be  wel- 
comed by  the  great  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion. I  now  pass  to  another  part  of 
Turkey — to  the  European  Provinces. 
In  doing  so,  let  us  suppose  that  such  an 
occurrence  as  the  massacre  of  Batak,  for 
example,  was  a  mere  accident  attendant 
upon  the  putting  down  of  an  insurrec- 
tion. I  am  not  talking  of  this  war — 
of  the  causes  of  it,  or  of  the  probable 
consequences  of  it.  I  am  speaking 
of  the  p^manent  Government  of 
Turkey.  Well,  then,  with  regard  to 
Bosnia,  we  have  heard  a  good  deal 
as  to  the  evidence  of  Oonsul  Holmes 
— and  in  referring  to  that  gentleman  I 
may  make  this  general  observation,  that 
the  position  of  men  accredited  from  this 
country  to  a  Government  which  is 
thoroughly  barbarous  and  entirely  rot- 
ten, like  that  of  Turkey,  is  somewhat 
peculiar.  It  is  so  peculiar  that  you  may 
almost  get  from  any  of  our  Consuls  two 
contradictory  views — the  one  in  violent 
abuse  of  the  Turk,  and  the  other  in 
defence  of  him.  They  look  upon  them- 
selves as  accredited  to  a  Government 
which  is  entirely  barbarous  and  rotten, 
and  they  think  themselves  free  to  com- 
ment upon  the  proceedings  of  that 
Government  until  it  is  attacked  by 
others — then  they  turn  to  defend  it. 
Consuls  in  Turkey  may  be  compared  to 
vultures  who  are  feeding  on  a  carcase, 
but  who  every  now  and  then  stop  to 
fight  with  each  other,  and  when  they 
are  fighting  with  each  other,  they  appear 
as  thoi^h  they  were  defending  the  car- 
case. That  is  exactly  the  position  of 
our  Consuls ;  and  when  you  want  to  get 
at  the  truth  you  must  take  their  evidence, 
not  when  they  are  fighting  with  the 
Consuls  of  other  European  States,  but 
when  they  come  voluntiurily  forward  and 
give  tJieir  unbiassed  and  spontaneous 
testimony.  Considering  what  has  been 
said  of  Consul  Holmes  since  the  war 
broke  out— considering  the  strong  man- 
ner in  which  he  has  tSkem  what  may  be 
called  a  Turkish  side — ^I  confess  I  was 
amazed  in  reading  this  Httle  Blue  Book. 
Befexring  to  a'period  when  there  was  no 
partaoular  fightmg  going  on  between  the 


Consuls,  I  find  from  it  that  immediately 
before  tiie  war  Consul  Holmes  gives  the 
most  emphatic  evidence  as  to  the  horrible 
condition  of  Bosnia,  and  shows  that  the 
Mussulmans  were  in  a  perpetual  state  of 
conspiracy  against  the  Christians  of 
Bosnia.  Writing  on  the  24th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1871,  he  says — 


"  The  unnecessary  delay  and  neglect,  to  the 
prejudice  often  of  innocent  persons,  the  open 
Dribery  and  corruption,  the  invariable  and  un- 
iost  favour  shown  to  Mussulmans  in  all  cases 
between  Turks  and  Christians  which  distinguish 
the  Turkish  administration  of  what  is  called 
*  justice'  throughout  the  Empire  cannot  fail  to 
sug^st  the  question,  What  would  be  the  lot  of 
foreigners  in  Turkepr  were  the  European  Powers 
to  g^ve  up  the  Capitulations  F  I  am  convinced 
that  their  position  in  the  Provinces,  at  all  events, 
would  be  intolerable,  and  that  they  would  (^uit 
the  country  to  a  man,  while  the  outcry  and  f  eelmg 
in  Europe  against  Turkey  would  ultimately  cause 
her  ruin.  The  universal  ignorance,  corruption, 
and  fanaticism  of  all  classes  preclude  all  hope  of 
an  efficient  administration  of  justice  for  at  least 
another  generation." 

That  is  not  the  only  passage  to  the 
same  effect  in  Consul  B!olmer  s  Eeport. 
There  is  this  curious  circumstance  as  to 
Consul  Holmes.  Sir  Henry  Elliot  was 
at  that  time  our  Ambassador  in  Constan- 
tinople, and  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
approved  of  tlie  Report  of  Consul  Holmes 
to  which  I  refer.  In  regard  to  that 
point,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  generally 
agree  with  &e  principle  of  choosing  men 
to  represent  England  abroad  who  are 
favourable,  upon  the  whole,  to  the 
Qovemment  to  which  thev  are  accredited ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  tnat  some  of  our 
recent  Ministers  at  Constantinople — and 
eminently  our  Eepresentative  there  now 
— have  taken  a  more  zealous  part  in 
defending  what  is  indefensible  than  was 
necessary  to  their  position.  However 
that  may  be,  the  Eeport  of  Consul  Holmes 
goes  to  Sir  Henry  Elliot ;  and  Sir  Henry, 
referring  to  a  remark  in  it  as  to  corrupt 
Turkish  officials,  says  to  him  in  effect — 
"  You  ought  not  to  use  this  sort  of  lan- 
guage unless  you  are  prepared  to  give 
names.'*  But  Consul  Holmes  stands  to 
his  guns,  and  he  writes  back — "  You  ask 
me  to  give  you  the  names  of  the  men 
who  are  corrupt.  You  had  better  ask 
me  to  give  you  the  names  of  the  men 
who  are  honest.  There  is  hardly  such 
a  thing  as  an  honest  official  in  Turkey.'' 
The  same  Consul  also  says  that  in  any 
law  case  in  which  Mussulmans  are  con- 
cerned against  Christians,  there  is  no 
possibility  of  getting  justice   for   the 
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Christiaiis.  I  pass  on  to  Syria.  And 
here  again  you  have  distinct  evidence 
from  our  Oonsuls  that  the  fanaticism  of 
the  Mussnlmcm  population  has  been 
rapidly  on  the  increase  in  recent  years, 
and  especially  since  the  political  submer- 
gence of  France.  I  do  not  know  exactly 
why,  but  we  aU  know  that  France  has 
always  assumed  a  particular  right  of 
protectorate  oyer  the  Uhristicms  in  Syria. 
It  may  be  a  mere  matter  of  feeling,  but 
we  are  all  aware  that  the  French  are 
yery  much  eoyemed  by  sentiment,  and 
your  Lordships  must  haye  seen,  from 
eyidence  laid  before  you,  that  our  inter- 
yention  in  Syria,  in  1860-61,  was  yeiy 
much  due  to  theinsistance  of  the  IVench 
Goyemment.  At  the  present  moment, 
howeyer,  Syria  is  not  under  the  watchful 
eye  of  France  as  it  was  before,  and  the 
result  is  the  state  of  matters  which  the 
Eeports  of  our  Consuls  disclose.  Our 
Consuls  at  Damascus  and  Alejppo  describe 
the  state  of  thines  in  Syria  as  daily 
growing  worse.  As  regards  Bulgaria, 
when  Her  Majesty's  Gfeyemment  sent 
Mr.  Baring  to  inquire  what  was  going 
on  there,  such  were  his  discoyeries  that 
he  wrote  in  his  despajx^h — "  The  result 
of  my  inquiries  is  tnat  the  condition  of 
the  Christians  in  Bulgaria  is  intolerable." 
I  now  pass  from  Bosnia  and  Bulgaria  to 
Greece.  With  regard  to  the  Proyinces 
of  Turkey  closely  bordering  upon  Greece, 
I  agree  with  what  was  said  the  other 
night  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  in  answer  to  a  Question 
asked  by  Lord  Emly,  that  no  Goyem- 
ment could  possibly  wish  to  bring  about 
an  extension  of  the  area  of  this  £readful 
war.  At  the  same  time,  there  is  as  great 
a  responsibility  in  adyising  people  not  to 
rebel  against  Turkey  as  there  is  in  giy- 
ing  contraiy  counsel.  It  is  all  yery  well 
to  say  that  peace  is  the  interest  of  all  the 
world;  but  I  agree  with  the  Prime 
Minister  when  he  recentiy  said,  in 
alluding  to  a  remark  of  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Derby),  that  "  the  greatest 
of  all  British  interests  is  peace,''  that 
that  is  a  passage  of  rhetoric  and  not  a 
maxim  of  politics.  I  deny  that  war  is 
the  greatest  of  all  human  eyils,  and  I 
say  you  must  compare  it  with  the  per- 
mcment  condition  of  the  country  in  re- 
spect of  which  an  insurrection  is  spoken 
of.  What,  then,  as  to  the  Turkish  Pro- 
yinces contiguous  to  Ghreece?  Most 
ample  proof  of  the  condition  of  things 
in  Epirus  is  contained  in  the  Seport  of 
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Consul  Stuart  addressed  to  the  Foreign 
Office  in  1878,  but  published  not  yery 
long  ago.  Until  I  read  that  Report  1 
had  no  conception  that  matters  were  so 
bad  in  the  Greek  Proyinces  of  European 
Turkey.  The  Report  shows  that  there  is 
great  mequality  oefore  the  law  in  the 
case  of  Mussulmans  and  Christians,  the 
inequality  being  much  in  fayour  of  the 
former,  and  based,  in  the  yiew  of  Consul 
Stuart,  on  ''a  fixed  intention  to  keep 
back  the  Christian."  We  haye  it  from 
Consul  Stuart's  reply  that  in  Epirus  the 
so-called  ''  ecjualify  "  of  Mussulman  and 
Christian  eyidence  in  courts  of  justice 
is  a  mere  catchword,  and  has  neyer  been 
anything  else.  We  haye  it  that  the 
country  is  goyemed  by  Mussulmans, 
who  are  armed,  that  the  Christians  are 
unarmed,  that  their  eyidence  is  not  re- 
ceiyed  in  courts  of  justice,  and  that  acts 
of  yiolence  and  spoliation  are  not  un- 
frequentiy  heard  of,  and  are  almost 
always  oonniyed  at  by  the  Goyemment 
authorities.  We  also  haye  it  from  Mr. 
Stuart  that  in  the  matter  of  taxes  the 
last  farthing  is  wrung  from  the  Christian, 
while  the  Mussulman  is  easily  dealt  with 
and  mildly  let  off.  What  is  the  result  ? 
That  the  population  of  Epirus  is  rapidly 
diminishing — diminishing  at  the  rate  of 
upwards  of  20  per  cent  in  12  years. 
That  is  the  condition  to  which  Epirus  has 
been  brought;  and  it  may  be  taken  as 
an  illustration  of  the  other  and  contiguous 
Proyinces.  But  a  great  moyement  of 
deliyerance  has  been  commenced,  and,  by 
the  help  of  Russia,  I  trust  may  besuocess- 
ful.  Well,  my  Lords,  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  fair  for  any  man  belonging  to  either 
Party — and  in  this  matter  I  care  nothing 
for  Party — to  write  or  to  speak  on  this 
question  without  carefully  reading  such 
eyidence  as  I  haye  adduced — eyidence 
which  clearly  shows  that  the  Goyem- 
ment of  Turkey  has  been  getting  worse 
and  worse.  I  ask  the  Gt>yemment 
whether,  in  the  negotiations  which  are 
about  to  take  place,  they  will  consider 
it  their  duty  to  ''  insist,"  in  the  language 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  intrcSuced 
the  subject,  upon  securities  for  the  better 
goyemment  of  the  whole  population, 
Mussulman  and  Christian  ali£e,  of  those 
great  Proyinces.  I  haye  said  that  our 
Treaty  right  is  confined  to  the  Christians. 
We  are  m  a  position  to  protect  them, 
and  we  haye  a  right  to  do  so.  I  confess 
that  on  that  point  I  haye*  neyer  thought 
the  language  of  the  Foreign  Secretaiy 
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entirely  satiBfactory.  Along  with  the 
other  European  Powers,  we  extracted 
from  Turkey  a  promise  that  she  would 
protect  the  rights  of  her  Christian  sub- 
jects ;  and  I  lay  this  down  as  a  proposi- 
tion which  cannot  be  disputed — that 
when  one  man  extracts  from  another  a 

Sromise  in  favour  of  a  third,  it  is  his 
uty,  as  far  as  he  can,  to  see  that  that 
promise  is  fulfilled.  Lord  Eussell,  speak- 
ing in  1864,  recognized  this,  saying  that 
the  Cabinet  of  me  Earl  of  Aberdeen, 
while  actively  defending  the  indepen- 
dence of  Turkey,  felt  that  in  objecting 
to  the  separate  interference  of  Itussia, 
they  were  bound  to  obtain  some 
guarantee  for  the  security  of  the  subjects 
of  the  Porte  professing  the  Christian 
faith,  whether  of  the  (Ireek  or  Boman 
Catholic  Church,  or  Protestants,  whether 
Christians  by  descent,  or  Turkish  con- 
verts. The  same  noble  Lord  on  another 
occasion  used  these  words — 

«  The  Treaty  of  1856  contemplated  the  8ub- 
siitation  of  a  coUectiye  protectorate  of  the  five 
Powers  on  behalf  of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Pozte,  in  place  of  an  ezdnsiye  protectorate  by 
one  Power  alone,  which  is  in  the  Treaty 
expressly  renounced  and  abolished." 

It  might  be  asked  why  the  Liberal 
Party  did  not  express  its  views  fully 
on  this  question  when  it  was  in 
Office  ?  And  on  this  question  I  must  say 
that  in  m^  opinion  it  is  not  politic  for 
any  Foreign  Office  voluntarily  to  raise 
tiie  Eastern  Question,  which  has  for 
years  been  the  nightmare  of  every 
Foreign  Minister  in  Europe.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  I  must  say  that  the  late  Lord 
Clarendon,  who  was  neither  a  sentimen- 
talist nor  a  humanitarian,  but,  in  the 
best  sense  of  the  term,  a  man  of  the 
world,  has  spoken  frankly  on  the  ques- 
tion. On  the  30th  of  June,  1857,  Lord 
Clarendon,  writing  to  Lord  Stratford  de 
Bedcliffe,  used  these  words — 

<*  I  transmit  for  your  Excellency's  information 
copies  of  a  despatch  from  Consul  Churchill  and 
of  my  reply  respecting  the  had  treatment  of  the 
Christians  in  Bosnia. 

**  Her  Majesty's  Government  know  hy  ex- 
perience the  utter  inutility  of  appealing  on  such 
matters  to  the  Porte ;  but  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment should  be  made  aware  that  if  this  systematic 
misgovemment  and  persecution  of  Christians 
and  violations  of  engagements  continue,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  arrest  the  progress  of  opinion 
which  is  now  manifesting  itself--that  Mahome- 
dan  rule  is  incompatible  with  civilization  and 
humanity,  and  can  no  longer  be  endured." 

I  wish  a  similar  tone  had  been 
adopted  in  all  the  despatches  written  by 

VOL.  CCXXXVn.   [thibd  SBBHS.] 


my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Derby).  Before  sitting  down  I  should 
like  to  refer  to  a  Paper  which  was  not 
before  us  on  the  first  night  of  the  Session, 
but  which  has  since  been  produced.  I 
refer  to  a  despatch  dated  December  14. 
That  despatch  I  have  read  with  no  small 
concern — I  would  even  say  I  have  read 
it  with  alarm — for  it  refers  to  an  expres- 
sion of  thanks  on  the  part  of  the  Forte 
for  an  assurance  which  had  been  given 
that  when 

"  negotiations  for  peace  were  set  on  foot  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  do  what  lay  in 
their  power  to  obtain  &vourable  conditions  for 
Turkey." 

I  ask  what  does  that  mean  ?  In  diplo- 
matic language  it  is  known  that  wnen 
we  speak  of  Turkey  we  mean  the  Govern- 
ment of  Turkey.  Is  it  reaUy  true  that 
the  Government  of  England  is  to  go  into 
a  Conference  or  into  the  Councils  of 
Europe  in  some  less  formal  shape,  and 
give  the  influence  and  authority  of 
jEngland  in  favour  of  Turkey  witiiout 
check  and  without  security  against  mis- 
govemment ?  I  am  glad  to  see  from  a 
gesture  of  my  noble  Friend  that  he 
repudiates  such  an  inteipretation.  In 
that  case  you  ought  to  gucurd  yourselves, 
for  you  may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
Turks  will  understand  that  that  attitude 
is  in  favour  of  them  as  a  Government, 
and  they  wiU  say — **  We  are  effecting 
reforms — we  have  a  Parliament  as  weU 
as  you,  and  we  have  a  Constitution  as 
good  as  yours ;  "  and  they  will  give  no 
weight  to  the  indignant  denunciations 
of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  that  these  in- 
stitutions are  mere  delusions.  The 
language  which  I  have  quoted  was  quite 
sufficient  to  encourage  the  Turks;  and 
the  guarantees  which  have  been  men- 
tioned were  iUusoiy ,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
fact,  at  which  I  rejoice,  that  the  military 
power  of  Turkey  heus  been  crushed.  I 
wish  the  noble  Earl  and  his  Qt)vomment 
had  taken  a  different  course  at  first. 
I  should  have  been  glad  that  the 
very  moderate  conditions  proposed  to 
Turkey  in  the  Conference  had  been 
adopted  and  carried  out;  but  from 
the  moment  the  Porte  is  told  that 
no  coercion  will  be  resorted  to  it  is 
clear  what  the  result  will  be.  It  is 
remarkable  that  there  is  not  a  hint  or 
an  indication  in  aU  the  Papers  before 
your  Lordships  of  the  Government  of 
Turkey  repenting.     Take  the  case  of 
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Shefket  Pasha,  a  monster  who  has  been 
the  cause  of  the  massacre  of  thousands 
of  men,  women,  and  children.  His 
punishment  was  demanded;  but  not 
only  has  he  not  been  punished — ^he  has 
been  honoured  and  rewarded — ^by  the 
Turkish  Government,  who  are  wholly 
unable  to  comprehend  why  the  people 
of  this  countnr  should  care  about  the 
massacres  and  atrocities  that  have 
occurred.  When  my  noble  Friend  an- 
swers the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl, 
I  trust  we  shall  have  an  announcement 
to  the  effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment  are  not  prepared  to  use  the  power 
and  influence  of  England  in  order  to  ob- 
tain the  best  possible  conditions  for  the 
Government  of  Turkey ;  but  that  they  tvjU 
use  that  power  and  influence  to  the  last 
degree  to  obtain  good  government  for 
the  subject-populations  of  Turkey.  I 
fully  and  readily  admit  the  personal 
humanity  of  noble  Lords  opposite,  and 
that  they  desire  good  government  for 
Turkey;  but  it  seems  Siat  throughout 
the  negotiations  their  effort  has  been  to 
obtain  as  much  good  government  for 
Turkey  as  they  could  consistently  with 
the  maintenance  of  the  independence 
and  integrity  of  Turkey.  I  hope  that 
such  lang^uage  will  be  given  up.  The 
indenendence  and  integrity  of  Turkey, 
as  me  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  SaUsbury)  has  8«dd,  are 
gone.  The  conditions  of  peace,  to  use 
the  language  of  Mr.  Layard  in  one  of 
his  recent  despatches,  are  inconsistent 
with  the  existence  of  the  Turkish  Power 
in  Europe.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
in  the  contemplation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  Sultan  shall  be 
kept  at  Constantinople  in  the  same  way 
as  the  Mogul  was  kept  at  Delhi ;  but 
this  I  know— 'that  Turkey,  as  an  indepen- 
dent European  Power  is — thimk  God ! — 
gone.  It  is  a  Government  which  has 
abused  every  power  it  possessed,  and 
has  been  a  curse  to  the  population  over 
which  it  ruled ;  and  it  will  be  a  shame 
to  England  if  her  power  and  influence 
are  used  to  ffet  the  most  favourable  terms 
possible  with  a  view  to  the  maintenance 
of  such  a  Government.  I  will  only  add  that, 
much  as  I  differ  from,  the  policy  pursued 
by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby), 
there  is  no  man  in  tne  House  who  more 
sincerely  rejoices  than  I  do  at  his  con- 
valescence and  at  his  re-appe8u:tuice  in 
this  House  and  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  opportunity  has  not  passed  away, 
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and  my  noble  Friend  may  yet  take  an 
active  part  in  the  deliverance  of  the 
subject-populations  of  Turkey.  I  am 
fully  satisfied  with  the  policy  of  neu- 
trality which  my  noble  Fnend  has  per- 
sistently and  consistently  advocated. 
During  the  last  two  yejurs  my  noble 
Friend  has  been  the  object  of  incessant 
personal  attacks — ^personal  in  one  sense 
only,  of  attack  directed  with  great  keen- 
ness, sometimes  with  some  excess  of 
keenness  of  language — ^with  respect  to 
his  conduct  of  the  foreign  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say — and  the  fact  has  the  homage  of 
my  sincere  respect — that  during  the 
whole  of  this  controversy  not  one  single 
hasty  word  or  intemperate  expression 
has  passed  the  lips  of  my  noble  Friend. 
Under  the  circumstances,  that  could  be 
s«dd  of  very  few  indeed :  and  anything 
I  have  said  of  my  noble  Friend  has  been 
actuated  solely  by  a  regard  for  the 
merits  of  the  question,  and  in  no  re- 
spect by  any  personal  and  political  hos- 
tility towards  himself. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
scud,  it  was  quite  dear  that  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Earl  referred  to  the  Mussul- 
man population  that  might  be  torn  from 
Turkey,  and  included  in  an  autonomous 
Bulgaria,  or  in  Servia,  or  Montenegro, 
and  not  to  the  Mussulmans  under  the 
rule  of  the  Sublime  Porte.  The  previous 
speeches  of  the  noble  Duke  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  not  accustomed  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  special  pleading  with  which 
he  had  followed  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl ;  but  the  object  of  that  spe- 
cial pleading  was  to  renew  his  assertion 
of  a  Treaty-right  to  protect  the  Chris- 
tians in  Turkey,  which  had  been  for- 
merly denied  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Se- 
crete^ of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
The  noble  Duke  said  there  was  as  much 
responsibility  in  advising  people  not  to 
rebel,  as  in  advising  them  to  rebel,  and 
he  had  advised  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  be  more  guarded  in  their  language ; 
but  he  had  not  been  so,  and  their  Lord- 
ships wouldremember  how,  at  the  begin- 
ning of  last  Session,  the  noble  Duke 
had  incited  the  subjects  of  an  Ally  of  Her 
Majesty  to  rebel.  He  did  not  refer  to 
thai;  passionate  harcmgue,  at  which  most 
of  their  Lordships  murmured,  but  to  the 
subsequent  speech,  in  which  the  noble 
Duke  toned  down  his  first  speech,  and 
said  that  insurrection  was  justified  where 
the  tribimals  were  dosed.    These  were 
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two-edged  words,  and  the  noble  Dnke 
had  less  right  than  any  other  to  use 
them,  for  when  he  had  been  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  he  had  been  most  in- 
accessible both  to  the  Natives  of  India 
and  to  members  of  the  Oivil  Service; 
and  he  had  closed  the  doors  oi  the  Frivy 
Coundl  on  tiie  first  disputed  case  which 
arose  under  Lord  Canning's  Sunnud, 
which  was  the  Charter  of  India  and  the 
foxmdation  of  the  new  Indian  Empire. 
If  the  noble  Duke  thought  that  no  one 
should  have  an  opini6n  without  haying 
read  the  Consular  Eeports  in  the  Blue 
Book,  why  had  he  discredited  these 
Consuls  by  comparing  them  to  vultures 
fighting  over  a  carcase?  As  to  the 
Question  before  the  House,  it  was  one 
which  in  ordinary  times  would  meet  with 
the  support  of  everyone  in  the  House ; 
but  was  it  not  too  late,  and  whatever  the 
Answer  might  be,  only  adding  to  our  hu- 
miliation ?  Por  England  was  humiliated 
and  made  ridiculous  before  Europe  by 
the  orders  and  counter-orders  to  stop 
troop-ships  at  Port  Said  and  at  Malta, 
and  oy  the  Meet  being  sent  to  the  Dar- 
danelles and  then  back  again.  That  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  Government,  but  the 
fault  of  the  country,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who 
had  misled  and  divided  England.  It  was 
now  two  or  three  weeks  since  the  Go- 
vernment made  proposals  to  the  Bussian 
Gkrvemment  in  reference  to  an  armistice 
for  peace,  and  yet  we  had  been  told 
this  evening  that  no  armistice  had  yet 
been  signed.  The  Russians  were  ad- 
rancing  on  Constantinople  and  Gallipoli, 
and  those  British  interests  which  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  said  were  so  precisely 
defined  in  his  despatch  of  May  6,  1877, 
would  disappear.  When  En^and  was 
thus  played  with  and  hoodwinked,  there 
was  only  one  course  for  the  Government 
if  it  wiehed  to  be  respected  at  home  and 
abroad,  and  that  was  to  send  his  pass- 
ports to  the  Eussian  Ambassador.  This 
was  not  necessarily  a  rupture,  for  in  re- 
cent years  the  Bepresentatives  of  Eng- 
land had  received  their  passports  from 
two  countries — ^first  from  Spain,  and 
later  from  the  United  States. 

Thb  Duke  of  BTJCCLETJCH  said, 
lie  should  a^  their  Lordships  to  come 
t)ack  to  the  Question  which  had  been 
submitted  to  ihem  by  the  noble  Earl. 
The  noUe  TMl^  oppodte  (&e  Duke  of 


Argyll)  had  been  discussing  another  sub- 
ject,  and  he  had  not  read  the  Question 
as  it  was  on  the  Paper. 

The  Dukb  of  AEGTLL:  I  read  the 
words. 

The  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  said, 
they  were  words  he  could  not  find.  It 
struck  him  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
raised  a  new  question — the  bad  govern- 
ment of  Turkey ;  and  certainly  if  Turkey 
had  been  upon  its  trial,  they  could  not 
have  had  a  more  fervent,  vehement,  and 
active  advocate  for  the  prosecution  than 
the  noble  Duke  had  been  that  evening. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  noble  Duke  had 
read  the  last  Blue  Book  Icdd  before  them. 
If  he  read  it,  he  would  find  there  plenty 
of  those  horrors  which  they  had  neard 
talked  of  in  former  days.  He  was  not 
surprised  at  a  noble  Earl  opposite  ask- 
ing, why  load  the  Table  with  additional 
horrors? — ^because  those  horrors  were 
perpetrated  by  his  own  friends — by 
those  mild  Kussians  and  civilized  Bul- 
garians. They  could  read  there  how 
the  Jews  were  treated,  and  of  the  Mus- 
sulman population  flying  before  the 
Bussians,  suffering  immense  hardships 
and  dying  by  himdreds  by  the  road- 
side. They  had  been  told  that  the 
Turks  were  to  be  turned  out  of  Europe 
bag-and-baggage.  They  had  been  told 
by  the  noble  Duke — though  he  had  mo- 
dified it  a  little  afterwards — ^that  they 
should  be  thrust  out  of  Europe,  the  just 
and  the  unjust  alike.  It  was  to  be 
hoped  the  House  would  come  back  to 
the  Question,  and  not  let  the  world  ima- 
gine that  every  one  was  impressed  with 
fiiis  furore  against  the  Turks — ^many  in 
this  country  looked  v^on  such  a  policy 
with  no  favour.  They  had  already 
thrown  over  their  old  Ally,  and  he 
thought  that  was  enough  without  heap- 
ing insult  and  abuse  upon  him. 

Eabl  FOBTESCUE  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  with  some  surprise  when  he 
heard  him  utter  the  fervent  aspiration 
that  the  Turks  might  be  driven  out 
of  Europe,  because  he  could  not  forget 
— not  to  speak  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  in 
1856 — that  the  noble  Duke  was  party  to 
the  Treaty  of  1871,  and  now  when  he 
spoke  against  maintaining  the  integrity 
of  Turkey,  he  must  ask — what  had  hap- 
pened since  to  effect  this  striking  change 
in  his  views  ?  He  could  not  learn  from 
any  ofiicial  accounts  that  there  had  been 
any  sudden  and  very  marked  deteriora- 
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tion  in  the  Turkish  Goyemment  Binoe 
the  noble  Duke  left  Office  and  the  pre- 
sent Goyemment  came  in.  The  noble 
Duke  had  quoted  a  Oonsidar  Beport  of 
a  startling  character  in  1869.  Li  1871  a 
Question  was  put  to  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  ^Lffairs  by  Sir  John  Gh:ay  to 
this  effect — ^If  any  inibrmation  oould  be 
giyen  to  the  House  "  whether  the  Sul- 
tan's Goyemment  had  recently  taken 
steps  in  fayour  of  ciyil  and  religious 
liberty?"  Viscount  Enfield  replied  that— 

'*  All  the  aocounts  from  Turkey  agreed  in  con- 
firming the  progress  made  in  tiiat  country  by 
the  Sultan*s  Gk)yemment  towards  toleration; 
and  much  had  been  done  of  late  years  towards 
raising  the  position  of  the  Ohristian  population 
in  Turkey." — [3  ffansardf  ccviiL  SISJ 

In  1872  Sir  John  Gray  asked  whether 
effect  had  been  giyen  to  the  proyisions 
in  the  yarious  edicts  ?  and  the  reply  was 
that— 

**  The  latest  reports  stated  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  edicts  were  fairly  carried  into  effect, 
and  that  the  Christians  as  a  class  had  no  reason 
for  complaint." — [ccxiii.  464.] 

He  could  not  understand  how  deteriora- 
tion and  improyement  oould  be  going 
on  simultaneously  in  the  same  country. 
He  confessed  that  what  he  saw  in  lus 
short  tour  in  the  East  did  not  impress 
him  fayourably  of  the  Turkish  Goyem- 
ment, and  nothing  that  he  had  read  of 
since  had  led  him  to  take  a  yery  fayour- 
able  yiew  of  that  Goyemment  either  in 
its  conduct  or  in  its  results  upon  the 
population.  But  he  thought  it  was 
rather  extraordinary  that  su&  a  sudden 
access  of  horror  should  haye  seized  the 
late  Prime  Minister  and  the  noble  Duke, 
both  parties,  if  not  to  the  Treaty  of 
1866,  to  the  Treaty  of  1871.  If  the 
Turk  was  so  yery  anti-human  last  year, 
he  could  not  haye  been  yery  human  in 
1 871  and  •  1872.  The  Bulgarian  atroci- 
ties, committed  under' the  influence  of 
panic  at  a  real  though  abortiye  insur- 
rection, suppressed  by  the  local  authori- 
ties in  the  absence  of  regular*  troops, 
were  no  doubt  abominable;  but  they  had 
been  certainly  yery  much  exaggerated 
as  to  their  number  and  extent.  They 
had  conclusiye  eyidence  that  the  Bul- 
garians, though  shamefully  insulted,  had 
not  been  materially  altogether  unpros- 
perous  under  Turkish  rule.  He  did  not 
say  at  all  that  such  a  Goyemment  as 
that  of  Turkey  was  satisfactory.  Far 
from  it.  But  ne  did  not  think  that  the 
stmggling  efforts  of  the  new  Bepresen- 
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tatiye  Assembly  in  that  country  merited 
the  utter  contempt  with  which  the  libe- 
ral Party  had  spoken  of  them.  The 
Spanish  Junta,  sittin^^  in  Cadiz  as  a 
refuge  left  from  Napoleon's  domination, 
committed  follies  and  absurdities  in 
abundance;  but  they  had  the  sympa- 
thies of  England,  because  they  repre- 
sented the  struggle  for  independence  of 
a  nation,  whose  country  had  oeen  seized 
by  a  hypocritical  inyader  under  the  plea 
of  giying  it  a  better  goyemment  than 
its  previous  notoriously  bad  one.  With 
^mpathies  inclined  to  the  side  of  a  na- 
tion that  had  been  imjustly  inyaded,  he 
did  not  feel  more  reconciled  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Eussia  when  he  contrasted 
her  profession  of  disinterested  zeal  for 
humanity  at  the  commencement  of  the 
war  with  her  present  yague  but  unques- 
tionably large  demcmds.  In  former 
times  Kussia  used  to  be  regarded  as 
the  chief  enemy  of  Liberal  principles. 
She  was  identifled  abroad  with  the  most 
determined  hostility  to  Constitutional 
goyemment  and  representatiye  institu- 
tions, and  was  identified  at  home  with  the 
sternest  and  most  despotic  administration ; 
with  religious  intolerance,  if  not  persecu- 
tion, and  with  the  most  stringent  protec- 
tionism. Thes0  features  in  her  character 
caused  her  to  be  yiewed  with  eyen  more 
disf^your  by  the  Liberal  than  the  Con- 
seryatiye  Party ;  but  both  were  agreed 
as  to  her  habitual  duplicity  in  diplomacy 
and  disre^urd  of  Treaties.  The  langua^ 
of  Lord  FaJmerston  and  other  Liberals 
in  1854  was  mild  in  comparison  with 
that  of  the  late  Lord  Derby  and  the 
Tory  ex-Chancellor  Lord  Lyndhurst, 
who  said,  citing  examples  to  proye  his 
case,  that  the  history  of  the  Eussian 
Empire  from  its  first  establishment  down 
to  the  time  when  he  spoke  was  a  history 
of  fraud,  duplicity,  trickery,  artifice, 
and  violence.  Since  1854  her  religious 
intolerance  had  been  illustrated  by  the 
persecution  of  the  XJniate  Catholics,  her 
contempt  for  Treaties  by  her  conduct  in 
1871,  and  the  untrustworthiness  of  her 
most  solemn  diplomatic  assurances  by  her 
annexation  of  Khiva.  He  did  not  wish 
to  compare  the  milder  reign  of  the  present 
Czar  with  those  of  his  Predecessors ;  for 
his  reiffn  would  go  down  to  posterity  as 
made  mustrious  by  the  noble  act  of  the 
emancipation  of  the  serfs  ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  were  no  germs  of 
Constitutional  freedom  in  Bussia,  no 
security  for  personal  liberty,  and  her 
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tariff  was  as  protectionist  as  eyer.  In 
considering  how  it  was  that  the  views  of 
the  liberal  Party  in  regard  to  Eussia 
had  undergone  such  a  complete  change, 
it  was  necessary  to  remember  that  some 
theological  questions  might  have  had 
something  to  do  with  it.  The  extraor- 
dinary 2eal  and  activity  of  the  Eitualist 
Party — with  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  in  many  ways  shown  his 
sympathy — ^had  latterly  been  withdrawn 
from  that  course  which  had  conducted 
BO  many  of  the  most  eminent  among 
them,  lay  as  well  as  clerical,  to  Eome. 
They  looked  of  late  to  the  Greek  Church, 
for  which  the  Party  now  professed  a 
warm  sympathy,  in  spite  of  the  denun- 
ciations of  that  creed  whose  continued 
use  in  the  services  of  our  Church  he 
could  not  help  deploring  as  an  imde- 
sirable  heritage  received  from  sterner 
times.  The  Greek  Church  recognized 
Anglican  Orders,  while  the  Church  of 
Eome  scornfully  repudiated  them — that 
might  have  had  something  to  do  with 
it.  Moreover,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  personally  engaged  in  angry 
controversy  with  the  Eoman  Catholics. 
His  chief  supporters  in  his  anti-Irish 
agitation  had  been  the  Eitualists  and 
the  Nonconformists.  The  latter,  partiy 
no  doubt,  from  the  zeal  for  humanity 
which  had  so  honourably  distinguished 
them  since  the  earliest  days  of  anti- 
slavery  agitation;  partly,  also,  from  gra- 
titude to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  for  his 
past  services  on  questions  especially  in- 
teresting to  them ;  and  partly,  also,  pro- 
bably, from  the  hope  of  similar  ser- 
vices from  him  hereafter.  He  could  not 
but  feel  that  just  indignation  at  the 
misgovemment  of  Turkey  and  the  suffer- 
ins^  of  the  Christian  people  imder  Turkish 
rule  had  blinded  many  to  the  evils  re- 
sulting from  the  domination  of  Eussia, 
and  had  led  them  to  take  a  too  sanguine 
view  of  the  probable  prosperity  and 
well-being  of  the  Christian  Provinces  if 
they  became  autonomous  under  Eussian 
auspices.  He  believed,  too,  that  those 
feelings  had  blinded  many  to  the  great- 
ness of  the  British  interests  involved  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  Black  Sea  as  an 
open  sea  to  the  commerce  of  all  nations. 
He  could  not  conceive  a  more  formidable 
state  of  things  than  Eussia  with  a 
powerful  Navy  in  the  Black  Sea  and 
Constantinople  as  a  base  of  operations 
from  which  to  attack  our  highway  to 
India.    He  bad  been  pained  to  hear  the 


denunciations  of  the  Crimean  Weur  as 
having  been  a  mistake.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  believed  then,  and  be- 
lieved now,  that  that  was  a  wise  and  just 
W£ur,  and  that  its  consequences  to  the 
liberties  of  Europe  could  hardly  be  over- 
rated. He  believed  that  the  Constitu- 
tional liberty  enjoyed  at  this  moment  by 
Germany  and  Austria  would  have  been 
much  less  if  the  influence  of  Eussia  had 
not  been  seriously  diminished  by  the 
defeats  she  sustained  in  that  war.  He 
was  a  supporter  of  that  war,  and  he 
believed  the  whole  nation  supported  it. 
At  any  rate,  there  was  evidence  that  the 
large  constituencies  supported  it  in  his 
own  case.  He  contested  at  the  time  one 
of  the  most  important  constituencies  in 
the  Empire,  and  was  returned  by  a  large 
majority  against  another  Liberal,  be- 
tween whom  and  himself  there  was  only 
this  ground  of  difference — that  his  oppo- 
nent was  a  follower  of  Mr.  Bright  in 
regard  to  that  war.  He  hop^  and 
trusted  peace  would  be  maintained,  but 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Duke, 
that  war  was  not  the  greatest  of  evils  that 
miffht  befaU  a  nation.  He  had  always 
unaerstood  that  the  efforts  of  the  Peace 
Parirjr  had  much  to  do  in  inciting  the 
ambition  of  the  late  Czar  to  take  steps 
which  at  last  rendered  it  imperative  on 
England  and  France  to  resist  him ;  and 
so  he  now  believed  the  interests  of  peace 
would  be  best  served  by  putting  our 
Forces  by  sea  and  land  in  such  a  posi- 
tion as  to  enable  England  to  speak  with 
confldence  and  authority,  as  he  was  sure 
she  always  desired  to  speak  with  justice 
and  moderation. 

The  Makquess  op  EIPON  rose  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  criticisms 
cff  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Fortescue)  on 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  behind 
him.  The  noble  Earl  had  twitted  the 
noble  Duke  with  having  eipressed  an 
ardent  desire  that  the  Turks  should  be 
driven  out  of  Europe.  Now,  he  did  not 
understand  that  the  noble  Duke  made 
use  of  language  of  that  kind.  What 
he  did  say  was  that  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment in  Europe  was  on  its  last  legs — 
almost  destroyed — a  matter  of  fact  about 
which,  he  thought,  there  was  very  littie 
difference  of  opinion.  The  noble  Earl 
had  used  against  the  noble  Duke  the 
argumentum  ad  homtnem  of  whjr  it  was, 
when  his  noble  Friend  was  m  Office, 
during  the  time  these  evils  of  which  he 
produced  proofs  were  going  on,  no  pro- 
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tests  were  made  against  the  conduct  of 
the  Turkish  Government  by  the  British 
Government  or  the  Liberal  Party,  such 
as  they  had  made  during  the  last  two 
or  three  years.  His  (the  Marquess  of 
Bipon's)  answer  to  that  was  that  the 
Eastern  question  had  been  the  bugbear 
of  all  the  Foreign  Offices  of  Europe,  and 
one  which  not  any  of  the  Powers  would 
single-handed  have  ventured  to  raise. 
His  noble  Friend  had  read  the  vigorous 
and  energetic  protest  of  Lord  Cl£urendon 
and  others  a&^ainst  the  proceedings  of 
the  Turkish  Government ;  and  the  g^eat 
complaint  against  that  Government  at 
the  present  moment  was,  that  they  had 
from  time  to  time  made  promises  which 
they  had  broken,  and  promulgated  ordi- 
nances which  were  so  many  dead  letters. 
The  noble  Earl  said  how  strange  it  was 
that  Liberals  should  be  foimd  to  speak 
with  disre^ect  of  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment, since  it  had  granted  the  coimtry  a 
free  Constitution.  The  worthlessness  of 
that  Constitution  had  been  demonstrated 
in  the  incisive  language  of  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  real  friends  of  free  govern- 
ment could  surely  place  no  confidence 
in  that  Constitution,  produced  as  it 
was  at  a  particular  moment  for  ob- 
vious purposes.  It  was  a  Constitu- 
tion on  which  it  was  impossible  for 
anyone  to  place  the  slightest  relicmce, 
and  in  wmch  no  friend  of  free  insti- 
tutions could  be  called  upon  to  believe. 
He  did  not  stand  there  as  an  advocate 
or  a  defender  of  Bussia.  He  had  no 
sympathy  with  Bussian  Governments — 
he  knew  the  truth  of  many  of  the  charges 
brought  against  her;  but  he  regretted 
that,  owing  to  the  course  which  events 
had  taken  during  the  last  few  years,  it 
should  have  been  left  to  the  BussiEtn 
Govemmeat — a  Government  not  famous 
for  its  love  of  freedom — to  be  alone  the 
defender  of  the  freedom  of  the  Christian 
populations  of  Turkey,  and  that  England 
should  have  been  deprived  of  a  i#Lare  in 
that  great  and  noble  work. 

The  Earl  of  DEBBY:  My  Lords, 
when  I  came  down  to  the  House  to  an- 
swer the  very  simple  and  inoffensive 
Question  of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
(the  Earl  of  Pembroke),  I  certainly  did  not 
expect  to  have  to  encounter  these  for- 
midable masked  batteries  which  have 
been  opened  upon  me  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll).    I  am  al- 
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ways  ready  to  listen  with  interest  and 
attention  to  anything  he  s^s,  whether 
I  agree  wii^  it  or  not ;  but  i  must  point 
out  that  there  is  some  inconvenience  in 
a  debate  which  arises  in  this  manner 
when  there  is  really  no  definite  question 
before  the  House.  A  great  variety  of 
topics  are  mentioned ;  it  is  scarcely  pos- 
sible to  know  what  are  the  points  to 
which  the  several  speakers  desire  that 
the  attention  of  the  Government  should 
be  directed;  and  as  a  discussion  of 
this  kind  begins  with  no  especial  rea- 
son, so  it  ends  with  no  particular 
conclusion.  Having  made  that  pre- 
liminary observation,  I  begin  by  say- 
ing I  am  not  inclined  to  follow  the 
noble  Duke  through  that  very  long 
and  very  elaborate  series  of  accusations 
which  he  has  brought  against  the  Gt>- 
vemment  of  the  Porte.  General  attacks  of 
that  kind  cannot,  I  think,  prove  a  great 
deal.  Those  who  are  most  conversant 
with  Turkey  have  never  ^ven  her  credit 
for  having  a  well-admimstered  Govern- 
ment; but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  you 
take  tiie  history  of  countries — especially 
of  semi-civilized  countries — ^for  some  20 
or  25  ye«urs,  and  put  together  every  in- 
stance of  crime,  outrage,  and  miscarriage 
of  justice  which  you  can  collect  out  of  a 
long  series  of  reports,  there  are  a  good 
many  countries  which  you  miffht  paint 
in  very  black  colours.  The  noble  Duke, 
in  quoting  from  the  Beports  made  by  our 
Consuls,  points  out  that  one  particular 
Consul  reported  occasionally  in  more  fa- 
vourable terms  of  the  administration 
than  he  did  at  another.  The  conclusion 
I  should  draw  from  that  fact  would  be 
that  the  despatches  show  him  to  be  an 
impartial  man,  who  merely  reports  the 
facts  which  come  before  him  without 
reference  to  the  inferences  which  may 
be  drawn  from  them.  But  my  noble 
Friend  gives  a  different  explanation — 
He  says  that  when  our  Consiils  are  criti- 
cizing the  Turkish  Government  on  their 
own  accoimt  their  criticisms  are  in  dis- 
paraging terms;  but  when  criticizing 
statements  made  by  the  agents  of  other 
countries,  then  the  feeling  of  jealousy 
is  so  strong  between  them  that  they 
are  sure  to  take  up  the  Turkish  de- 
fence. "Well,  my  Lords,  that  is  my 
noble  Friend's  view  of  Consular  Be- 

Eorts,  not  mine.  I  do  not  think  I  should 
ave  imdertaken  to  frame  an  indict- 
ment against  the  Turkish  Government 
based  on  Consular  Beports  if  I  held  that 
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view  in  regard  to  them.  Nor,  my  Lords, 
do  I  think  it  advisable  in  the  present 
state  of  things  to  dwell,   as  my  noble 
Priend  has  done,  on  the  disinclination 
of  the  Armenians  to  remain  under  the 
TorTrisK  Government  and  their  deoided 
preference  for  that  of  Bussia.    I  doubt 
the  wisdom  of  using  language  of  that 
kind  in  this  House;  and  though  I  do 
not  attach  that  extreme  importance  to 
Armenia  which  some  people  are  inclined 
to  do,  still  I  do  not  think  any  of  us 
would  like  to  see  an  indefinite  extension 
of  the  Bussian  Empire  along  the  southern 
coast  of  the  Black  Sea.      My  Lords, 
the  noble  Duke  has  referred  to  a  state- 
ment which  he  said  he  had  seen  some- 
where as  to  the  increasing  fanaticism  of 
the  Mussulman  population  in  Syria  in 
recent  times.    He  ascribed  that  increase, 
with  a  good  deal  of  ingenuity,  to  the 
comparative    political  insignificance  of 
France   during  the  years  immediately 
succeeding  the  Franco^German  War  of 
1870 ;  ana  he  went  on  to  draw  the  in- 
ference  that  it  was  French  influence 
which  had  kept  down  that  fanaticism, 
and  that  when  that  pressure  was  with- 
drawn the  fanaticism  showed  itseK  with 
increased  strength.    I  think,  however, 
that  there  may  be  a  difPerent  explana- 
tion of  the  circumstances  than  that  which 
is  given  by  the  noble  Duke.    I  think 
that  any  of  the  Turkish  officials  or  popu- 
lation who  have  paid  attention  to  Euro- 
pean politics  must  perfectly  well  under- 
stand that  the  comparative  weakness  of 
France  would  dinunish  the  chance  of 
that  protectorate  of  the  Empire  against 
Bussian  encroachments,  which  arose  out 
of  the  Crimean  War,  being  appealed  to 
with  the  same  effect  on  a  future  occasion ; 
and  that  the  anticipation  of  danger  in 
the  future  would  lead  on  the  part  of  the 
Turks  to  exasperation  against  those  who 
^mpathized  with  the  country  to  which 
Turkey  was  opposed.    That,  I  think,  is 
a  simpler  explanation  of  the  matter  than 
the  one  suggested  by  the  Jioble  Duke. 
Then  the  noble  Duke  speaks  of  the  com- 
plaints caused  by  the  oppressive  manner 
in  wMch  the  tax-gatherers  collect  the 
finances ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  there 
is  much  foundation  for  those  complaints. 
It  must  be  remembered,  however,  that 
the  last  few  years  have  been  years  of 
^reat  calamity  and  financial  depression 
in  the  Turkish  Empire.    No  doubt  the 
pressure  of  taxation  has  been  very  se- 
verely felt,  and  tiliere  has  been  great 


discontent  among  aU  classes  of  the  com- 
munity.   But  the  temporary  eclipse  of 
France  has  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 
I    need    not   follow  me    noble    Duke 
through  all  the  details  to  which  he  ad- 
verted;  nor  shaU  I  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion, which  has  been  discussed  over  and 
over  again,  of  what  is  the  real  state  of 
the  people  of  Bulgaria;  but  I  believe 
there  is  some  truth  in  the  statement 
which  has  often  been  made  of  late  that 
when  the  Bussian  troops  entered  that 
country  they  were  much  disgusted  to 
find  that  they  had  come  for  &e  libera- 
tion of  a  people  who  were,  upon  the 
whole,  much  better  off  than  they  were 
themselves  in  their  own  homes.    The 
noble  Duke,  in  alluding  to  a  phrase 
of  mine  that  peace  is  the  greatest  of 
British  interests,    said    that  war  was 
not  the  greatest  of  all  evils.    I  quite 
agree  witii  the  noble  Duke  that  phrases 
of  that  kind  have   v^ry  little    value, 
except    in    relation    to    the    particular 
circumstances  under  which  they  are  ex- 
pressed.    When  the  noble  Duke  says 
that  war  is  not  the  greatest  of  all  evils, 
I  answer  that  I  do  not  know  that  any- 
body ever  said  it  was.     What  I  do  say 
is,  that  when  you  attempt  to  remedy  mis- 
government  in  any  country  by  the  rough 
method  of  arms — ^by  intem6a  revolution 
or  invasion  from  without — ^you  run  a 
great  risk  of  creating  a  larger  ag^egate 
of  human  suffering  than  that  which  you 
seek  to    remedy;    and  that  opinion  I 
would  not  be  unwilling  to  express  as  ap- 
plied to  the  present  case.     The  noble 
Duke  has  said  that  nobody  is  entitled  to 
express  an  opinion  on  this  question  who 
has  not  made  himself  master  of  all  the 
Blue  Books.    I  sympathize  with  him  to 
this  extent — ^that  it  is  certainly  an  in- 
convenience to  hear  opinions  so  con- 
tinually expressed  upon  public  affairs 
by  persons  who  have  not  taken  the 
trouble  even  to    make   themselves  ac- 
quainted with  the  most  elementary  parts 
of  the  subject.     But  the  argument  is 
one  which  cuts  both  ways.     There  are  a 
great  many  people  out-of-doors  to  whose 
opinions  we  are  invited  to  listen,  and 
who  from  time  to  time  send  up  Petitions 
and  MemorialB  on  the  subject,  expressed 
in  extreme  terms,  who  have  not,  I  be- 
lieve, any  clear  or  definite  idea  of  the 
subject,  and  who,  probably,  if  they  were 
questioned,  would  be  found  to  be  igno- 
rant what  the  war  is  really  about.     But 
if  nobody  is  to  express  an  opinion  on 
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the  subjeot  except  those  that  read  all 
the  Blue  Books,  tnen  popular  opinion — 
in  the  generally  accepted  sense  of  the 
phrase — ^is  entirely  swept  away  as  a  fac- 
tor in  the  discussion.  The  noble  Duke 
expressed  an  opinion  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  which  I  can  scarcely  think  was 
seriously  put  forward.  He  said  that  had 
we  written  despatches  in  the  tone  of  those 
who  preceded  us  as  to  the  Christian  sub- 
jects of  Turkey,  this  war  would  never 
have  taken  place.  I  can  only  say  that 
if  that  is  ilie  view  of  the  noble  Duke 
— if  he  believes  that  the  war  really 
arose  out  of  local  disturbances  in  the 
Herzegovina — if  he  does  not  see  that 
there  were  other  and  earlier  causes  at 
work  which  led  up  to  the  conflict,  and 
which  led  up  to  it  through  the  action 
of  those  Powers  who  took  the  principal 
part  in  bringing  it  about,  then  his  posi- 
tion and  mine  dmer  so  entirely  upon  the 
whole  question  that  we  have  no  common 
ground  on  which  to  argue.  But  I  do 
not  admit  that  there  is  that  distinc- 
tion which  the  noble  Duke  assumes 
between  former  Qovemments  and  the 
Government  now  in  power  in  anxiety 
to  do  what  in  them  la^,  and  what  in  us 
lies,  to  secure  protection  and  good  go- 
vernment for  the  Christian  populations 
of  Turkey.  I  have  never  been  inclined 
to  lay  much  stress  upon  the  mere  theory 
of  the  question,  or  to  argue  how  far, 
according  to  the  mere  wording  of  the 
Treaty,  we  were  entitled  to  interfere  in 
the  affairs  of  Turkey.  Whatever  right  of 
interference  we  claim,  or  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  claiming,  does  not,  I  think, 
rest  upon  the  wor<ung  of  a  Treaty  so 
much  as  upon  that  general  duty  of  pro- 
tection which,  subsequent  to  the  Crimean 
War,  we  did  assume.  Obviously,  when 
you  undertake  the  protection  of  a  State, 
you  acquire  a  moral  right  to  see  that  its 
power  and  independence  are  not  abused. 
But  that  is  a  view  of  the  question 
which  it  would  be  well  not  to  press 
too  far ;  for  it  may  be  argued  that  if  our 
right  of  interference  depends  entirely  on 
assuming  the  position  of  protectors  of 
the  Tur£sh  Empire,  those  now  in  power 
in  Turkey  would  be  entitled  to  say — 
"  Last  year  you  did  not  protect  us,  and 
we  must  decline  any  interference  what- 
ever." I  state  that  merely  as  a  theore- 
tical consideration.  But  1  have  always 
thought,  in  considering  the  question  of 
the  proper  limit  of  our  interference  in 
the  Internal  affairs  of  Turkey,  that  the 

The  Earl  of  Derly 


great  obstacle  to  its  efficacy  as  a  remedy 
for  misgovemment  consists  in  this  — 
that  there  must  manifestly  be  extreme 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  any  such  inter- 
ference persistently  and  in  detail.  I  re- 
peat, what  I  have  already  stated  in  this 
House  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  govern  a  countiy  through 
a  Committee  of  foreign  Ambassadors, 
all  of  whom  would  generally  be  pulling 
in  different  directions.  The  noble  Duke 
has  said  that  in  our  most  recent  offi- 
cial documents  there  is  no  mention  of 
"the  integrity  and  independence  of 
Turkey."  Well,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  for 
me  to  anticipate.  Whatever  one  may 
have  said  at  the  beginning  of  the  war  it 
was  pretty  clear  that  something  in  the 
nature  of  territorial  concession  was  likely 
to  follow  from  it,  and  territorial  conces- 
sion must  obviously  affect  the  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  That  is  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  the  omission  of  the 
phrase  from  the  more  recent  despatches. 
The  noble  Duke  hopes  that  in  deal- 
ing with  this  subject  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  insist  upon  obtaining 
good  government  for  the  Christian  popu- 
uitions  of  Turk^.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
we  shall ;  and  I  think  that  the  ezliorta- 
tion  which  has  been  addressed  to  us  on 
that  point  was,  if  I  may  say  so,  a  little 
superfluous.  The  question  with  which 
we  have  to  deal  is  very  important.  It  is 
not  sufficient  to  secure  good  administra- 
tion within  a  certain  area,  and  to  take 
no  care  for  another.  We  must  look  to 
the  various  parts  of  the  Turkish  Empire 
and  endeavour  to  secure  a  settlement 
which  will  possess  the  elements  of  sta- 
bility, whicn  will  have  a  fair  chance  of 
lasting,  and  which  will  not  involve  the 
almost  certainty  of  future  wars  at  no 
distant  date.  It  is  not  enough  to  con- 
sider what  arrangement  may  be  most 
satisfactory  to  those  who  inhabit  par- 
ticular districts — what  we  have  to  con- 
sider is  the  chance  of  maintaining  perma- 
nent peace  amongst  the  various  districts 
and  races  which  compose  the  Turkish 
Empire.  That  is  the  real  difficulty  of 
the  situation.  The  noble  Duke  has  said 
that  the  Turkish  Empire  is  gone,  and 
that  he  thanked  God  for  it.  Perhaps 
that  is  anticipating  a  little ;  but  in  any 
case,  before  I  broke  out  into  such  an  ex- 
pression of  pious  ^atitude,  I  should  like 
to  see  my  way  a  httle  more  dearly  than 
I  do  at  present  as  to  what  is  to  replace 
the  Empire  which  is  "gone."  My  Lords, 
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there  can  be  no  question  that  there  is 
a  formidable  difficulty  before  us  —  a 
difficulty  which  will  require  for  its 
solution  all  the  care  and  skill,  and,  I 
should  add,  aU  the  justice  and  right 
feeling  of  the  European  Powers.  I  think 
our  first  care  should  be  to  secure  that 
the  settlement  shall  be  one  made  with 
the  assent  and  concurrence  of  all  the 
European  Powers.  For  ourselves,  we 
do  not  claim  any  special,  peculiar,  or 
exclusive  privilege.  On  the  other  hand, 
we  are  entitled  to  deny  the  existence  of 
any  exclusive  right  or  privilege  on  the 
part  of  any  other  Power.  At  present  we 
know  but  imperfectly  the  proposed  bases 
of  peace,  which  must  eventually  form 
the  subject  of  our  most  careful  considera- 
tion. As  far  as  that  is  concerned  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  and  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  ^ml  assent  when  I  say  that  it 
will  be  our  duty  to  see— one  of  our  most 
obvious  duties — that,  as  far  as  possible 
in  a  semi-dvilized  country,  where  a  fi^od 
deal  of  fanatical  feeling  exists  on  both 
sides,  strict  and  equal  justice  shall  be 
dealt  out  to  Mussulman  and  Christian 
alike. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  part  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thwriday,  ^Ut  January^  1878. 


MINUTESJ—Nsw  Membbbs  Swobjc— Lord 
Charles  Brace,  for  Marlborough ;  Andrew 
Grant,  esquire,  for  Leith  District  of  Burghs. 

Selbct  CoiciciTTEE — Oommons,  appointed;  Tiimi- 
pike  Acts  Oontinuance,  appointed  and  nomi' 
noted. 

Public  Bills — Ordered— First  Beading — ^Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Boroughs)  *  [981. 

Second  Reading — ^licensiBg  Laws  Amendment* 
[82]. 

Second  Beading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Public  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  •  [66J. 

Committee — Report — ^House  Occupiers  Disquah- 
fication  Bemoval  [45] ;  Public  Parks  (^i- 
land)  •  [34]. 

Third  Reading-^lanen  and  Yam  Halls  (Dublin)* 
[2],  axid  passed. 
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AEMY— THE  BOYAL  WABRANT  OF 
1877— ABTICLE  88.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  in  reference  to 
Article  88  of  the  Royal  Warrant  of 
1877,  on  the  appointment,  promotion, 
and  retirement  of  officers,  it  is  true  that 
service  rendered  before  the  age  of 
twenty  will  not  be  allowed  to  count  in 
the  case  of  officers  applying  for  permis- 
sion to  retire  on  permanent  half-pay 
under  the  provisions  of  Article  95  ;  and, 
whether  the  words  "other  than  on  re- 
tired full-pay  or  half-pay  "  in  Article  88 
apply  equally  to  the  case  of  officers  re- 
tirmg  on  half-pay  with  liability  to  service 
under  the  provisions  of  Article  95,  and 
to  the  case  of  officers  who  have  an  un- 
qualified right  to  retire  after  twenty- 
nve  years'  service,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Article  119;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  would  be  willing  to  con- 
sider the  expediency  of  allowing  service 
before  the  age  of  twenty  to  count  towards 
retirement  in  both  cases  2 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir, 
service  before  20  does  not  count  for  the 
permanent  half-pay  granted  by  Article 
95.  The  words  in  Allele  88  apply  only 
to  retired  half-pay  affcer  25  vears^  service 
granted  by  Article  119,  and  this  will  be 
made  clearer  in  a  revise  of  the  clause. 
It  has  been  decided  to  adhere  to  the  age 
of  20  as  the  limit,  except  as  regards  the 
year's  service  allowed  for  Lucknow.  The 
intention  of  the  Warrant  was  that,  for 
any  new  retirement  created  by  the  War- 
rant, service  before  the  age  of  20  should 
not  count;  but  that  as  regards  retire- 
ments already  existing — and  which  will 
gradually  die  out— namely,  retired  full- 
pay  and  retired  half-pay  after  25  years' 
service — no  change  should  be  made.  In 
the  corrigenda  Warrant  about  to  be  is- 
sued, it  is  proposed  to  insert  a  few  words 
in  Article  88  which  shall  make  this  quite 
clear. 

mOHWAYS  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  in  the  Highways  Bill, 
he  would  be  disposed  to  introduce  a 
Clause  for  the  regulation  of  wheels, 
seeing  that  since  the  removal  of  turn* 
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pike  gates  the  width  of  wheels  of  ordi- 
nary yehicles  has  been  in  many  cases 
altered,  to  the  detriment  of  the  roads  ? 

Mr.  SCLATEE- booth,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  which  he  hoped  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  on,  if  not 
before,  Saturday,  he  had  introduced  a 
clause  which  would  enable  County 
Boards,  among  other  things,  to  make 
regulations  as  to  the  width  of  the  wheels 
of  vehicles. 


CROWN   TEINDS    (SCOTLAND)— LEaiS- 
LATION.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  intends  to 
introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  dealing  with 
the  subject  of  Crown  Teinds  in  Scot- 
land? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  subject  of  Crown  Teinds  in 
Scodand  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government,  but  he  could  not  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  any  assurance  that 
a  Bill  would  be  introduced  this  Session. 

THE   EASTERN    QUESTION  —  BRITISH 

SUBJECTS  IN  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  will  state  to  the  House  approxi- 
mately the  number  of  persons  at  Con- 
stantinople who  are  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  Great  Britain  ? 

AfB.  BOTJEKE  :  Sir,  in  answer  to  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  haye  to 
state  that  we  are  now  in  communication 
with  Constantinople  on  this  subject,  and 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  giye  the  information 
in  a  day  or  two. 

INDIA— KHELAT— OCCUPATION  OF 
QUETTA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  Copy  of  a  Despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  the  Vice- 
roy in  Council,  in  reply  to  the  Despatch 
of  the  Viceroy  in  Council  (No.  60,  of 
1877)  dated  Fort  WiUiam,  March  23, 
1877? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
the  despatch  asked  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
is  a  reply  to  the  Viceroy's  proposals  for 

Sir  BaUwyn  Leighton 


the  pacification  of  Beloochistan  and  the 
occupation  of  Quetta,  and  was  sent 
through  the  Secret  Department  of  the 
India  Office.  The  Secretary  of  State 
might,  therefore,  refuse  to  produce  it ; 
but  as  some  misapprehensions  seem  to 
be  prevalent  as  to  our  reasons  for  occu- 
pying Quetta,  my  noble  Friend  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  will  not  object  to  the 
publication  of  this  despatch,  in  which  a 
full  explanation  of  the  policy  pursued  by 
the  Indian  Government  on  their  North- 
west Frontier  is  given.  Therefore,  if 
the  hon.  Gentieman  will  move  for  it,  it 
shall  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

EPPING  FOREST— LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  OOOPE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  in 
respect  of  the  arrangement  and  future 
management  of  Epping  Forest  ? 

Mb.  GEEAED  NOEL,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Government  were  preparing  tiie  Bill 
referred  to;  but  he  could  not  state  at 
what  time  it  would  be  introduced,  as  it 
depended  upon  the  progress  of  other 
Business. 

THE   EGYPTIAN   OBELISK    (CLEO- 
PATRA'S NEEDLE).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HETGATE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House 
before  finally  deciding  on  the  site  of  the 
Egyptian  obelisk,  or  in  what  manner  it 
is  proposed  to  elicit  public  opinion  as  to 
the  position  most  suitable  for  its  erec- 
tion? 

Mb.  GEEAED  NOEL :  Sir,  when  the 
announcement  was  first  made  that  the 
Obelisk  had  left  Alexandria  and  was 
coming  to  this  country,  it  was  intimated 
to  me  by  the  gentlemen  who  were  bring- 
ing it  over  that  they  were  anxious  it 
should  be  placed  in  Parliament  Square. 
I  therefore  requested  that  a  model  might 
be  put  up,  in  order  to  elicit  public  opi- 
nion ;  and,  on  the  whole,  I  think  puDlio 
opinion  was  favourable  to  that  site.  We 
now  find  it  cannot  be  erected  there  on 
account  of  the  Metropolitan  District  Un- 
derground Eailway,  which  runs  exactly 
under  that  site,  and  I  am  informed  that 
the^  demand  a  perpetual  guarantee 
against  accident,  which,  of  oourse,  could 
not  be  granted.    Another  site  has  now 
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been  selected  on  the  Embankment,  at 
the  Adelphi  Steps,  bistween  the  Charing 
Cross  Eailway  Bridge  and  Waterloo 
Bridge.  Over  this  site  the  Office  of 
Works  have  no  jurisdiction.  It  is  under 
the  control  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  he,  no  doubt,  will  facili- 
tate the  erection  of  the  Obelisk  there. 
Should,  however,  this  site  be  found  un- 
suitable, and  another  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Parks  or  elsewhere  has  to  be 
selected  on  the  ground  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Office  of  Works,  I  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  that  I  will  give  it  care- 
ful consideration,  and  every  opportunity 
shall  be  afforded  for  public  criticism  be- 
fore any  decision  is  arrived  at. 

RAILWAYS-LEVEL   CROSSING  AT 
RADSTOCK.— QUESTION. 

Major  ALLEN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Mr. 
Justice  Mellor,  in  their  judgment  of  the 
19th  November  last,  *'Re  Bristol  and 
Somerset  and  the  Somerset  and  Dorset 
Bailway  Companies,"  ruled  that  the  law 
is  powerless  to  protect  the  public  from 
the  danger  and  nuisance  at  Badstock, 
where  these  competing  lines  obstruct  the 
turnpike  road  in  the  middle  of  the  town 
with  two  lerel  crossings  within  sixty  feet 
of  one  another ;  and,  whether  he  can  see 
his  way  to  remedying  the  grievance  com- 
plained of?  

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  :  Sir, 
as  I  appeared  for  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  case  to  which  allusion  is  made  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallantMember, 
I  have  been  requested  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  reply  on  his  behalf.  The  ap- 
plication which  was  made  to  the  Queeir  s 
Bench  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  with  reference  to  which  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  and  Mr.  Justice  Mellor 
ffave  judgment  on  the  1 9th  of  November 
last,  was  an  application  under  the  Kail- 
way  Clauses  Act,  1863,  Section  7,  for  a 
mandamus  to  oblige  the  Bristol  and 
Somerset  and  the  Somerset  and  Dorset 
Bailway  Companies — whose  lines  cross 
the  turnpike  road  in  the  town  of  Bad- 
stock  at  a  very  short  distance  from  each 
other  on  the  level — to  make  a  bridge  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  the  turnpike 
road  over  their  lines.  It  was  dear  nom 
the  nature  of  the  case  that  a  bridge  over 


one  of  the  lines  of  railway  would  be  of 
no  service— indeed,  could  not  be  made ; 
and  in  order  that  a  sufficient  viaduct 
should  be  constructed,  it  was  essential 
that  both  Companies  should  join  in  the 
work.  It  appeared,  however,  that  the 
Bristol  and  North  Somerset  Company 
was  absolutely  without  funds  and  prac- 
tically defunct,  having  made  over  its 
undertaking  to  the  Great  Western  Com- 
pany in  perpetuity,  and  that  if  a  man- 
damus were  issued  against  the  Bristol 
and  Somerset  Company  it  could  not  be 
enforced.  The  Court,  therefore,  decided, 
in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion,  to  refuse 
the  application  altogether.  With  respect 
to  the  Ghreat  Western  Company,  the  ad- 
visability of  applying  for  a  mandamus 
against  them  was  considered  by  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  Board  of  tirade ; 
but  these  gentlemen  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  there  was  no  obligation  upon  that 
Company  to  make  or  join  in  making  the 
necessary  works.  I  fear  there  is  no 
remedy  for  the  grievance  complained  of 
unless  the  Legislature  be  resorted  to.  It 
is  to  be  regretted  that  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies originally  induced  Parliament  to 
sanction  the  crossing  of  a  highway  on 
the  level  by  two  lines  of  railway  placed 
so  near  to  each  other  as  to  create 
danger. 

SEEGEANT  MCCARTHY— THE  mQTJIBY. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'CONNOB  POWEB  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  inquiry  which  he  has  or- 
dered into  the  death  of  the  late  Sergeant 
McCarthy  must  partake  of  a  medical 
character,  he  will  consider  Jbhe  propriety 
of  associating  with  Sir  James  Ingham  in 
that  inquiry,  an  independent  and  un- 
official medicisil  man  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  informed  Sir  James  Ingham 
when  he  appointed  him  to  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  death  of  Sergeant 
McCarthy  that,  if  he  required  profes- 
sional medical  assistance,  it  would  be 
afforded  him. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— 

TELEGEAPHIO  COMMUNICATION  IN 

TURKEY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Undwr 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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Whether  he  can  state  to  the  House  if  it 
is  true  that  all  telegraphic  communica- 
tion between  Adrianople  and  Constan- 
tinople is  interrupted,  and  that  all  cor- 
respondents haye  been  sent  away  from 
the  Eussian  armies  south  of  the  Bal- 

It  ATI  ft  P 

Me.  BOUEKE  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  G-entleman,  I  have  to  say  that, 
with  respect  to  ike  telegraphic  commu- 
nication between  Adrianople  and  Con- 
stantinople, we  have  heard  from  Mr. 
Layard,  and  the  despatch  was  laid  on 
the  Table  yesterday  (Turkey,  No.  4), 
that  tele^aphic  communication  between 
Constantinople  and  Adrianople  was  still 
open  on  the  29th.  With  regard  to  the 
telegraphic  communication  between  Con- 
stantinople and  Gallipoli,  we  heard  this 
morning  that  the  telegraph  wires  had 
been  cut.  As  to  the  inquiry  whether  all 
correspondents  with  the  Bussian  Army 
south  of  the  Balkans  have  been  sent 
away,  I  have  to  state  that  we  have  not 
heard  that  such  is  the  case. 


THE  GEEEKS— COREESPONDENOE  OF 
MR.  GLADSTONE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  paragraph 
in  the  "Daily  News"  of  the  80th in- 
stant, with  reference  to  an  official  Cor- 
respondence which  is  alleged  to  exist  on 
the  subject  of  certain  Letters  addressed 
by  the  Eight  honourable  Member  for 
Greenwich  to  Mr.  Negropontis,  a  Gbeek 
Merchant  at  Constantinople;  whether 
such  a  Correspondence  is  in  existence  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  have  any  objection  to  lay  a 
Copy  upon  the  Table  of  tiie  House ; 
and,  whether  he  can  contradict  a  cur^ 
rent  report  that  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople  has  ad- 
mitted that  he  was  the  author  of  state- 
ments as  to  the  contents  of  the  afore- 
said Letters  of  the  Eight  honourable 
gentleman  which  the  latter  has  publicly 
contradicted  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  :  Sir,  I  have  not  myself  seen  the 
Correspondence,  but  I  understand  from 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  that  there  will  be  no 
objection  to  lay  it  on  the  Table,  and  it 
shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  forthwith.  I 
understand  that  the  Correspondence  will 

Mr,  Chaplin 


answer  the  last  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member ;  but  I  am 
unable  to  do  so  myself. 

HYDROPHOBE— LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION. 

Lobd  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  alarm 
prevalent  in  the  Country  from  the  in- 
crease of  hydrophobia,  and  to  the  exist- 
ence of  a  number  of  wandering  and 
ownerless  dogs;  and,  whether  he  is 
prepared  to  deal  with  the  matter  by 
legislation  or  otherwise  this  Session  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  in  conmion 
with  the  public  generally  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  their  attention  directed  to 
the  subject,  and  they  were  considering 
it,  in  hopes  to  be  able  to  propose  some 
measure  relating  to  it. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  ABMIS- 
TICE  — ADVANCE  OF  THE  RUSSIAN 
FORCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  yet  in  a  position 
to  state  to  the  House  that  an  Armistice 
has  been  concluded;  whether  it  is  the 
case  as  reported  that  the  Eussian  forces 
are  still  rapidly  advancing  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Constantinople  and  of  Gallipoli ; 
and,  whether,  in  the  event  of  the  con- 
tinued advance  of  those  forces.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  still  prepared 
to  adhere  to  the  conditions  laid  down  in 
Lord  Derby's  Despatch  of  the  6th  May ; 
and,  if  necessary,  to  resist  the  inMnge- 
ment  of  those  conditions  ?  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  up  to  the  latest  date  that 
we  have  received  there  is  no  information 
that  an  armistice  has  been  concluded. 
It  is  true,  I  believe,  that  the  Eussian 
Forces  are  advancing  southwards;  but 
upon  what  particular  points  they  are 
directing  their  advances  I  am  unable  to 
say.  Some  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  to-night  which  will  give  the  latest 
information  we  have  of  the  movements 
of  the  Eussian  Forces.  In  reply  to  the 
last  part  of  the  Question,  I  can  only  say 
that  Her  Majestjr's  Government  do  en- 
tirely adhere  to  the  conditions  laid  down 
in  Ijord  Derby's  despatch. 
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ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

THE  STJPPLEMENTABT  ESTIMATE. 


ADJOURNED    DEBATE. 


SEOOITD    NIOHT. 


Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  rising  to 
move  the  following  Amendment : — 

"  That  this  Hoiue^  haying  been  informed  in 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  that  the  condi- 
tions on  which  Her  Majesty's  neutralily  is 
founded  had  not  been  infringed  by  either  belli- 
gerent engaged  in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe, 
and  haying  sinoe  reoeiyed  no  information  suffi- 
cient to  justify  a  departure  from  the  policy  of 
neutrality  and  peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding 
to  the  burthens  of  the  people  by  yoting  unneces- 
sary Supplies." 

said :  Sir,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  bringing  forward  his  Motion  for 
a  Vote  of  Credit,  or  a  Supplementary 
Estimate,  stated  at  the  commencement 
of  his  speech  that,  although  it  was  almost 
the  most  important  proposition  which 
ever  had  been  made  in  his  time,  yet  just 
for  the  reason  that  it  was  so  important, 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  with  any 
prefatory  remarks.  I  would  wish  to  fol- 
low his  example  in  that  respect,  and  will 
not  detain  the  House  with  any  other 
prefatory  remark  than  that  neither  I 
nor  those  who  think  with  me  would  re- 
fuse any  appeal  from  the  Qoyemment 
for  aid  or  pecuniary  support  in  any  mat- 
ters affecting  our  relations  with  foreign 
Powers,  unless  we  felt  it  our  duty  to  do 
80,  not  merely  as  guardians  of  the  inte- 
rests of  oTir  constituents,  but  as  men 
who  have  at  heart,  as  much  as  the  GK)- 
yemment  themselyes  and  any  of  their 
supporters,  the  protection  of  the  interests 
of  me  country  and  the  fulfilment  of  its 
duties  to  foreign  Powers.  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  can  hardly 
haye  intended  to  say  that  this  Vote  was 
necessary,  and  I  mink  it  will  n9t  be 
difficult  to  show  that  the  demand,  and 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  made,  is  un- 
precedented, and  that  it  establishes  a 
precedent  as  unconstitutional  as  it  is 
dangerous.  But  I  admit  my  chief  mo- 
tiyein  moying  this  Amendment  is  my 
belief  that  the  purpose  of  this  Vote  and 
the  grounds  on  which  this  purpose  is 


based  are  those  against  which  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  protest,  and  to  ask  those  who 
concur  with  me  to  join  in  that  protest. 
But  before  discussing  those  grounds  let 
me  say  a  yery  few  words  upon  the  Vote 
itself.  My  Amendment  shows  that  we 
think  the  Qoyemment  giyes  no  "  reason 
for  adding  to  the  burthens  of  the  people 
by  yoting  unnecessary  Supplies."  Un- 
doubtedly it  is  our  duty  to  haye  good 
reason  for  adding  to  those  btirdens ;  but 
do  not  let  it  be  supposed  that  we  should 
abstain  from  such  addition,  or  that  our 
constituents  would  wish  us  to  abstain 
from  it,  or  would  pardon  us  from  ab- 
staining from  it,  if  we  saw  the  necessity 
for  such  a  step.  It  is  true  that  trade  is 
depressed  and  that  the  industrial  tax- 
payer is  less  able  than  usual  to  bear 
sresh  and  pressing  burdens ;  but  if  the 
Qoyemment  could  make  out  its  case  for 
these  £6,000,000,  then,  notwithstanding 
the  depression  of  trade,  I  am  sure  our 
constituents — ^and  I  speak  as  folly  for 
an  industrial  constituency  as  any  other 
— ^would  eamestiy  desire  not  only  to  yote 
that,  but  any  other  sum  of  money  that 
may  be  required.  But  the  Qoyemment 
has  also  its  duty.  It  is  our  duty  to 
p^ye  the  money  when  it  is  wanted ;  but 
it  is  their  duty  to  tell  us,  in  the  ^t 
place,  how  much  they  want,  and  in  the 
second  what  they  intend  to  do  with  it. 
Now,  the  Qoyemment  has  neither  told  us 
how  much  money  they  want,  nor  in  what 
manner  they  intend  to  spend  it.  On  the 
contrary,  though  they  ask  £6,000,000, 
they  teU  us  they  haye  no  Estimate,  and, 
indeed,  they  acKUOwledge  that  the  sum 
hardly  can — that  it  cannot  be  expended 
within  the  time  for  which  alone  they  ask 
it — ^that  is,  before  the  dlst  of  next 
month.  And  if  they  were  pressed  to 
say  what  they  intend  to  do  with  this 
Vote  of  Credit  the  only  answer  they  will 
giye  us  is  that  they  will  flourish  it  as 
a  piece  of  paper  in  the  face  of  the  Be- 
presentatiyes  of  the  ^at  Powers  at 
some  Conference  which  they  expect 
speedily  to  be  called.  I  challenge  tiie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  produce 
a  precedent  for  the  course  he  has  taken. 
Otner  hon.  Members  more  yersed  in 
financial  affairs  will  follow  me  to  attack 
this  unprecedented  Vote ;  but  let  me  say 
that  if  money  is  thus  to  be  granted,  the 
House  of  Commons  will  lose  one  of  its 
dearest  and  most  yaluable  and  most 
cherished  priyileges — ^the  priyilege— and 
it  is  yery  difficult  to  maintain  it — of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


781 


The  Supplmentarff         (OOUMONS) 


Eitimate, 


732 


voting  no  money  without  such  control  as 
can  be  given  by  Estimates  at  once  com- 
plete and  precise.  We  oppose  the  Vote 
now  in  oraer  to  oblige  the  Government 
to  tell  us  how  and  why  it  is  to  be  spent. 
Here  we  have  an  Estimate — ^but  I  never 
read  an  Estimate  like  it  before.  It  is 
this — The  Estimate  speaks  of  a 

"  sum  required  beyond  the  ordinary  Qranta 
of  Parliament,  towaroB  defying  the  iBzpenses 
which  may  be  incurred,  during  me  year  ending 
on  the  Slit  day  of  March  1878,  in  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Naval  and  Military  Ser- 
-vices  at  the  present  msis  of  the  War  between 
Russia  and  Turkey." 

Now,  I  challenge  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  produce  another  Estimate 
similar  to  this.  Much  has  been  said 
about  the  action  of  the  late  GK)vemment 
with  r^ard  to  the  Vote  of  Credit  in 
1 870.  I  was  a  Member  of  that  Oabinet, 
and  was  jointly  responsible  for  that  Vote, 
and  I  ftiUy  believe  that  we  were  right 
to  ask  for  it.  The  Vote  of  1870,  how- 
ever, was  no  precedent  for  this  Vote,  for 
it  was  then  clearly  stated  how  much 
money  would  be  required,  in  what  way 
it  would  be  spent,  and  for  what  purpose. 
There  was  also  this  difference  oetween 
the  position  of  the  Government  and  of 
ParHament  then  from  what  it  is  now. 
We  took  that  Vote  at  the  close  of  a 
lengthened  Session.  The  Gbvemment 
now  asks  for  this  Vote  for  an  uncertain 
sum,  which  they  know  not  whether  they 
will  spend,  just  when  they  have  sum- 
moned Parliament  together  to  keep  it 
informed  of  their  action  and  in  order 
that  it  may  be  ready  to  assist  them.  But, 
with  regard  to  the  Vote  of  1870,  it  was 
moved  as  a  Vote  of  £2,000,000,  and 
was  taken  chiefly 

« to  further  increase  the  Land  Forces  by  a 
number  not  exceeding  20,000  Men  (All  Banks), 
to  be  maintained  for  the  Service  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  during 
the  year  ending  the  Slat  day  of  March  1871." 

That  was  not  a  Vote  to  flourish  about 
in  the  face  of  anybody.  It  was  a  Vote 
for  which  we  asked  Parliament,  because 
we  felt  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  it. 
It  was  for  20,000  men;  we  stated  ex- 
actly what  we  wanted,  and  my  argument 
would  not  apply  at  all  if  we  had  got 
from  the  Government  an  exact  statement 
of  what  they  want  this  money  for.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  then  Prime  Minister,  stated 
precisely  flie  object  of  that  Vote.  On 
the  8th  of  August  he  said — 
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"  On  Saturday,  the  30th  of  July,  the  Oovem- 
ment  made  a  proposal  to  France  and  Prussia 
severally  in  identical  terms,  and  that  proposal 
was  that  an  engagement  should  be  contracted 
by  this  country  with  each  of  them,  whether 
under  the  name  of  a  Treaty  or  whatever  other 
designation  might  be  given  to  the  agreement,  to 
this  effect — that  if  the  armies  of  either  one  of 
the  belligerents  should,  in  the  course  of  the 
operations  of  the  war,  violate  the  neutrality  of 
Belgium,  as  secured  by  the  terms  of  the  Treaty 
of  1839,  this  country  should  co-operate  with  the 
other  bellig^erent  in  defence  of  that  neutrality 
by  arms." — [3  Samard,  coiii.  1700.] 

Nothing,  then,  could  have  been  clearer 
than  the  object  of  that  Vote ;  and  it  is 
in  vain  to  quote  it  as  a  precedent  for  this 
one,  because  you  do  not  say  that  you 
intend  to  add  to  your  number  of  men — ^I 
think  you  say  you  do  not  intend  to  add 
to  your  men— or  to  your  ships,  or  to 
your  stores;  and  we  do  not  know  for 
what  precise  purpose  or  action  you  want 
it.  We  may  know  what  speeches  you 
mean  to  make  to  other  Powers  if  you 
have  this  money,  but  we  do  not  know 
what  action  you  mean  to  take.  The 
House  ought  to  be  jealous  of  the  way 
in  which  the  Estimate  has  been  intro- 
duced.; because,  although  it  is  on  the 
face  of  it  a  sham  Estimate,  yet  I  am  by 
no  means  sure  that  it  will  entirely  remain 
a  sham.  I  think  that  an  Estimate  for 
more  money  for  the  Services  of  the 
country  than  is  acknowledged  by  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  be 
wanted  or  likely  to  be  used,  is  a  great 
temptation  to  extravagance,  and  it  is 
exceedingly  probable  that  the  result  of 
passing  this  Vote  will  be  that  the  Ohan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  lose  that 
control  over  the  purse  strings  which  I 
am  sure  he  wishes  to  exercise,  and  will 
find  it  extremely  difficult  to  prevent 
more  money  being  used  by  the  Services 
than  he  desires.  We  are  told  that  some 
of  this  money  is  already  spent.  If  that 
be  so,  let  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer come  forward  and  tell  us,  and  he 
will  not  find  the  House  imgenerous  op 
wanting  in  sympathy  with  tne  Govern- 
ment in  their  present  circumstances. 
Leaving  these  financial,  but  to  my  mind 
most. important  considerations,  1  come 
to  the  political  meaning  of  this  Vote. 
And  here  I  would  take  3ie  House  back 
to  the  first  day  of  the  Session.  What 
did  the  Government  advise  Her  Majesty 
to  tell  us  in  Her  Gracious  Speech  ?  Her 
Majesty  informed  us  of  three  things — 
first,  that  neithei^  of  the  belligerents  in 
this  war  had  ihfrmgei  the  conditions  on 
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wluoh  her  neutrality  is  founded ;  seoondly , 
that  she  belieyed  that  both  of  the  belli- 
gerents were  desirous  to  respect  those 
conditions;  and,  thirdly,  that,  as  long 
as  those  conditions  were  not  infringed, 
her  attitude  would  continue  the  same. 
Now,  we  know  that,  although  we  have 
not  been  informed  that  those  conditions 
have  been  infringed,  yet  Her  Majesty's 
attitude  would  not  have  remained  &e 
same  unless,  in  consequence  of  a  most 
fortunate  mistake,  the  order  which  was 
sent  out  to  the  Meet  last  Wednesday 
had  been  cmeedily  countermanded.  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  goes  on  to  say — 

*'  I  caanot  conceal  from  Myself  that,  should 
hostilities  be  tinf  ortimately  prolonged,  some  un- 
expected occurrence  may  render  it  incumbent 
on  Me  to  adopt  measures  of  precaution.  Such 
measures  could  not  be  effectually  taken  without 
adequate  preparation^  and  I  trust  to  the  libe- 
ndrty  of  My  Parliament  to  supidy  the  means 
whidi  may  be  required  for  that  purpose." 

Now  it  win  be  recollected  that  in  the 
debate,  on  the  Address,  there  was  con- 
siderable doubt  among  hon.  Members, 
I  think  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  as 
to  the  meaning  of  this  important  para- 
graph. Some  supposed  that  the  appeal 
to  the  liberality  of  Parliament  was  to 
be  made  immediately,  in  order  that 
measures  of  precaution  might  at  once 
be  taken  to  guard  against  an  occurrence 
which  might  come,  though  it  was  not 
•expected.  Others  thought  that  this  was 
merely  a  warning  to  Parliament  tihat 
someuiing  might  happen  that  would 
necessitate  the  taking  of  those  measures. 
It  was  very  difficult  thorouehly  to  un- 
derstand that  paragraph,  and  there  was 
general  wonder  that  in  that  meet  im- 
portant passage  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
there  should  be  this  ambiguity.  That, 
however,  has,  I  think,  been  explained; 
for,  looking  at  what  has  transpired  with- 
in the  last  10  days,  I  think  it  is  not  an 
unfair  inference  that  that  ambiguity 
arose  from  the  difficulty  felt  by  the 
Cabinet  in  deciding  precisely  what  they 
should  do,  and  that  there  was  a  com- 
promise between  the  two  sections  of  the 
Cabinet,  of  whose  differences  we  have 
lately  heard  so  much.  But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheq^uer  was  appealed  to 
to  explain  that  ambiguity  and  he  gave  a 
re-assuring  explanation.  He  declared 
ihat  no  immediate  appeal  would  be 
made,  that  no  additional  supplies  would 
then  be  asked  for ;  and  he  referred  to 
flie  terms  of  (eace  which  ifr^at^  about  to 


be  proposed  by  Bussia  as  the  unexpected 
occurrence  which  might  require  an  ap- 
peal to  be  made  to  the  House.  [The 
Chakcellob  of  the  Exoheqtteb  dissen- 
ted.] The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes 
his  head.     His  words  were — 

"It  is  neoessary,  therefore,  that  we  should 
maintain  an  attitude  of  watohfuhiess  and  re- 
serve until  we  see  and  know  what  it  is  that 
they  (the  Eussians)  are  prepared  to  demand. 
The  answer  cannot  be  very  much  longer  un- 
known to  us,  and  when  we  inow  it  we  wall  see 
more  dearly  where  we  are." 

He  pointed  to  the  terms  of  Bussia  as 
beinff  the  occurrence  in  consequence  of 
which  it  wasposable  the  demand  might 
be  made.  Well,  since  then  the  occur- 
rence, whether  expected  or  unexpected, 
has  come  to  pass  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  wait  for  before  they  took 
measures  of  precaution.  But  what  is 
the  information  that  has  been  received 
or  the  occurrence  that  has  taken  place? 
I  say,  taking  the  Speech  and  the  ex- 
planation given  by  the  Government 
together,  the  natural  interpretation  of 
this  Vote  of  Credit,  and  the  one  that 
will  be  put  upon  it  in  this  country  and 
abroad  is,  that  the  GK)vernment  ask  for 
this  money  because  they  consider  these 
terms  unsatisfactory.  And  that  inter- 
pretation is  confirmed  rather  than  con- 
tradicted by  the  manner  in  which  the 
Ohancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  dwelt  on 
those  tetms,  and  described  them;  and 
that  explanation  has  been  dung  to  with 
the  desperate  tenacity  of  drowning  men 
by  the  war  party  in  Constantinople.  The 
first  six  proposals  do  not,  in  my  mind, 
in  any  way  directly  affect  British  inte- 
rests.   The  first  of  them  is  this — 

<<  Within  the  limits  of  nationality ,  not  less 
than  those  of  the  Conference,  Bulg^uria  to  be 
an  autonomous  Principality  with  a  national 
Christian  Government,  ft  native  Militia,  and  no 
Turkish  troops  except  at  certain  places  to  be 
fixed." 

There  are  some  hon.  Members,  no 
doubt,  who  are  sorrry  that  that  has 
been  asked  for  by  Bussia ;  but,  for  my 
part,  I  am  not  sorry.  Any  attempt  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  or  their 
supporters  to  pass  a  War  Vote,  or  to 
get  us  into  any  warlike  action  to  pro- 
test against  this  first,  and  perhaps  most 
important,  of  these  conditions  would,  I 
beueve,  be  disavowed  by  the  enormous 
;  majorily  of  the  cotmtry.    [  **  No,  no ! "] 
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I  only  wish  that  those  who  say  "  No  " 
could  put  this  matter  in  issue  before 
the  country.    The  next  term  is  the 

« independence  of  Montenegro,  with  an  in- 
crease of  territory  oorrespondinj^  to  the  military 
Btaiui  quOf  the  frontier  to  be  decided  hereafter/* 

Now,  is  there  in  that,  I  would  ask,  any- 
thing likely  to  affect  English  interests,  or 
anytibing  endangered  that  Englishmen 
would  protect  ?  We  have  then  the  "  in- 
dependence of  Boumania,  with  a  suffi- 
cient territorial  indemnity ;"  and  although 
there  may  be  some  difference  as  to  me 
conduct  of  Boumania,  I  do  not  suppose 
any  hon.  Member  thinks  this  is  a  con- 
dition on  account  of  which  we  should 
ffo  to  war  with  Bussia.  I  am  glad  to 
leam  that  Boumanian  nationality  has 
distinguished  itself,  and  that  by  their 
promise  in  the  late  war  the  Boumanians 
may  be  depended  upon  as  patriots  fight- 
ing for  their  countiy.  The  next  term  is 
the  *'  independence  of  Servia."  [  **  Oh, 
oh ! "]  I  am  aware  that  Servia  is  not 
popular,  but  I  think  those  who  thus  ex- 
press their  views  might  with  advantage 
have  studied  the  history  of  that  oounti^, 
in  order  to  see  what  were  the  influences 
of  past  generations  which  have  produced 
the  feelmg  in  Servia  that  may  have  led 
to  some  iiSraction  of  Treaties,  an  infrac- 
tion which  I  am  not  defending,  but  in 
which  hon.  Members  who  complain  of 
it  miffht  have  joined  had  their  ancestors 
had  me  same  experience  as  the  ancestors 
of  these  Servians  had.  However,  even 
though  Servia  maybe  unj^opular  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  any  case  I 
do  not  imagine  this  condition  would  be 
deemed  sufficient  to  justify  a  War  Vote. 
The  next  term,  I  am  glad  to  find,  is 
**  autonomous  administration,  sufficientlv 
guaranteed,  to  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina;'' 
and  the  next,  ''  similar  reforms  for  the 
other  Ohristian  Provinces  of  Turkey  in 
Europe."  I  rejoice  to  find  that  the 
terms  asked  for  by  Bussia  will  give  some 
hope  to  the  inhabitants  of  Thessaly  and 
Epirus,  and  that  there  will  be  some 
chance  for  the  Ghreeks  and  GhristianB  in 
the  Turkish  Empire  to  be  freed  from  the 
terrible  hardships  to  which  they  have 
lately  been  subject.  Now,  taking  these 
terms,  which  are  undoubtedly  the  most 
important — so  far,  at  least,  as  Turkey  is 
concerned — ^they  do  not,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
80  affect  Englidi  interests  that  we  should 
agree  to  a  War  Vote  of  £6,000,000. 
Next  in  order  is  the  indemnity  claimed 
by  Bussia  for  the  expenses  of  the  war, 
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'<in  a  peouniaiy,  territorial,  or  other 
form,  to  be  decided  hereafter."  I  do 
not  think  myself  there  is  anything  in 
that  item  which  calls  for  a  fecial  atti- 
tude on  our  part  for  a  War  Vote.  It  is 
vei^  probable,  I  suppose,  that  the  con- 
dition points  to  an  indenmity  in  Armenia, 
and  to  such  an  indemnity  I  have  never 
understood  the  Government  to  say  that 
they  were  opposed,  although  that  they 
should  do  so  may  be  the  wish  of  many 
of  their  supporters.  Indeed,  I  have 
observed  witn  ffreat  satisfaction  that 
from  the  time  uie  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  for  me  Home  Depart- 
ment made  his  celebrated  speech  up  to 
the  present  time—and  I  have  oarendly 
looked  through  all  Lord  Derby's  de- 
spatches— ^there  has  been  no  attempt 
whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  pledge  this  country  against  Bussia 
obtaining  an  indemnity  in  Armenia. 
Not  that  I  wish  the  territory  of  Bussia 
to  be  increased,  and  I  will  say,  once  for 
all,  that  I  am  as  much  opposed  to  the 
Bussian  form  and  manner  of  government 
as  anv  hon.  Member  whom  I  see  before 
me;  but,  however  bad  may  be  their 
government,  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  if 
an  appeal  were  made  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Armenia,  they  would  themselves,  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  declare  that, 
with  all  its  fauKs,  thev  would  prefer  it 
to  the  Government  of  Turkey.  Upon 
this  <;^uestion  of  indemnity  I  would  add 
that  if  there  be  an^hing  in  that  shape 
demanded  by  Bussia  which  would  be 
injurious  to  English  interests.  Parliament 
is  not  going  to  separate  directly — ^let  the 
Gt)vemment  come  forward  when  such  a 
demand  is  made,  and  prove  it  to  be  so, 
and  Parliament  will  respond  to  the 
appeal.  But  I  now  come  to  that  which 
is,  I  have  no  doubt,  in  the  minds  of 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  the  most  import- 
ant of  these  items,  and  I  myself  am 
prepared  to  admit  that  it  is  the  most 
important  as  far  as  England  is  concerned 
— I  allude  to  the  last,  the  "ulterior 
understanding  for  safeguarding  the 
rights  and  interests  of  Kussia  in  the 
Straits."  Now  that  is  a  very  natural 
demand  for  Bussia  to  make  upon  Turkey. 
[LaughUr,"]  Does  any  hon.  Genileman 
think  it  is  not  a  natural  demand  ?  It  is 
not  an  absolute  demand,  and  I  am  not 
telling  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  is  a  de- 
mand which  we  should  allow  to  be 
enforced  without  any  remark  on  our  side ; 
but  no  one,  I  think,  could  expect  that 
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war  would  dose,  and  that  Bussia  shoxild 
have  obtained  a  great  triumph,  without 
her  saying  to  Turkey— "  We  expect  to 
haye  our  power  in  the  Black  Sea,  and 
our  power  to  take  our  ships  out  of  that 
sea,  placed  in  a  different  position  so  far 
as  you  are  concerned."  I  forget  by 
what  Minister  it  has  been  said,  but  it 
has  been  said,  that  this  demand  by 
Bussia  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
have  been  avoided;  that  it  would  be 
greatly  to  the  interest  of  England  to 
avoid  the  result  that  Bussia  should  ai^ 
Turkey  for  another  arrangement  with 
regard  to  the  Straits  of  the  Dardanelles. 
That  would  not  be  a  reasonable  position 
for  the  Qovemment  to  take  up  now,  for 
I  am  of  opinion  that  from  the  moment 
Bussia  was  allowed  to  cany  on  the  war 
by  herself,  you  were  bound  by  the  logical 
result  that,  if  she  conquered  Turkey,  she 
would  ask,  so  fsur  as  her  relations  with 
the  latter  countiy  were  involved,  to  make 
her  own  terms,  and  to  appeal  to  us  and 
the  other  Powers  for  their  sanction  only 
80  far  as  related  to  our  and  their  interests. 
If  you  did  not  look  forward  to  that  result, 
another  line  of  conduct  should  have  been 
taken — indeed,  I  believe  some  of  your 
supporters  wished  it  to  betaken — namely, 
that  Bussia  should  not  have  been  allowed 
to  go  to  war  with  Turkey.  But  having 
adopted  the  line  you  did,  in  which  you 
have  the  overwhelming  support  of  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  country,  you 
must  put  up  with  ike  consequences ;  and 
there  is,  it  appears  to  me,  nothing  to 
surprise  us  in  Bussia  making  this 
demand.  If  there  had  been  any  wish  to 
induce  Turkey  to  continue  fighting — I  do 
not  charge  the  Government  with  such  a 
wish,  but  many  individuals  have  enter- 
tained it — because  we  should  not  like  to 
see  such  an  arrangement  made  directly 
between  her  and  Bussia,  that,  I  contend, 
would  have  been  most  unreasonable  and 
cruel  to  Turkey;  and  I  must  at  once 
admit  that  I  was  glad  to  hear  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer  state  that 
"we  could  not  ask  the  Turks  now  to 
continue  the  war."  I  was  sorry,  how- 
ever, to  hear  that  word  "now"  used. 
We  ought  never  to  have  asked  the  Turks 
at  any  moment  to  continue  the  war  for 
one  moment.  [The  Chanobllor  of  the 
ExcHEQxnsR:  We  never  did.]  There 
remains,  however,  the  fact  that  our 
interests  as  a  naval  Power  are  concerned 
in  this  question  of  the  Straits;  and  let 
me  suppose  that  Bussia,  having  made 
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this  demand  on  Turkey,  intended  to 
defy  the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  or  to 
defy  us,  in  that  case  the  Government 
might  have  made  out  a  case  for  an  appeal 
to  us  for  aid.  But  there  is  no  such 
attempt  whatever,  for  the  very  next 
despatch,  which  follows  these  tortus  of 
peace,  reads  as  follows  (it  is  from  the 
Earl  of  Derby  to  Lord  Augustus  Loffcus, 
and  is  dated  from  the  Foreign  Office, 
January  26): — 

"  My  Lord,— Count  Schouvaloff  read  to  me 
to-day  the  following  extract  of  a  telegram  from 
Prince  Gortchakow :  *  We  repeat  the  assurance 
that  we  do  not  intend  to  settle  bylourselves 
{iaolemmt)  European  questions  having  reference 
to  the  peace  which  is  to  be  made  (w  rattaehant  d 

We  were  informed,  and  no  doubt  the 
other  Powers,  that  the  Eussian  Govern- 
ment admitted  that  the  arrangement 
made  by  Treaty  in  1856,  and  confirmed 
by  Treaty  in  1871,  was  an  arrangement 
which  oould  not  be  altered  without  the 
sanction  of  the  other  Powers.  It  is 
possible,  however,  that  Bussia  may  pro- 
pose, instead  of  the  present  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  the  Straits,  that 
they  should  be  open  to  the  ships  of  war  of 
all  the  Powers.  I  am  not  saying  anything 
in  favour  of  such  a  proposition ;  but  it  is 
not  one  which,  I  contend,  ought  to  be 
received  with  hostility,  or  one  which  we 
should  refuse  to  admit  to  be  a  matter  of 
European  consideration,  to  be  decided 
on  by  the  Powers  who  were  parties  to 
the  Treaty  of  1871.  I  will  go  further 
and  say  that  if  the  Government  have  good 
grounds  for  believing  that  Bussia  means 
to  make  the  unfetir  and  unreasonable 
proposal  of  procuring  for  herself  a  pas- 
sage through  the  Straits  without  allow- 
ing us  or  other  Powers  to  have  also  the 
sameright  of  passage,  then  I  think  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  joined  in  protesting 
against  such  a  proposal  by  an  immense 
majority  of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  We  have,  however,  no 
reason  whatever  to  suppose  that  Bussia 
has  made  any  such  proposal ;  and  here  I 
must  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  be  so  kind  as  to  answer  me  this 
Question.  I  was  very  much  surprised 
when  we  got  the  Papers  on  Tuesday 
mominfi^  to  read  the  last  despatch — the 
despatch  from  Lord  Derby  to  Lord 
Augustus  Loftus,  dated  the  28th  of 
January,  in  which  occur  these  words — 

'*  The  Russian  Ambassador  called  on  me  late 
this  afternoon,  and  read  me  an  extract  from  a 
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telegram  idiioh  ho  bad  reoelyecl  from  Prinoe 
6oitchak(^,  authorizing  him  to  aiBrm  categori- 
cally that  the  Bussiaii  Goyermnent  consider  the 
passage  of  ships  of  war  throup^h  the  Dardanelles 
as  an  European  question,  which  they  do  not  in- 
tend to  settle  by  themselves  {retoudre  itoUmenty* 

I  was  surpriBed  to  read  this  despatcli — 
not  because  of  its  tenour,  but  because 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made 
no  allusion  to  it.  [The  Chakobllob  of 
the  ExoHEQUEB :  I  had  not  seen  it  when 
I  spoke.]  I  am  yery  glad  to  hear  that 
exj^anatiouy  because  I  am  sure  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  have  received  that 
despatch  and  not  haye  read  it  to  us.  I 
thiM  it  contains  very  important  infor- 
mation, and  ought  to  re-asstire  the  minds 
of  some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  any  longer  on 
the  Bussian  terms.  To  me  th^re  is  no- 
thing in  these  terms  that  requires  us  to 
arm,  or  justifies  an  appeal  for  a  War 
Vote,  and  I  think  that  our  arming  or 
our  passing  a  War  Vote  would  be  mis- 
interpreted, not  merely  in  this  country, 
but  in  every  capital  of  Europe;  and 
especially  at  Constantinople,  in  Bulgaria, 
and  in  the  other  Christian  Provinces  of 
Turkey  it  would  be  supposed  that  we 
were  arming^against  the  fact  of  the  terms 
of  peace.  It  would  be  taken  to  mean 
resistance  to  Bussia,  and  that,  to  my 
mind,  is  a  very  strong  reason  why  we 
should  not  pass  the  Vote  on  any  ground 
yet  adduced  Dy  the  Government.  W  ow,  has 
anything  else  happened  since  the  opening 
of  Parliament  or  has  there  been  any  other 
information  which  the  Government  has 
been  able  to  give  us  which  would  justify 
this  appeal  for  a  special  Vote  ?  I  know 
there  is  a  great  feding  of  surprise  at  the 
delay  in  the  armistice.  Nothing  can  be 
more  extraordinary  than  the  despatch 
produced  by  the  GK>vemment  this  morn- 
ing, from  which  it  appears  that,  al- 
though the  telegraph  is  open  between 
Constantinople  ana  Adrianople,  the 
Porte  cannot  give  any  information  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of 
its  own  Ambassadors.  That  is  a  most 
extraordinary  and  most  unintelligible 
circumstance.  But  the  imintelligible 
part  of  it  is  the  conduct,  not  of  Bussia, 
but  of  Turkey.  ["Oh,  oh!"!  Well, 
I  think  hon.  Gentlemen  must  admit  that 
if  any  other  Power  were  in  that  situa- 
tion— ^if  it  had  sent  its  Ambassadors  so 
long  ago  as  the  23rd  instant  on  the  most 
important  business  that  could  concern  a 
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country,  and  yet  had  got  no  answer  from 
them  up  to  the  present  time,  they  would 
admit  mat  the  circumstance  was  extra- 
ordinary and  imintelligible.  There  are 
two  interpretations  which  might  be  put 
upon  this  delay,  and  hon.  Members  may 
take  which  they  like.  They  may  say 
that  the  Bussians,  who  proposed  the 
terms  of  peace,  are  delaying  the  accept- 
ance of  them  for  purposes  of  their  own. 
How  they  could  do  so,  I  do  not  precisely 
see.  They  proposed  the  terms  of  peace 
and  they  are  waiting  for  their  accept- 
ance. It  may  be  that  the  Turks  are 
hesitaiang  about  accepting  them.  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  deny  that  they  are 
very  hard  terms  for  Turkey,  but  they 
are  such  terms  as  Lord  Derby  warned 
Musurus  Pasha  Turkey  might  have  to 
accept,  and  which  she  ought  to  have 
contemplated  when  she  went  to  war.  It 
is  quite  pnossible,  I  repeat,  that  Turkey 
is  hesitating ;  and  I  do  not  admit  that 
there  is  no  danger  that  that  hesitation 
may  be  increased  by  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government.  1  am  not  going  to 
quote  the  opinion  of  newspapers.  We 
have  got  into  a  region  in  which  we  have 
to  consider  the  opinions  of  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  under  the  guid- 
ance of  their  constituents ;  but  one  news- 
paper. The  Daily  Telegraphy  which  is  con- 
stimtly  receiving  information  from 
Turkey,  stated  the  day  before  yesterday, 
upon  the  authority  of  its  correspondent 
in  Constantinople,  that  the  TurMsh  Go- 
vernment had  sent  counter  proposals. 
That  may,  or  may  not  be  true ;  anyhow, 
I  need  not  further  refer  to  it.  All  I 
wish  to  say  is  this — if  the  Government 
have  any  information,  or  can  produce 
any  farther  information  before  the  dose 
of  this  debate,  as  to  the  delay  either  in 
the  signing  of  peace  or  in  the  signing  of 
the  armistice,  or,  if  any  fact  has  passed 
since  the  opening  of  the  Session  which, 
in  their  opinion,  injures  English  in- 
terests and  justifies  their  calling  upon 
us  to  give  them  Supplies,  let  them  state 
it.  As  yet  it  has  not  been  stated,  and 
to  do  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
justice,  he  does  not  base  this  appeal 
upon  anything  that  has  passed  since  the 
opening  of  the  Session.    He  said — 

"  We  are  asked  why  are  yon  asking  for  this 
money,  and  what  are  you  going  to  do  with  it  P 
We  asked  for  this  money,  not  necessarily  that 
it,  or  the  greater  part  of  it,  may  be  expended  at 
all ;  but  we  desire  to  be  armed  by  yon  as  we 
go  into  these  negotiations;   we  desire  to  go 
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armed  with  this  Vote,  whidh  is  not  only  a  Vote 
of  Credits  bat  a  Vote  of  Oonfidence." 

In  Ms  explanatory  speech  he  said — 

"  We  do  not  ask  for  this  Vote  of  £6,000,000 
to  be  expended  upon  this  or  npon  that ;  we  ask 
it  in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  go  into  Con- 
ference and  negotiation  witii  the  foroe  of 
England  at  onr  back." 

The  grounds  upon  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  puts  the  matter  are 
these — first,  that  the  Vote  will  give 
weight  to  the  Gtovemment  in  the  coming 
negotiations ;  and,  second,  that  the  Go- 
yemment  think  they  have  a  right  to  ask 
for  a  Vote  of  Oonfidence.  Wow,  take 
the  first  a^ument,  as  regcurds  the 
weight  of  England  in  the  approaching 
Conference.  I  can  imderstand  the  Par- 
liamentary ground  on  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  rests  his  appeid. 
It  does  enable  him  to  obtain  the  support 
of  all  the  Supporters  of  the  Goyemment, 
whether  they  may  be  more  or  less  in- 
clined to  what  may  be  called  a  war 
policy.  By  a  Vote,  which  appears  to  be 
a  War  Vote,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  hope  to  conciliate  his  War 
Friends,  and  at  the  same  time  by  telling 
his  Peace  Friends  that  the  money  will 
not  be  spent,  he  may  conciliate  them. 
I  obserye,  however,  that  he  has  not  en- 
tirely conciliated  his  War  Friends.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Captain  Pim)  has  j>ut  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  which  I  must  confess 
goes,  with  sailor-like  simplicity,  to  the 
real  matter  in  hand ;  and  wnich,  if  the  Go- 
yemment thought  it  necessary  to  propose 
a  Vote  at  all,  was  the  sort  of  Vote  mey 
ought  to  have  proposed.  He  asks  the 
House  to  declare  that — 

"  The  aasurances  of  the  Czar  are  being  de- 
liberately evaded  by  the  proposed  Terms  of 
Peace  and  the  advance  of  tiie  Russian  Army, 
and  that  the  time  has  now  arrived  when  imme- 
diate action  on  tiie  part  of  Great  Britain  is  an 
absolute  necessity ; 

and  asks  the  House  to— 

"  Bequest  Her  Majest^s  Government  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  for&with  the  Estimates  for 
placing  the  Navy  and  Army  upon  ft  war  foot- 
ing/' 

That  is  intelligible,  anditwould  have  been 
understood  throughout  Europe,  and  would 
have  given  rise  to  no  misunderstanding. 
But  whether  the  Gtrvemment  have  con- 
ciliated their  War  Supporters  or  not  by 
the  manner  in  which  they  have  made 
this  proposal,  I  appeal  to  them  and  to 
the  House  generally  whether  it  is  a 


proposal  which  is  fair  to  the  House 
or  calculated  to  upheld  the  dignity  of 
the  country.  The  next  question  is,  we 
are  UAd  uiat  this  sham  Estimate---for 
there  is  no  intention  of  making  it  a 
real  Estimate — is  to  give  weight  to  this 
country  in  the  approaching  (>)nference. 
We  have  heard  some  talk  of  the  humilia- 
tion of  England  by  the  papers  which 
have  ureed  ihe  Government  to  a  war 
policy  which  they  could  not  undertake ; 
but  there  would,  indeed,  be  humiliation 
if  this  House  felt  that  a  paper  Vote  of 
this  kind  was  necessary.  I  think  it  is 
only  the  present  Prime  Minister  to  whom 
the  idea  that  a  piece  of  paper  would 
give  weight  to  the  Gt)vemment  could 
have  occurred.  I  would  not  have  thought 
it  possible  for  him  if  he  had  not  told  us 
that  he  would  check  the  encroachments 
of  Russia  by  an  empty  title.  Why, 
every  Power  that  meets  mere  well  knows 
that  England  would  give  £6,000,000  or 
£60,000,000  if  necessary.  But  let  the 
Government,  let  their  Delegates,  let  their 
Ambassadors,  if  there  be  no  Conference, 
and  especially  let  their  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  know  that  there  are 
vast  ntimbers  of  Englishmen  who,  while 
they  are  willing  to  give  £6,000,000  or 
£60,000,000  to  support  the  (Jovemment 
in  a  just  cause,  will  not  give  £6,000  for 
an  unjust  and  imneoessary  war;  or  to 
induce  the  Government,  by  unnecessary 
suspicion,  to  make  the  restoration  of 
European  peace  more  dii&cult.  I  now 
come  to  the  Vote  of  Confidence.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir 
Kobert  Peel),  who  saw  that  it  was  not 
a  very  wise  ground  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment put  it,  came  forward  the  other 
night  and  said  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  mean  a  Vote  of 
Confidence  as  generally  understood.  I 
think,  however,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  admit  that  what  they  do 
mean  is  this — that,  in  asking  for  this 
Vote  of  Credit,  which  is  also  a  Vote  of 
Confidence,  they  ask  us  for  confidence  in 
the  immediate  future,  founded  upon  the 
recent  past.  I  put  it  to  the  Supporters 
of  the  Goyemment — ^I  put  it  to  the 
House — ^is  there  anything  in  the  recent 
past,  is  there  anything  in  the  recent 
conduct  of  the  Ministers  which  tends  to 
increase  our  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment ?  H  there  be,  what  is  the  particu- 
lar action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  has  inspired  that  confidence  f  Have 
we  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
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ment  because  of  the  order  the^  sent  out 
last  Wednesday — an  order  whioli  might 
yery  possibly  haye  plunged  the  country 
into  war  ?  Or  haye  we  confidence  in  them 
because  they  countermanded  that  order 
the  next  day  in  consequence  of  their  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople  haying  made 
a  mistake,  but  a  most  fortunate  mistake, 
his  haying  made  which,  for  the  first  time 
for  many  weeks,  mademeglad  that  my  old 
friend  Mr.  Layard  was  our  Bepresenta- 
tiye  at  that  capital  ?    I  congratulate  the 
Goyemment,  and  I  am  sure  they  must 
congratulate  themselyes,  on  that  order 
haym^  been    countermanded,    because 
aff;er  haying  read  the  despatches  they 
must  be  conyinced  that  it  was  given 
recklessly  and  hastily,  imder  a  mistaken 
impression  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Bus- 
sian  Government.    ["  No,  no  ! "]    Hon. 
Gentlemen  may  say   **No,  no;"  but, 
at  any  rate,  at  tiiat  time  the  Government 
had   not  the  despatches  before  them. 
They  must  also  congratulate  themselyes 
on  the  mistake,  because  it  was  fortunate 
in  another  respect — namely,  that  it  en- 
abled  the  Government   to   retain  the 
services  of  their  Minister  who  has  con- 
ducted our  foreign  affairs,  and  in  whom 
I  say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  the 
country  has  more    confidence  than    it 
places  in  the  other  Mldfiibers  of   Her 
Majesty's  Government.     ["No,  no!"] 
Some  hon.  Members  opposite  say  '*  No, 
no,"  and  that  induces  me  again  to  ask  this 
question — is  there  anything  in  the  re- 
cent conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  induces  us  to  place  confidence 
in  them  for  the  immediate  future  ?    In 
whom  are  we  to  have  confidence — in 
which    Member    of  the    Qt)vemment? 
Are  we  to  have  confidence  in  the  Prime 
Minister?    ["Hear,  hear!"]    Are  we 
to  have  confidence  in  the  Prime  Minister 
who  persuaded  his  Colleagues — and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  he  is  very  proud  of 
having  persuaded  them — ^to  commit  this 
act,  which  is  now  acknowledged  to  have 
been  hasty,  of  sending  the  Fleet  to  the 
Dardanelles?    Are  we  to  have   confi- 
dence in  the  Foreign  Secretary  who  ten- 
dered his  resignation  on  the  order  being 
given,  but  came  back  to  the  Govern- 
ment when  it  was  countermanded  ?    I 
have  no  doubt  that  it  is  hoped  by  some 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
as  well  as  by  many  on  this  side,  that 
the  threatened  resignation  of  the  noble 
Lord  so  far  Mghtened  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster that  his  presence  in  the  Cabinet  may 
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be  taken  as  affording  us  some  security 
for  the  conduct  of  me  Government  in 
the  future.    All  I  can  say  is,  that  look- 
ing back  at  the  occurrences  of  the  last  10 
days,  I  am  surprised  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  asking  even  their  own  Supporters 
for  a  Yote  of  Confidence.  As  regu:ds  our- 
selves, most  certainly  I  can  see  no  reason 
in  anything  that  has  happened  since  Par- 
liament met  to  give  us  increased  confi- 
dence in  the  Government.    The  Foreign 
Secretary,  it  is  true,  came  back  to  the 
Goyemment  when  he  found  that  he  had 
got  his  way ;  but  the  Colonial  Secretary 
did  not  come  back,  and  I  daresay  the 
Supporters  of  the  Government  would 
now    no    longer    have    confidence    in 
that  Minister  of  whom  they  were  so 
proud.    For  my  own  part,  I  am  will- 
ing at  once  to   admit  that  the  resig- 
nation of  Lord  Carnarvon  has  greally 
diminished     our    confidence    in    Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment.     His  presence 
in  the  Cabinet  was,  to  our  minds,  the 
greatest   security  we   had  that   peace 
would  be  maintained,  and  was  a  guaran- 
tee against  the  repetition  of  the  reckless 
acts  which  the  Government  have  com- 
mitted within  the  last  10  days.    A^r 
reading  or  hearing  his  explanation,  I 
think  it  is  impossible  for  the  country  to 
overrate  the  debt  which  they  owe  to 
Lord  Carnarvon.    It  was  by  his  speech 
three  or  four  weeks  ago  that  he   re- 
assured  the  country,   and,  I  have  no 
doubt,  checked  and  prevented  actions 
which  would  have  alarmed  the  country ; 
and  I  think  I  am  not  wrong  in  stating 
that  it  is  clear  that  not  once  only,  but 
two  or  three  times,  the  noble  Lord  has 
stood  between  Her  Majesty's  Gt)yem- 
ment  and  what  we  consider  would  have 
been  a  most  dangerous  policy.    There- 
fore, you  must  not  be  surprised  that  the 
resignation  of  Lord  Carnarvon — ^which 
will,  at  all  events,  be  a  great  loss  to  his 
special  Department  in  consequence  of 
the  excellent  maimer  in  which  he  has 
conducted  the  affairs  of  the  Colonies — 
has  not  rendered  us  more  likely  to  assent 
to  this  Vote  of  Credit  in  answer  to  the 
Government  appeal.    Now,  in  his  speech 
on  Monday  last,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  very  hypothetical.     He 
then  stated  that  he  would  not  give  us  the 
source  of  the   rumours   to    which   he 
alluded,  but  he  told  us  the  substance  of 
many  rumours  that  had  come  to  his 
knowledge,  which  might  or  might  not 
be  true ;  and  he  gave  us  many  explana- 
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tions  of  them,  and  set  before  us  many 
possibilities.  Will  the  House,  therefore, 
allow  me  to  giye  one  hypothetical  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  this  Vote  ? — 
but,  although  hypothetical,  I  think  it  as 
likely  to  be  true  as  the  hypotheses  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — as  that,  for  ex- 
ample, of  a  Eussian  Prince  in  Bulgaria. 
Why  do  Her  Majesty's  Government  ask 
us  for  this  Vote  ?  It  is  not  a  very  natural 
Vote  for  them  to  move  in  existing  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  it  was  very  natural  for 
them  to  give  Notice  of  it  last  Thursday, 
when  they  had  given  orders  to  the  Fleet 
to  enter  the  Dardanelles.  It  was  very  pos- 
sible that  the  Eussians  might  look  upon 
that  step  as  a  breach  of  our  neutrality, 
which  it  really  was;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
quite  natural,  and  a  very  logical  conclu- 
sion for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  Notice  of  this  Motion.  But  when 
that  order  to  the  Fleet  to  proceed  to  the 
Dardanelles  W6w  countermanded,  the 
Motion  for  this  Vote  of  Credit  became 
unnecessary,  and  it  should  have  been 
dropped.  The  real  fact  was,  however, 
the  Government  had  so  often  and  con- 
stantly changed  its  policy  that  the  un- 
certainty of  its  policy  had  made  it  the 
puzzle,  not  to  say  the  laughing-stock,  of 
JEurope.  Seeing  this,  they  were  deter- 
ndned  that  there  was  one  resolution  at 
least  to  which  they  would  stick;  that 
they  thought,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
money  would  be  wanted,  yet  when  they 
found  by  the  change  of  policy  and 
countermanding  the  order  under  the 
pressure  of  Lord  Derby's  resignation, 
they  no  longer  wanted  the  money,  they 
would  not  at  the  same  time  countermand 
the  order  to  their  own  Supporters,  and 
they  said — "  Though  it  is  true  that  when 
we  asked  for  this  money  we  wanted  it, 
and  that  we  no  longer  do  so,  yet  we 
still  ask  for  it,  because  we  will  now 
call  it  a  Vote  of  Confidence."  There  is 
another  reason  why  we,  on  our  own  part, 
are  unable  to  respond  to  this  appeal  of 
the  Government.  It  is  not  merely  that 
we  are  uncertain  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  the  past,  but  it  is  also 
this — ^that  we  are  imcertain  whether  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  may  not, 
even  in  the  next  week,  be  reckless  and 
dangerous  as  it  was  reckless  and  danger- 
ous last  week.  And  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that,  if  any  other  similar 
reckless  act  be  done,  it  will  be  done 
suddenly,  without  the  slightest  warning, 
although  the  Members  of  the  House  of 


Commons  haver  been  called  together 
three  weeks  earlier  than  usual,  in  order, 
as  it  was  said,  that  the  Government 
might  take  them  into  its  confidence  and 
keep  them  constantly  informed  as  to  the 
state  of  ajffairs.  And  yet  we  have  not 
received  that  confidence.  Talk  of  an 
unexpected  occurrence,  who  could  have 
expected  that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  came  down  on  that  Thursday 
and  gave  his  Notice — who  could  have 
imagined  that  at  that  time  the  Foreign 
Secretary  and  the  Colonial  Secretary  had 
determined  to  leave  the  Cabinet  on  ac- 
count of  the  order  given  to  the  Fleet  to 
enter  the  Dardanelles  ?  But  let  us  look 
for  a  moment  into  the  grounds  on  which 
it  is  said  the  order  given  to  the  Fleet 
was  based.  They  were  two,  nay,  three 
in  number.  The  first  was  that  there 
was  a  misunderstanding  of  the  terms  of 
peace.  It  was  supposed  that  the  Czar 
was  going  to  settle  alone  with  the  Sultan 
questions  affecting  our  interests.  Then 
the  order  was  given  for  two  purposes — 
one  was  to  protect  life  and  property  in 
Constantinople,  and  the  other  to  keep 
open  the  waterway  of  the  Dardanelles. 
Now,  if  the  object  had  been  merely  the 
first,  and  the  Government  had  real  reason 
to  suppose  that  there  was  real  danger  to 
life  and  property  in  Constantinople,  or 
that  there  was  going  to  be  a  massacre  of 
the  Christians,  we  should  not  have  been 
surprised  at  their  action.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Bright)  stated,  it  would 
have  been  natural  in  that  case  that  the 
Powers  should  have  been  informed  that 
it  was  for  that  purpose,  and  that  pur- 
pose alone,  that  the  Fleet  had  received 
its  orders,  and  no  objection  would  have 
been  raised  by  other  Powers.  But  the 
Fleet  was  going  there  for  another  pur- 
pose. What  was  the  meaning  of  keep- 
ing the  waterway  of  the  Dardanelles 
open?  I  shall  be  followed,  no  doubt 
by  international  lawyers,  and  therefore 
I  will  ^ot  say  much  on  this  point ;  but* 
I  think  it  will  be  proved  that  this 
attempt  to  keep  the  waterway  open, 
whatever  grounds  there  were  for  it,  was 
a  breach  of  neutrality.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen,  I  suppose,  think  we  are 
parties  to  a  Treaty  now  in  force  in  re- 
gard to  the  Straits.  I  believe  that  to  be 
a  mistake.  The  Articles  of  the  Treaties 
of  1856  and  1871,  with  respect  to  the 
Dardanelles,  do  not  at  this  moment  in 
any  way  apply  to  the  navigation  of  the 
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Straits.  They  applied  merely  to  Turkey 
when  she  was  at  peace,  and  Turkey  being 
now  no  longer  at  peace  the  words  have 
at  this  moment  no  meaning  or  effect. 
We  return,  then,  to  the  condition  of 
a  neutral  in  any  war  that  may  break 
out,  and  it  is  an  acknowledged  principle 
of  international  law  by  expounders  of 
that  science,  that  for  a  neutral  to  go 
into  the  territory  of  one  belligerent,  and 
to  take  possession  of  such  territory,  in 
order  to  Keep  out  the  other  belligerent, 
and  then  to  say  it  will  keep  open  the 
waterway — a  vi^e  phrase,  but  which 
must  mean  that  it  will  prevent  the  other 
belligerent  from  going  into  it — is  in  itself 
a  breach  of  neutrality.  But  before  I  leave 
this  subject,  let  me  ask  the  GK>vemmont 
one  question.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  his  speech  gave  as  a  reason 
for  the  order  that  was  sent  out,  that 
the  Eussians  were  advancing  with  great 
rapidity  on  Gallipoli.  Now,  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  Gt>vemment  have 
received  any  explanation  from  Mr. 
Layard  bearing  on  the  despatch  men- 
tioned in  No.  30,  and  dated  January  23. 
Mr.  Layard  says — **I  have  communi- 
cated the  substaiice  of  your  telegram  of 
the  4th  instant  to  the  Porte."  That  tele- 
gram was  the  assurance  which  we  had 
sent  to  the  Porte  and  which  we  had 
received  from  the  Busaian  Qovemment. 
It  stated — 

**  That  Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment  are  glad 
to  receive  the  pledge  thus  given  by  the  Russian 
Government  tiiat  they  have  no  intention  of 
directing  their  military  operations  on  Gallipoli 
unless  Turkish  regular  troops  should  ooncentrate 
there." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  state  that 
one  great  cause  of  their  alarm  was  that 
they  thought  the  Eussian  Government 
was  going  to  take  possession  of  Gallipoli. 
They  asked  the  Russian  Government  not 
to  do  so,  and  the  Eussian  Government 
gave  them  a  satisfactory  assurance,  say- 
ing that  they  would  only  go  there  if 
they  were  obliged  as  belligerenta  to  go 
there  because  the  Turkish  regular  troops 
were  there.    Mr.  Layard  goes  on — 

"  In  reply,  I  am  informed  that  there  are  now 
only  three  biattalions  at  Gallipoli  to  maintain 
order  and  to  prevent  the  Mussulman  population 
from  taking  night,  and  that  more  Iroops  will 
not  be  sent  there  if  I  am  authorized  by  Her 
'  ""s  Government  to  comminnicate  officially 


to  the  Porte  in  their  name  the  pledge  given  by 
Prince  Gortohakoff." 

What  I  ask  is  this— Did  the  Oovem- 
Hr.  IF.  E.  For$Ur 


ment  allow  Mr.  Layard  to  oommunioate 
this  pledge  ?  If  they  did,  what  has  been 
the  consequence  of  it  ?  If  Eussia  said 
she  would  not  send  her  troops  to  Gallipoli 
unless  the  Turks  concentrated  their 
regular  forces  there,  and  if  the  Turks 
assured  us  they  would  not  thus  concen- 
trate their  forces,  what  was  the  ground 
of  the  fear  of  the  Qt)vemment?  If, 
on  the  other  hand.  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemment  did  not  allow  Mr.  Layard 
to  communicate  this  officially  to  the 
Porte,  we  should  be  glad  to  have  some 
information.  There  is  one  other  ground, 
and  it  is  the  last  ground,  on  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  based  his 
proposal.  It  is  the  question  whether 
we  are  or  are  not  to  go  to  this  Confer- 
ence armed  with  the  strength  of  a  united 
nation,  and  whether  we  are  or  are  not 
to  speak  with  the  voice  of  England  as 
that  voice  ought  to  be  heard.  By  all 
means  let  the  Government  go  into  the 
Conference  with  the  voice  of  England 
as  a  united  nation.  I  think  they  can  do 
so  with  the  voice  of  a  united  Parliament 
speaking  as  the  representatives  of  a 
united  nation.  There  are  English 
interests  involved  in  this  question — 
English  interests  which,  though  they 
may  be  special,  are  not  selfish  interests. 
There  is  the  interest  of  preserving  our 
communications  with  our  Indian  Empire. 
There  is  the  interest  of  preserving  our 
road  through  the  Suez  Canal,  and  our ' 
right  to  send  not  only  merchant  ships, 
but  also  ships  of  war  through  the  Canal 
at  any  time,  and  with  that  right  the 
power  and  the  right  to  send  our  troops 
across  the  Isthmus  of  Suez  by  railway 
if  any  misfortune  should  happen  to  the 
Canid.  There  is  this  interest  with 
regard  to  Egypt;  and  with  respect  to 
it,  I  believe  the  country  is  unani- 
mous to  one  man  in  supporting  the 
Government.  I  am  only  speaking  on 
behalf  of  myself,  for  I  have  no  ri^ht  to 
speak  for  o&ers ;  but  I  think  tiiat  is  the 
belief  of  the  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  and  of  a  large  majority  in 
the  coimtry.  Another  i^glish  interest, 
on  which  I  believe  the  country  would  be 
almost  unanimous,  is  that  we  are  to  be 
treated  in  the  Black  Sea  on  equal  terms 
with  Eussia  and  the  other  Great  Powers ; 
but  that  is  not  a  selfish  interest,  it 
involves  also  the  interests  of  civilization. 
Our  special  Enc^lii^  interests  are  not 
selfish  ones,  but  were  are  other  interests 
which,  though  they  are  not  special,  are 
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yet  English.  First,  there  is  the  question 
of  the  permanent  possession  of  Constanti- 
nople. Here,  again,  do  not  let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  I  am  speaking  for  anyone  but 
myself,  though  I  oelieye  I  am  speaking 
what  is  the  opinion  of  most  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Party  as  well  as  of 
the  country  generally.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  would  endeavour  to  prevent 
the  BuBsians  from  permanently  possess- 
ing Constantinople,  as  a  purely  English 
interest.  It  has  not  been  so  stated  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  be- 
lieve, on  the  contrary,  that  it  is  much 
more  an  Austrian  interest,  and  as  much 
a  German,  or  French,  or  Italian  interest. 
Again,  I  do  not  think  the  Government 
ought  to  be  supported  in  any  attempt 
by  force  to  prevent  the  temporary  occu- 
pation by  Eussia  of  Constantinople.  I 
think  that  if  we  had  intended  to  take 
that  ground  we  should  have  done  so 
originally,  and  have  told  Bussia  she 
miist  not  go  to  war.  If  two  countries 
do  engage  in  war,  it  is  not  reasonable  to 
expect  that  one  belligerent  will  stay  short 
of  such  successes  as  will  force  the  other  to 
give  way,  when  the  conquering  bellige- 
rent is  about  to  reap  all  the  advantages 
it  had  sought  to  gain  by  the  war.  But  I 
do  most  fully  admit  that  the  Government 
ought  to  be  supported  in  teeing  their 
part  in  the  European  concert  to  carry  out 
the  European  object  of  preventing  the 
permanent  possession  of  Constantinople 
by  the  Eussians,  if  that  is  threatened, 
which  I  do  not  believe  it  is.  But,  in 
that  case,  and  if  the  Government  feel  it 
is  their  duty  to  take  part  in  such  concert, 
surely  they  ought  to  give  us  all  the  in- 
formation they  possibly  can  with  regard 
to  our  relations  with  the  other  Great 
Powers  of  Europe  upon  this  question; 
and  as  yet  they  have  given  us  hardly  a 
scrap  of  such  information.  Then  there 
is  also  another  interest  which  is  also 
not  the  less  an  English  interest  be- 
cause* it  is  not  our  special  interest. 
That  is  the  good  government  or  better 
government  of  the  people  of  Turkey 
— the  interest  of  the  freedom  of  the 
Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte  &om 
the  cruel  bondage  and  the  senseless 
tyranny  which,  until  it  ceases,  makes 
that  European  peace  impossible  which, 
as  the  Earl  of  Derby  nfi;htly  stated,  is 
the  chief  interest  of  England.  Let  the 
Prime  Minister  and  his  Colleagues  go 
into  the  Conference  declaring  mat  we 
are  in  favour  of  these  interests,  audi 


know  of  no  other  interests  connected 
with  this  question  which  they  need  very 
strongly  advocate.  Let  them  declare  in 
favour  of  these  interests,  and  they  will 
need  no  sham  Vote  of  Confidence,  but 
they  will  have  the  enthusiastic  support 
of  a  united  people,  and  there  will  be  an 
end  of  Party  differences.  Not  having 
received  any  information  horn  the  Go- 
vernment which  proves  that  this  Vote  of 
Confidence  is  necessary,  fearing,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  it  will  and  must  be  in- 
terpreted as  an  attempt  to  lessen  the  ad- 
vantages which  the  Christian  popidations 
may  gain  by  this  war,  and  fearing  that 
it  must  be  interpreted  as  a  check  to  the 
aspirations  of  me  rising  Christian  na- 
tionalities, and  that  it  will  be  a  means 
through  which  some,  at  least,  of  their 
chains  will  remain  unbroken,  I  feel  that 
I  have  no  course  to  adopt  but  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  and  to  call  upon  all  those  who 
agree  with  me  to  vote  for  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
"this  House,  having  heen  informed  in  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  that  the  conditions 
on  which  Her  Majesty's  neutrality  is  founded 
had  not  been  infringed  by  either  belligerent 
engaged  in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe,  and 
having  since  received  no  information  sufficient 
to  justify  a  departure  from  the  policy  of  neu- 
trality and  peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding  to 
the  burthens  of  the  people  by  voting  imneccs- 
sary  Supplies," — (Mr,  William  Edward  Forater,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mk.  ASSHETON  CEOSS:  Mr. 
Speaker — The  vagueness  and  the  am- 
biguity of  the  speech  we  have  just  heard 
lead  me  to  see  in  it  the  most  patriotic 
statement  as  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  if  British  interests 
were  attacked;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he 
almost  imputed  to  the  Government  that 
they  were  betraying  those  interests  by 
aslung  for  this  Yote.  That  is  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  statements  I  ever 
heard.  There  are  sentiments  he  has 
uttered  and  words  he  has  used  which  I 
have  heard  over  and  over  again  in  the 
country,  which  if  I  were  answering  them 
in  the  country  I  should  certaimy  say 
were  not  borne  out  by  the  facts,  and 
which,  as  far  as  Parliamentary  language 
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allows  me  to  do,  I  must  beg  empha- 
tically and  distinctly  to  deny.    But  the 
whole  gist  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  is  to  create  an  impression  in  this 
House  and  out  of  it  that  there  is  a  war 
party  —  "war-mongers,"    I    think,   as 
we  are  called  by  an  hon.  Gentleman; 
to  lead  the  House  and  the  country  in 
general  to  believe  that  because  we  felt 
it  to  be  our  duty  to  come  down  to  the 
House  and  ask  it  to  give  us  this  Vote  in 
Supply,  we  are  doing  it  for  the  purpose, 
when  we  have  got  it,  of  going  to  war 
without  the  sanction  of  this  House.    I 
say,  as  far  as  Parliamentary  language 
wiU  allow  me  to  say  so,  that  is  utteny 
tmtrue.     But  not  content  with  holding 
out  the    G-ovemment  in  that  light,  in 
which  he  wants  to  make  us  appear  ex- 
tremely warlike — determined  to  go  to 
war  at  all  hazards — he  has  gone  out  of 
his  way  to  make  accusations  against  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  are  such  as  during  the  con- 
siderable time  I  have  sat  in  this  House 
I  never  before  heard  from  any  hon. 
Member,  and  such  as  I,  for  one,  hope 
never  to  hear  again.    What  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   meant,   by  what  no 
doubt  he  thought  would  be  picked  up 
as  a   catchword  through   the    countrv 
was,  that  this  is  a    '*  sham  estimate," 
and   what    he   meant  by  that,    I  pre- 
sume,   is   to    attribute    to  the    Prime 
Minister  that  he  asked  the  Government 
to  consent  to  come  down  to  the  House 
and  formally  to   make    a    proposition 
such  as  we  have  made;   but  that  no- 
thing at  all  should  be  meant  by  it — that 
it  was  held  up  as   a  piece  of   show — 
a  mere  thing  to   dazzle  the  eyes;  and 
he  compares  it  with  a  measure,  which 
at  the  time  was  also  attficked,  brought 
in  by  the  Prime  Minister,  relating  to 
the  settlement  of  the  Imperial  Crown 
in  India.  I  hope  when  the  House  comes 
to  consider  this  question  more  seriously 
they  will  be  better  able  to  judge  how 
far  those  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  bom  out,  or  how  far,  in 
their  opinion,  he  is  justified  in  having 
ever  made  them  at  all.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  fixing  upon  a  word  that  fell 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor 01  the  Exchequer  the  other  even- 
ing— although  it  was  entirely  explained 
five  minutes  after  it  was  spoken — still 
tried  to  persuade  the  House  that  by 
this  Yote  we  are  asking  for  a  gener^ 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Government. 

Mr.  Aseheton  Crose 


Mr.  W.  E.  PORSTEE  :  Sir,  I  did  not 
say  that. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  am  in 
the  hands  of  the  House  whether  that  is 
really  so  or  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  I  said  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  state 
that  it  was  not  a  Vote  of  general  Con- 
fidence in  the  policy  of  the  Ministry ;  but 
that  I  thought  it  was  a  Vote  asking  for 
confidence  in  the  immediate  action  of 
the  Government,  based  on  their  recent 
conduct. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  My 
answer  to  that  is,  that  after  the  explana- 
tion that  was  given,  that  it  was  not  a 
Vote  of  general  Confidence,  the  remark 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  never 
to  have  been  made.  The  time  will  come, 
but  not  when  great  national  subjects  are 
before  us,  when  that  question  may  be 
put  before  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  the  answer  wiU  then  be 
given.  That  is  not  the  question  now. 
The  question  placed  before  the  House 
the  other  niffht  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  ChanceUor  of  the  ^chequer  is  as 
clear  as  can  be.  We  ask  for  this  Vote. 
In  our  opinion,  it  is  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  the  country.  We  should 
not  have  come  down  to  ask  it  at  your 
hands  if  we  had  not  come  deliberately 
to  that  conclusion.  As  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  what  we  ask  is 
that  you  will  place  it  in  our  hands,  re- 
lying upon  us  that  we  should  not  use  it 
unnecessarily— should  not  use  it  for  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  not  absolutely  re- 
quired. That  being  so,  I  must  ask  for 
a  few  moments  the  attention  of  the  House 
while  I  explain  what  I  mean  by  saying 
that  there  has  been  a  general  wish  on 
the  part  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
opposite  to  hold  us  up  as  a  war  Party. 
I  must  for  one  moment  go  back,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me,  as  far  as  the  6th 
of  May  last  year.  On  the  6th  of  May 
Lord  Derby  wrote  that  despatch  which 
has  practically  been  the  charter  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  from  that  day 
to  this.  I  will  just  relate,  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  House,  the  terms  of  the 
despatch,  merely  premising  that  the  out- 
break of  the  war  having  been  commu- 
nicated to  us  on  the  24m  April,  on  the 
dOth  Ajpril  we  issued  the  declaration  of 
neutrahty,  and  on  the  6th  May  we  wrote 
this  despatch — 
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**  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemmdbt  do  not  propose 
again  to  enter  on  the  justice  or  necessity  of  the 
present  war.  They  have  abready  expressed 
their  views,  and  furtiier  discussion  would  he  un- 
availing.** 

Then,  here  comes  the  first  landmark,  as 
I  ventured  to  call  it  in  my  speech  of 
last  Session — 

"  They  have  respected  the  obligations  which 
a  state  of  war  imposes  upon  them,  and  they 
have  lost  no  time  in  issuing  a  proclamation  of 
neutrality.  They  have  from  the  first  warned 
the  Porto  that  they  must  not  look  to  England 
for  assistanco,  as  they  are  determined  to  carry 
impartially  into  efifect  the  pledge  of  neutrality 
80  long  as  TurUsh  interests  alone  are  in- 
volved.** 

*  Well,  now  for  the  second  landmark — 

'*  At  the  same  time  they  think  it  right  that 
there  should  be  no  misunderstanding  as  te  their 
position  and  intentions.  If  the  war  in  progress 
should  unfortunately  spread,  interests  maybe 
in  peril  which  they  are  equally  bound  and  de- 
tennined  to  defend,  and  it  is  most  desirable  that 
they  should  make  it  dear  what  those  interests 
are.** 

Guided  by  those  landmarks,  from  the  6th 
May  up  to  the  present  day  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoYemment  have  always  acted. 
They  have  never  swerved  either  from 
one  or  the  other,  and  they  are  of  the  same 
opinion  now  as  tibey  were  on  the  6th  May, 
that  that  is  the  policy  which,  so  long  as 
the  war  lasts,  they  are  bound  to  observe. 
Now,  I  admit,  and  I  believe  the  whole 
country  admits,  that  this  position  which 
the  GK)vemment  has  taken  up — ^the  po- 
sition of  neutrals,  when  there  is  a  great 
war  raging  between  States  with  which 
we  are  friendly — ^is  one  of  great  diffi- 
culty. The  right  hon.  Genfleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
at  the  time  when  the  war  was  raging 
between  France  and  Germany,  made  use 
of  this  observation — 

"  We  have  considered  the  duty  of  neutrals, 
and  we  have  done  our  best  thus  far  to  fulfil 
them.  The  duties  of  a  neutral  are  not  easy — 
they  are  duties  which  the  most  sanguine  of 
statesmen  and  the  most  sanguine  of  Gbvem- 
mento  can  hardly  hope  to  fulfilin  such  a  manner 
as  not  to  give  o£fenoe  to  one  side  or  the  other, 
and  probably  to  both.*' 

I  quite  agree  with  those  remarks.  I  say 
again,  we  have  never  swerved  from  the 
policy  we  laid  down  in  our  despatch  of 
the  6th  of  May.  Is  there  any  man  in 
this  House  who  will  say  that  we  have 
given  encouragement  to  Turkev?  Is 
Siere  any  man  in  this  House  who  will 
say  that  we  have  in  any  form  or  shape 


deceived  Turkey  ?  I  will  not  go  back 
to  the  warning  which  we  gave  her  at  the 
time.  When  Parliament  was  summoned 
earlier  than  usual,  Lord  Derby,  writing 
to  Mr.  Layard,  said — 

"  In  view  of  the  reports  which  are  likely  to 
be  current  in  this  country,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment think  it  desirable  that  you  should  be 
aware  that  this  unusually  early  meeting  of  Par- 
liament does  not  imply  any  intention  on  their 
part  to  depart  from  &e  policy  of  conditional 
neutrality  which  they  have  announced.'* 

Well,  on  a  later  date,  on  the  21st  De- 
cember, there  is  a  report  of  a  conversa- 
tion that  took  place  between  Lord  Derby 
and  the  Turkish  Ambassador — 

"  His  Excellency  referred  more  than  once  to 
the  possibility  of  an  intervention,  and  I  thought 
it  right  to  repeat  the  warning — namely,  that  no 
intervention  was  to  be  expedted,  but  tiiat  Her 
Majesty's  GK>vemment  would  adhere  to  the  con- 
ditions of  neutrality  which  they  had  laid 
down.** 

Then,  on  the  7th  January  of  the  present 
year.  In  the  course  of  further  conversa- 
tion. Lord  Derby  took  occasion  to  remind 
the  Turkish  Ambassador  that  our  lan- 
guage had  never  varied  from  the  begin- 
ning of  the  war  to  the  present  time— 

**  I  thought  it  right  once  more  to  repeat  this 
warning,  in  order  that  no  false  hopes  might  bo 
raised.*^ 

And  not  later  ago  than  the  12th  January 
Lord  Derby  writes  to  Mr.  Layard — 

"  The  Sultan  asks  whether  he  can  eacpect  any 
assistance ;  I  fear  not,  for  I  told  him  n-om  the 
beginning  we  were  not  prepared  to  give  any 
material  assistance,  and  as  the  Russians  have 
now  ofiered  mediation,  it  would  not  avail.*' 

Now,  I  ask  this^ouse,  I  ask  the  coun- 
try, whether  there  can  be  a  clearer 
course  adopted  by  any  Government  than 
that  which  we  followed  ?  And  yet  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  not  in  the  Assembly  of 
this  House,  but  elsewhere,  have  not 
hesitated  to  accuse  us  of  having  been 
false  to  our  promises  contained  in  the 
despatoh  of  the  6th  May.  [Mr.  Qosohbn  : 
No,  no!]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  "  No,  no."  •  Has  he  read  the  speech 
supposed  to  have  been  delivered  yester- 
day afternoon  not  very  far  from  the  City 
of  London  ? 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  I  said  that  in  re- 
ference to  the  speech  I  have  just  heard 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  But  I 
refer  to  speeches  that  have  been  deli- 
vered outside  this  House;    and  even 
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in  the  speech  we  have  just  heard,  al- 
though broken  promises  were  not  per- 
haps said  in  so  many  wordsy  there  was 
contained  the  substance  of  such  an  ac- 
cusation. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Goschen)  be  right,  it  amounts  to 
this — that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  use 
language  outside  which  they  dare  not 
use  in  this  House.  Although,  as  I.  have 
said,  such  language  was  not  used  in  the 
speech  just  deuyered,  still  the  substance 
of  that  accusation  ran  through  it  from 
beginning  to  end.  To  leave  that,  I  shall 
now  refer  to  what  feU  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  at  Oxford. 
He  accused  us  of  not  knowing  our  own 
minds;  but  I  ask  whether  the  despatches 
from  which  I  have  quoted  prove  that  ?  He 
frirther  said  that  we  have  spoken  with 
two  voices,  and  that  we  poured  forth 
from  the  same  fountain  sweet  waters 
and  bitter  waters.  I  grant  at  once 
that  in  our  despatches  there  is  bitter 
enough  water  for  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment. But  I  defy  you  to  find  one 
drop  of  sweet.  Well,  then,  to  poooeed 
furfiier,  1  ask,  have  we  ever  on  the 
other  hand  deceived  Bussia?  On  the 
contrary,  we  have  from  first  to  last 
warned  her  where  our  interests  lay,  and 
that  they  would  be  defended.  In  the 
despatch  which  we  wrote  later,  on  13th 
December,  1877,  when  the  war  seemed 
to  have  taken  a  different  turn,  we  wrote 
in  the  strongest  way  to  Russia,  telling 
her  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  hold  herself  free  to  take  what- 
ever course  was  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  British  interests ;  but  that  we 
sincerely  trusted  and  confidently  believed 
that  any  such  necessity  vould  be  averted 
by  a  mutual  understanding  between  the 
two  Gt)vemments.  So  that  whether  you 
turn  to  Turkey  or  whether  you  turn  to 
Eussia  you  wiU  find  no  act  or  despatch 
of  the  Government  in  which  we  have 
swerved  from  the  despatch  of  6th  May. 
I  ask,  also,  whether  we  ever  deceived 
the  country?  We  told  the  country  in 
the  Queen's  Most  Gracious  Speech  that 
so  long  as  the  conditions  of  our  neu- 
trality were  not  violated,  so  long  would 
that  neutrality  be  adhered  to.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  say  in  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  throughout  the 
country  there  has  been  a  '^  lying  spirit " 
abroad,  and  in  the  Besolution  before 
ilie  House  there  is  an  evil  spirit  lurking, 
al^ough  at  first  sight  somewhat  diffiotut 
to  discover. 

Mr,  Assheton  Ctqm 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  state  what 
speeches  he  refers  to. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  should 
be  very  sorry ;  but  I  say  this  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  policy  of 
these  speeches  has  been  to  hold  out  to 
Turkey  that  we  were  going  in  the  long 
run  to  assist  her.  Well,  what  they  have 
tried  to  persuade  the  country  is  that  we 
have  been  dishonest  in  the  despatches 
we  have  written  and  in  the  words  we 
have  spoken.  I  deny  that  the  despatches 
contain  any  ground  for  such  statements ; 
but  I  will  not  rest  it  on  that — ^I  will 
show  the  absurdity  of  the  charge.  If 
we  had  any  lurking  wish  to  depart  from 
the  policy  of  the  6th  of  May,  when  we 
might  have  acted  and  with  effect  at  the 
time  that  the  Turkish  Armies  seemed 
likely,  at  all  events  for  some  time,  to 
hold  their  own  against  Russia,  we 
should  have  been  not  merely  dishonest 
but  simply  fools  had  we  waited  until 
the  TurKS  were  thoroughly  and  abso- 
lutely beaten,  and  then  come  forward 
to  help  them.  Surely,  if  there  is  any- 
thing in  the  stem  logic  of  facts,  it  must 
prove  that  the  determination  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  a  very  honest  determina- 
tion and  one  they  meant  to  go  upon  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  never  in 
his  speech,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  pointed 
out  a  single  complaint  made  by  ihe  Go- 
vernment of  either  Russia  or  Turkey 
that  we  have  violated  our  neutrality.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  despatch  making 
any  such  complaint,  and  I  think  that  if 
the  two  Governments  in  this  case — which, 
I  venture  to  say,  is  a  peculiar  case — 
acquiesce  in  our  attitude ;  when,  after  a 
long  and  bloody  struggle,  the  position 
of  a  country  like  England  is  not  com- 
plained of,  we  need  not  trouble  ourselves 
very  much  as  to  the  complaints  coming 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Now, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
to  the  orders  given  to  the  Fleet,  which 
orders  he  characterized  as  a  reckless  act 
— p*  Hear,  hear! "]— as  recklessly  issued. 
["Hear,  hear!  "]  Hon.  Members  may 
say  "  Hear,  hear,"  but  they  do  not  un- 
derstand the  circumstances — and  as  reck- 
lessly recalled.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  clearly  understand  one  of 
the  vital  reasons  for  which  the  Fleet  was 
recalled,  but  he  did  not  allude  to  it  in 
his  Speech.  It  was  quite  evident,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated,  that  at  that  time 
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there  were  veiy  serious  apprehensions  as 
to  the  state  of  affairs  with  regard  to  the 
terms  of  peace.  No  one  knew  in  the 
least  what  were  the  terms  of  peace.  The 
Bussians  were  still  advancing  in  every 
direction.  There  was  a  panic  amongst 
all  the  populations  of  the  south-east  of 
Europe,  and  we  had  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  British  subjects — much  larger 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  know — ^resident  in  Constantinople. 
He  quarrels  with  the  orders  given  to  the 
Fleet  to  sail  at  once  up  the  Dardanelles. 
Let  me  read  what  they  were — **  Sail  at 
once  for  the  Dardanelles,  and  proceed 
with  the  Fleet  now  with  you  to  Constan- 
tinople.''   The  first  order  given  said — 

*'  Abstain  from  taking  any  part  in  the  contest 
between  Russia  and  Turkey,  but  the  waterway 
of  tho  Straits  is  to  be  kept  open,  and  in  the 
event  of  tumult  at  Constantinople  you  are  to 
protect  life  and  property  of  British  subjects." 

I  do  not  see  that  by  these  orders  there 
was  any  wish  for  a  breach  of  neutrality. 
Under  these  orders,  if  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment had  their  ships  coming  up  the 
Dardanelles,  and  the  British  Fleet  under 
Admiral  Hornby  had  attacked  them,  he 
would,  in  my  opinion,  have  broken  the 
orders  given  him.  [An  hon.  Membbb  : 
How  about  the  waterway  ?]  Keep  the 
waterway  open  !  Do  you  think  that  we 
mean  that  we  were  gomg  to  send  up  our 
Fleet  to  Constantinople  to  protect  our 
subjects  and  have  the  entrance  to  the 
Dardanelles  shut  against  us ;  and  if  we 
have  subjects  in  Constantinople  and 
there  is  panic  and  probable  fear  of  mas- 
sacre that  we  are  to  have  the  gate  shut 
in  our  face?  I  say  we  had  a  perfect 
right  to  see  that  the  waterway  was  kept 
open  in  order  that  our  ships  might  go 
up  and  down.  I  will  not  argue  the 
question  further ;  but  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  remember,  when  he  speaks 
of  breaches  of  neutrality,  what  occurred 
in  the  year  1853,  when  it  was  doubtful 
whether  war  had  been  declared  or  not  ? 
I  am  glad,  by  the  way,  that  he  has  at 
last  come  to  see  some  vidue  in  Treaties, 
because  the  year  before  last  we  were 
told  that  we  might  tear  them  up.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  we 
have  broken  that  Treaty.  I  say  we 
have  not.  Let  me  remind  him  of  what 
took  place  in  1853.  In  September  it 
is  recorded  that  in  consequence  of  the 
alarming  state  of  affairs  at  Oonstan- 
tinople,  the  British  and  French  Am- 


bassadors determined  to  send  two  war 
steamers  up  the  Dardanelles,  at  a  time 
when  no  official  intelligence  of  this  fact 
had  reached  the  Gt)vemment,  and  Lord 
Clarendon  addressed  a  despatch  to  Lord 
Stratford  de  Bedcliffe  to  the  effect  that, 
in  ordinary  circumstances,  as  long  as  the 
Sultan  did  not  declare  war  against 
Bussia,  we  must  scruptdously  adhere  to 
the  Treaty  of  1841;  but  after  it  ap- 
peared that  the  lives  and  property  of 
British  subjects  were  in  danger,  it  was 
clear  that  the  Treaty  regulating  the  en- 
tering into  the  Straits  had  no  longer  any 
binding  force.  I  do  not  know  why,  if 
the  waterway  is  to  be  closed,  and  if 
British  subjects  are  exposed  to  danger, 
we  should  not  go  to  rescue  them  in  1878 
as  much  as  in  1853,  or  that  when  the 
ships  go  there  we  should  not  take  care 
that  they  get  back  safe.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  also  to  the 
second  order  to  the  Admiral  to  with- 
draw the  Fleet,  which  he  calls  a  "  lucky 
chance."  I  must  demur  to  that  ex- 
pression. That  second  order  which  we 
were  very  glad  to  issue  was  sent  in 
consequence  of  a  telegram  receive^  from 
Mr.  Layard,  the  last  part  of  which  had 
the  greatest  weight  with  us.  It  was  not 
simply  that  he  had  got,  or  thought  he 
had  got  the  bases  of  peace ;  but  Siat  he 
was  told  that  the  Turkish  Plenipoten- 
tiaries had  gone  to  the  Bussian  head- 
quarters and  had  been  instructed  to  ac- 
cept the  terms — an  entirely  different 
thing.  If  the  Turkish  Plenipotentiaries 
were  instructed  to  accept  the  bases  of 
peace,  then  all  panic  would  go,  and  there 
was  no  possibility  of  danger.  The  situa- 
tion was  changed,  the  necessity  of  send- 
ing the  Fleet  was  gone,  and  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  at  once  withdrew  the  order  for  the 
entry  into  the  Dardanelles.  I  do  not 
know  that  we  are  to  be  blamed  for  that 
action.  I  do  not  know  that  we  are  to  be 
told  that  our  policy  in  that  respect  was  un- 
certain. I  say  it  was  not  uncertain.  The 
Fleet  was  sent  up  for  an  express  purpose, 
and  the  moment  the  cause  of  l^at  pur- 
pose ceased  the  Fleet  came  back.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  twitted  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  been  actuated  by 
a  double  motive— not  only  to  recall  the 
Fleet,  but  also  to  recall  their  Foreign 
Secretary.  That  statement  is  whoUy 
without  foundation  and  ought  not  to  go 
uncontradicted. 

The  House  will  pardon  me  if  I  now 
consider  what  was  the  change  that  oo- 
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curred  so  suddenly  in  the  position  of 
the  belligerents.  Eyeryone  snows  that 
on  December  10  Plevna  fell,  and  that  on 
the  12th  the  Sultan  made  an  appeal  to 
all  the  Powers  of  Europe.  That  appeal 
was  not  responded  to,  and  on  Christmas 
Day  the  Sultan  stated  that  we  might  ask 
Eussia  if  she  would  entertain  the  ques- 
tion of  an  armistice,  and  asked  us  to 
make  on  his  behalf  overtures  of  peace 
to  Eussia.  It  was  said  at  Oxford, 
without  the  slightest  foundation,  that 
the  cause  of  the  delay  was  the  action 
of  the  British  Government.  After  some 
misunderstanding  as  to  whether  there 
should  be  an  armistice,  the  Russians, 
saying  there  should  be  bases  of  peace 
before  the  armistice,  and  that  the  ar- 
rangements should  be  made  between  the 
military  commanders,  on  the  5th  of 
January  I  find  that  Lord  Augustus  Lofhis 
writes  to  Lord  Derby'  from  St.  Peters- 
burg, that  the  Eussian  military  com- 
manders **  had  been  instructed  to  state 
the  conditions  on  which  an  armistice 
would  be  agreed  to."  These  words  are 
important;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
anyone  who  read  that  despatch  would 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we  did 
— ^namely,  that  the  Eussian  commanders 
then  had  in  tjieir  pockets  the  terms 
which  Eussia  was  prepared  to  agree  to. 
No  other  meaning  could  possibly  be 
attached  to  that  despatch.  Well,  on  the 
9th  of  January  Mr.  Layard  telegraphed 
that  an  order  had  at  once  been  sent  to 
the  Turkish  commanders  to  address 
themselvestotheEussian  Head-Quarters. 
What  could  be  more  speedy  than  that  ? 
On  the  same  day  we  have  another 
telegram  from  Turkey  saying  that  the 
Turkish  commanders  have  also  addressed 
themselves  to  the  Eussian  commanders 
in  Eoumelia  as  well  as  to  the  Qrand 
Duke  Nicholas,  and  they  reply  that  they 
know  nothing  of  an  armistice  and  have 
no  instructions.  Having  received  the 
intimation  we  did  on  the  5th,  we  heard 
afterwards,  with  some  astonishment, 
that  the  Eussian  commanders  had  no 
instructions  and  the  Eussians  were  still 
advancing.  Well,  the  explanation  of 
the  delay  of  those  terms  reaching  Con- 
stantinople was  that  they  were  of  such 
vital  importance,  and  so  very  secret,  that 
they  could  not  possibly  be  sent  by  tele- 
graj>h,  or  id  cipher,  but  must  ffo  by 
special  messenger,  and  would  probably 
arrive  in  eight  or  10  days  from  the  Srd 
of  Januaiy  at  this  place,  and  in  Armenia 

Mr.  Aisheton  OrQ$9 


in  15  days;  all  that  time  the  Eussian 
commanders  were  advancing.  But  one 
must  presume  from  the  great  care  they 
had  taken  about  these  bases,  which  were 
so  precious  that  they  could  not  be  sent 
by  teleeraph,  that  they  must,  at  all 
events,  have  been  conditions  which  had 
been  thoroughly  well  weighed  and  settled 
by  the  Eussian  Gbvemment.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  they  must  have 
been  drawn  up  and  settled  with  great 
forethought.  Here  was  our  first  difficulty, 
and  I  defy  anyone  to  say  that  the  delay 
in  regard  to  these  terms  was  caused  in 
any  manner  or  in  any  form  either  by  the 
Turks  or  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
But  we  come  to  the  next  scene.  We 
find  that  the  Emperor  of  Eussia  is  told 
on  the  15th  of  January  that  the  two 
Turkish  Plenipotentiaries  have  gone  with 
full  instructions  to  the  Imperial  Head- 
Quarters  to  negotiate  an  armistice  and 
a  peace.  We  hear  on  the  21st  that  a 
telegram  has  been  received  by  the 
Porte  from  its  Plenipotentiaries  stating 
that  they  are  at  the  Eussian  Head- 
Quarters.  They  had  got  there  then,  at 
all  events.  Then  we  find  that  on  the 
24th  nothing  had  been  heard  about 
those  gentlemen  or  of  what  had  hap- 
pened to  them.  Persons  connected  with 
the  delegates  who  had  gone  there  had 
privately  telegraphed  to  their  families 
saying  they  were  quite  well ;  but  no  one 
knew  what  had  become  of  the  bases  of 
peace,  or  why  they  were  not  signed. 
The  delegates  had  the  fullest  instruc- 
tions to  accept  them,  and  the  Sultan  says 
that  he  cannot  make  out  why  it  is  they 
have  not  si^ed  them.  But  the  Eussians 
are  still  advancing.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  one  moment  to 
the  position  of  the  Eussian  Forces  at 
particular  dates.  We  will  take  the  Srd 
of  January,  when  the  Eussian  Gtevem- 
ment  was  told  that  these  delegates  were 
going  on  their  mission.  At  that  time 
the  Kussians  had  got  possession  of  Sofia 
and  were  marching  southwards.  On  the 
24th  we  learn  that  the  Turkish  Plenipo- 
tentiaries had  been  instructed  to  accept 
these  terms  of  peace  positively ;  and  I 
think  the  telegram  was  sent  at  2  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon  of  the  previous  day. 
Well,  on  the  25th,  we  learn  that  Sulei- 
man Pasha  had  been  defeated,  and  the 
Eussians  were  at  Adrianople,  and  had 
marched  aa  f ar  as  one-third  of  the  dis- 
tance from  that  place  to  Constantinople. 
[Mr.   Bbiqht:    The   Eussian  Army?] 
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There  was  quite  enough  of  the  Bussiau 
Army  there  to  frighten  the  Turks.  On 
the  80th  of  January  (yesterday)  they 
had  got  to  Demotika,  and  were  ad- 
vancing in  the  direction  of  the  Narrow 
Straits.  They  were  within  60  miles  of 
Oonstantinople.  So  we  find  that  the 
dower  the  progress  of  l^ese  negotiations, 
the  more  rapid  is  the  advance  of  the 
Bussians.  Where  the  Bussians  may  be 
at  this  moment  we  do  not  know ;  but 
I  presume  that  if  they  are  going  on  at 
the  same  rate  of  speed  as  they  were 
doing  when  we  last  heard  of  them,  they 
are  considerably  nearer  Constantinople 
than  they  were.  ["  Hear,  hear  !  "] 
That  may  be  very  agreeable  news  to 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  ^posite,  but  it  is 
not  quite  fair  to  the  Turks,  and,  as  I 
said  before,  there  has  been  no  delay 
on  the  part  of  the  Turks,  and  no 
interference  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment.  On  me  29th  of  January, 
Lord  Derby,  writing  to  Lord  Aug^tus 
Loftus,  says — 

"  The  RuBsiaii  Ambassador  informs  me  that, 
accordiiig  to  the  telegraphic  reports  he  has  re- 
oeiyed,  no  news  of  the  conclusion  of  the  armis- 
tioe  has  yet  reached  St.  Petersburg.  Prince 
Gkirtchakoff,  his  Excellency  states,  is  surprised 
at  this,  and  attributes  it  either  to  the  distance  or 
to  an  interruption  of  the  field  telegraph.  Prince 
Gk>rtchakoffalso  denies  the  rumour  imt  the  pre- 
liminaries of  peace  are  to  be  signed  at  Sebas- 
topol,  and  afifirms  that  they  will  be  concluded  at 
Aorianople." 

Lord  Augustus  Loftus  answers  this  by 
telegraph  on  the  30th  of  January — 

^'I  was  this  morning  informed  by  Prince 
Qortchakoff  that  neither  the  Emperor  nor  the 
Russian  €k)Teinment  had  received  any  intelli- 
gence from  Head-Quarters  since  the  26th  inst. 
Prince  Gortchakoff  could  not  explain  the  cause, 
except  that  portions  of  the  telegraph  were  de- 
fectiye.  The  movements  of  the  Grand  Duke 
Nicholas,  who  was  to  arrive  at  Adiianople  at 
the  earliest,  may  have  had  the  effect  of  delaying 
the  negotiations." 

Why,  the  Grand  Duke  Nicholas  was  the 
man  whom  the  Turks  were  told  to  go 
to  three  weeks  ago.  The  cause  of  tne 
delay,  therefore,  was  neither  with  the 
Turks  nor  with  Her  Majesty's  6K>vem- 
ment.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hinted  that  the  Turks  may  have  gone 
back  on  the  terms,  and  he  asked  for  in- 
formation on  that  subject.  We  have 
this  telegram  from  Mr.  Layard,  dated 
the  27th  of  January — 

^  With  reference  to  your  telegram  of  yester- 
day, stating  that  you  had  hem.  informed  by 
Count  Schoavaloff  that  the  Turkish  delegates 


objected  to  the  first  article  of  the  bases  of  peace 
relating  to  Bulgaria,  and  to  the  second  pf^  of 
the  fourth  article,  respecting  reforms  in  the 
Christian  Provinces — ^they  had  taken  the  whole 
ad  referendum  —  I  learn  that,  although  the 
plenipotentiaries  did  make  resistance  to  3ie  first 
article  of  the  bases  of  peace  relating  to  Bulgaria, 
and  to  the  second  jpart  of  the  fourth  artidie  re- 
specting the  Christian  Provinces,  none  of  the 
articles  whatever  were  taken  ad  referendum,  but 
the  whole  were  accepted  under  the  last  instruc- 
tions sent  by  the  Porte." 

So  that  if  there  has  been  delay,  it  has 
been  through  the  movements  of  the 
Grand  Duke  Nicholas.  But  all  this  time 
Kussia  is  still  advancing.  The  Emperor, 
I  know,  pledges  his  word  of  honour  iliat 
he  will  not  go  to  Constantinople,  except 
for  strategical  reasons.  Now,  I  want 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  When  the  bases  are  sent 
by  Bussia,  when  Bussia  knows  that 
the  bases  are  accepted  by  Turkey, 
where  is  the  strategical  reason  for  ad- 
vancing on  Oonstamtinople  ?  Another 
difficulty  has  arisen.  I  will  now  con- 
sider the  change  that  has  occurred  not 
in  the  position  of  the  belligerents,  but 
in  that  of  the  neutral  Great  Powers. 
I  suppose  we  shall  all  agree  that  no 
change  in  the  last  Treaty  is  to  be  made 
without  the  assent  of  those  Powers  which 
signed  the  Treaty.  I  will  now  read  the 
Protocol  of  the  Treaty  of  London  of  1871, 
in  order  to  refresh  the  memory  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

"  The  Plenipotentiaries  of  North  G^ermany, 
Austria  and  Hungary,  Great  Britain,  Italy, 
Russia,  and  Turkey,  assembled  to-day  in  con- 
ference, recognize  it  as  an  essential  principle  of 
the  law  of  nations  that  no  Power  can  Uberato 
itself  from  the  engagements  of  the  Treaty  or 
modify  the  stipulations  thereof  unless  with  the 
consent  of  the  Contracting  Powers  by  means  of 
an  amicable  arrangement." 

Let  us  take  that  as  one  of  the  bases  on 
which  we  are  to  go,  and  when  we  are 
dealing  with  these  matters  let  it  be  un- 
derstood that  Treaties  to  which  we  are 
parties  are  not  to  be  altered  without  our 
consent.  That,  as  was  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  other  evenine,  is  the  view 
of  one  other  Power  at  least  besides  Eng- 
land, if  not  of  more  than  one.  The  firet 
thing,  I  may  add,  which  we  had  to  do 
was  to  try  and  find  out  what  were  the 
bases  of  peace.  They  were,  however, 
kept  secret,  and  so  matters  went  on 
until  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
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pressed  the  Bussian  Ambassador  here  on 
the  subject  Lord  Derby  wrote  as  fol- 
lows to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus  on  the 
2l6t  of  January : — 

'*  In  a  priyate  oommimicatioii  made  to  me  by 
the  RuBsian  Ambassador  to-day,  his  Ezoellenoy 
told  me  that  as  he  saw  false  reports  propagated 
by  certain  joomals  as  to  supposed  Russian  de- 
mands for  Russian  ressels  of  war  in  the  Darda- 
nelles and  Bosj^horas,  he  thought  it  right  to 
inform  me  that  m  the  bases  of  peace  sent  to  the 
Grand  Duke  Nicholas  no  mention  was  made  of 
either  of  those  Straits." 

That  is  the  only  information  we  have, 
and  it  is  remarkable  that  up  to  the  ^- 
sent  day  we  have  no  official  communica- 
tion giving  the  terms  of  peace.  But  a 
certain  Wednesday  has  been  alluded  to, 
when  certain  important  events  were  sup- 
posed to  have  happened.  On  the  Thurs- 
day the  Notice  was  given  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  within  12  hours— certainly 
within  24  hours — of  the  time  the  Notice 
was  given,  we  first  got  knowledge  of 
these  bases,  and  this  information  was 
given  to  us  as  a  private  memorandum, 
though  we  were  allowed  to  make  use  of 
it,  and  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
In  some  important  particulars  this  memo- 
randum does  not  agree  with  the  state- 
ment which  we  have  heard  from  Mr. 
Layard.  First,  we  hear  from  the  con- 
versation of  Count  Schouvaloff  with  Lord 
Derby,  that  the  bases  contain  nothing 
about  the  Straits.  Next,  we  find,  from 
Count  SchouvalofTs  written  but  private 
communication,  that  there  is  to  be  an 
ulterior  understanding  about  the  Straits ; 
but  nothing  is  said  by  Count  Schou- 
valoff as  to  whom  the  understanding 
is  to  be  between.  It  is  reserved  for 
us  to  hear  from  Constantinople  that  the 
understanding  is  to  be  between  the  Sul- 
tan and  the  Empneror  of  Bussia.  We 
then  hear  from  Prince  Gortchakoff  that 
he  agrees  that  there  is  rather  a  vague- 
ness in  the  matter  of  the  Straits,  and  that 
he  does  not  see  much  use  in  having  it  at 
all.  The  second  remarkable  circum- 
stance is  that  there  is  an  ulterior  under- 
standing; and  the  third,  that  the  ulterior 
understanding  is  between  the  Emperor 
of  Bussia  and  the  Sultan ;  and  then,  after 
aU,  this  matter  is  so  vagiie  that  he  will 
not  be  sorry  if  it  is  altogether  suppressed, 
but  it  is  not  suppressed.  It  seems  to  me 
to  be  altogether  a  very  marvellous  affair 
— ^tMs  question  of  the  Straits.  Had  not 
the  Bussian  GK>vemment,  I  would  adc, 

Mr,  A99heton  Cron 


better  make  up  their  minds  about  it? 
Then,  as  to  a  military  occupation ;  we 
have  heard  of  that,  but  it  has  not  been 
defined ;  next  we  hear  it  is  likely  some 
fortress  wiU  have  to  be  given  up,  but 
there  is  no  definite  information  on  that 
point  either;  and  tiie  House  will  also 
remember  that,  as  we  hear  nothing  at 
all  about  the  bases  until  the  Notice  is 
ffiven  by  my  ri^t  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  llxchequer,  so  we  hear 
nothing  about  the  vagueness  of  the 
article  as  to  tibie  Straits  and  the  willing- 
ness of  the  Bussian  Ambassador  to  sup- 
press it  until  the  very  night  when  the 
Vote  was  presented  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  [An  hon.  Membeb  :  Quote  the 
despatch.  J  The  despatch  is  as  follows : — 

"  In  reply  to  my  inquiries,  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff stated  this  morning  that  the  last  article 
communicated  by  Count  Schouvaloff,  referring 
to  an  ulterior  understanding,  was  vague  and 
unnecessary,  and  saw  no  objection  to  suppress  it 
altogether.  I  am  allowed  to  state  categorically 
to  your  Lordship  that  Russia  considers  Uie  ques- 
tion of  the  Straits  an  European  question." 

{CrU%  of  ''  Hear,  hear !  "  from  the  Op- 
poii^ion.']  It  is  all  well  to  say  **  Hear, 
hear!"  for  how  coidd  it  be  otherwise 
after  your  Protocol  of  1871?  Is  that  all 
you  have  got  to  say  for  your  Mends  the 
Bussians?  P* Oh,  oh!  "]  I  will  with- 
draw that  observation  if  it  is  objected 
to.  ["No,  No!"]  I  merely  want  to 
avoid  saying  anytning  that  will  offend 
anyone.  I  sav  that  u  that  is  all  that 
can  be  said  K>r  the  Bussians  in  this 
matter  I  must  say  that  little  contents 
you,  and  that  you  are  thankful  for  small 
mercies.  I  want  to  know,  are  you  quite 
certain  that  you  are  acquainted  with  all 
the  bases  yet  ?  I  want  to  know  why  it 
is,  if  these  bases  have  been  offered  and 
accepted,  they  have  not  been  produced 
to  the Govemmentsof  Europe?  The  ques- 
tion is — what  are  we  to  do  under  these  cir- 
cumstances ?  We  have  no  explanation 
as  to  how  it  came  to  pass  that  the  prelimi- 
naries of  peace  were  not  settled  long  ago? 
We  find  that  the  Eussians  are  advancing, 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason  for 
their  advancing  towards  Constantinople 
one  inch  after  these  bases  of  peace  have 
been  set  forth.  I  am  not  going,  after 
what  fell  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  other 
night,  to  areue  upon  the  question  of  the 
bi^es;  but  I  will  say  this — that  these 
bases  of  peace  do  present  matters  of  the 
gravest  possible  character,  affecting  a 
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part  of  Europe  in  whioh  the  Powero  of 
£arope  have  bo  long  had  a  deep  interest. 
We  are  asked  in  these  oirounustanoes 
whioh  British  interest  we  have  particu- 
larly to  guard?  There  is  ihis,  I  would 
answer,  among  others,  which  is  certainly 
worthy  of  consideration.  It  arises  out  of 
the  question  whioh  was  present  to  tiie 
mind  of  the  Emperor  of  Eussia  when  he 
first  entered  into  this  war.  He  dedared 
it  to  be  his  object  to  effect  a  settlement 
of  the  troubles  in  the  East  of  Europe 
which  should  be  ''complete,  effectual, 
and  surely  guaranteed,''  in  order  tiiat 
he  might  not  be  under  the  necessity  of 
going  to  war  again.  Now  that  is  a 
Brituh  interest  of  a  most  vital  kind ;  and 
is  it  not  for  us  to  see  that  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question  the  peace  which 
may  be  made  is  ''complete,  effectual, 
and  surely  guaranteed  ? ' '  And  if,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  country,  a  peace  should 
be  concluded  which  was  not  likely  to 
lead  to  these  results,  but  whioh  would 
still  leave  smouldering  embers  behind, 
which  might  at  an^  moment  be  fanned 
into  a  flame,  that  is  a  matter,  I  appre- 
hend, upon  whioh  we  should  be  heard, 
and  our  views  forcibly  expressed.  What 
may  be  the  mode,  whether  by  Confer- 
ence or  consultation,  in  which  the  ques- 
tions at  issue  are  to  be  brought  before 
the  Powers  of  Europe,  I  know  not.  The 
Emperor  of  Eussia  has  never  stated,  so 
far  as  we  know,  whether  it  is  to  be  by 
Conference  or  consultation,  or  how.  AIL 
we  need  care  about  is  that  we  shall  have 
a  hand  fide  voice  in  the  settiement  which 
may  be  effected,  and  that  we  shall  see 
not  merely  that  those  interests  mentioned 
in  Lord  Derby's  despatch  are  preserved; 
but  that  a  long,  a  Ic^ng,  and  a  certain 
peace  shall  be  concluded.  I  sincerely 
nope  that  by  any  such  settiement  tiie 
position  of  the  unfortunate  Christian 
population  may  be  ameliorated.  It 
win  take  years  and  years  to  efface  the 
effects  of  this  horrible  war — a  war  that 
has  inflicted  untold  misery  upon  the  un- 
happy country  in  which  it  has  been 
waged  during  the  last  18  months.  There 
is  another  matter  which  is  of  vital  im- 
portance. In  all  the  Treaties  which  you 
have  had  on  this  matter  for  a  long  series 
of  years,  you  have  treated  Turkey  as  a 
powerful  State  that  ought  to  be  main- 
tained. Now,  in  consequence  of  this 
war,  in  what  state  is  the  Porte  left  ? 
[^Cru$of*'  Hear,  hear !  "  Jrom  th$  Oppa- 
9iUon.']   It  is  a  very  wbj  question  to 


say  "Hear,  hear!''  but  it  is  a  very 
difficult  question  to  settie ;  because  you 
have  now,  in  all  human  probability,  a 
different  state  of  things.  It  is  very  easy 
to  pull  down,  but  it  is  not  so  easy  to  build 
up ;  but  we  say  that  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  this  part  of  Europe,  the  voice 
of  England  must  be  heard.  If  the  voice 
of  England  is  to  be  heard,  we  must  speak 
as  a  united  nation,  and  you  must  get  rid 
of  the  notion  that  is  in  your  minds  that 
there  is  a  determined  Party  in  the  Gb- 
vemment  that  want  to  go  to  war.  What 
the  Government  want  to  do  is  to  secure 
a  lasting  peace,  and  the  sole  object  of 
the  Yote  which  they  ask  you  to  pass  to- 
night is  that  we  may  appear  in  such  a 
condition  that  the  voice  of  England  may 
be  heard  for  the  purpose  of  securing  that 
end.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  has  re- 
ferred to  the  action  of  one  of  our  Col- 
leagues, who  is  no  longer  a  Member  of 
the  Government ;  but,  I  would  like  to 
remind  the  House  of  certain  words  which 
that  noble  Lord  used  in  the  solemn 
letter  which  he  addressed  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  which  was  read  in  "another 
place."  In  that  letter  the  noble  Earl 
said — 

"  Further,  a  Vote  of  Credit,  or  an  inorease 
in  the  militaiT'  or  naval  estimates,  is  a  measure 
whioh  I  oondder  useful  as  a  means  of  strong^- 
ening  our  diplomacy  at  this  moment." 

I  should  not  have  quoted  these  words  if 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentieman  had  not  insisted 
that  there  was  some  difference  on  this 
question  between  Lord  Carnarvon  and 
tiie  Government,  and  I  think  it  right 
that  the  House  should  be  reminded  ihat 
in  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
effect  of  this  Vote  would  be  to  give 
strength  to  the  hands  of  the  Ministers. 
As  I  said  before,  England  has  no  selfish 
objects  to  gain,  and  no  cause  to  fear. 
She  has  no  ambition  in  this  matter. 
Her  sole  object  is  to  secure  the  peace  of 
Europe  on  a  permanent  and  satisfactory 
basis.  But,  when  you  find  the  interests 
of  this  country  so  nearly  endangered, 
and  so  nearly  threatened,  then  we  feel 
bound  to  say  it  is  time  that  Europe  should 
acknowledge  that  England  must  have  a 
voice  in  the  final  settiement  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  cannot  believe — I  will  not  be- 
lieve it  till  I  see  it — that  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  will  ever  put  this  Besolution 
to  the  House.  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
Besolution  will  meet  with  any  better  fate 
than  the  celebrated  Ir-resolutions  of  the 
right  bon.  Geatieman  ^  Member  for 
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Greewich  of  last  Session;  but,  if  he  does 

§0  to  a  division,  I  feel  oonvinced  that 
lis  House  will,  by  an  enormous  majo- 
rity, give  the  Vote  whioh  the  Govem- 
ment  asks.  They  know  that  the  Gt)yem- 
ment  does  not  want  to  go  to  war.  It 
shall  be  known  throughout  the  country 
that  that  is  not  their  object.  In  spite 
of  eyerythins^  that  has  been  said,  the 
sole  object  of  this  Vote  is  to  secure,  and 
that  as  speedily  as  possible,  a  complete, 
satisfJEtctory,  and  lasting  peace. 

Sib  WELFEID  LAwSON  observed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
several  times  declared  in  solemn  tones 
that  the  Bussians  were  advancing,  and 
he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  felt  almost  as 
much  alarm  as  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickslure  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  told  them  that  the  Jesuits  were  in 
the  cellars  beneath.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  right  of  the  Home  Secretary  to 
i^eak  of ''  your  Bussian  Mends,''  and  he 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  wished  to  discuss 
the  question  as  an  Englishman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  also  unjust 
in  charging  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment with  vagueness  and  ambiguity,  for 
he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  never 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  less  vague  or  less 
ambiguous.  He  did  not  want  to  judge 
the  Government  harshly,  and  when  the 
Blue  Book  appeared  last  year  he  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  justification 
for  brin^g  a  railing  accusation  against 
them.  They  were  not  finding  any  great 
fault  with  any  despatch  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  they  found  fault  with  was 
the  deCT>atch  of  the  Fleet  the  other  day. 
They  thought  that  the  Government  was 
going  on  in  a  manner  entirely  satisfac- 
tory, and  the  calm  produced  by  the 
despatches  and  speeches  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  and  others  was 
only  broken  by  a  warl^e  cry  from  the 
Prime  Minister  in  the  midst  of  the  Alder- 
men of  the  City.  For  the  mock  heroics 
of  the  Postmaster  General  nobody 
cared;  but  Parliament  had  been  sum- 
moned in  a  manner  which  excited  the 
greatest  alarm.  This  was,  no  doubt, 
another  of  the  humourous  proceedings 
of  the  Prime  Minister;  but  what  was 
i^rt  to  him  was  death  to  the  Turks. 
He  charged  the  Government  with  be- 
traying the  Turks  by  luring  Ihem  on 
with  false  hopes  and  expectations.  Then 
came  the  speech  of  Lord  Oamarvon, 
which  acted  like  oil  upon  the  troubled 

Mr.  Assheton  Cro9s 


waters;  and  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
was  so  pleased  with  it,  that  he  found 
himself  stumping  the  country,  moving 
resolutions  in  favour  of  the  Gt)vemment, 
and  shouting  for  ''.Salisbury  and  com- 
mon sense,"  and  ''Northoote  and  neu- 
tralitv."    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  inspired  them  with  confidence 
when  he  told  them  so  solemnly  on  ihe 
first  day  of  the  Session  that  no  money 
should  be  spent  till  they  had  the  terms 
of  peace  before  them.    That  confidence 
was  not  justified,  and  it  was  a  most  ex- 
traordinary time  to  ask  for  a  Vote  of 
Confidence  just  when  Lord  Carnarvon, 
in  whom  they  had  confidence,  had  re- 
sided his  position  in  the  Cabinet.     He 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  would  say  dis- 
tinctly he  had  no  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vemment.    A  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Ministerial  benches  opposite,  when 
interrupted  in  his  speech,  said — ''  I  can- 
not say  two  things  at  once,''  but  that  is 
just  what  thev  had  to  comj^ain  the  Gt)- 
vemment  had  been  doing.  He  supposed 
that  the  reasons  for  this  Vote  would  be 
fully  discussed  before  it  was  agreed  to ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  hitherto  no 
satisfactory  reason  had  been  offered  in 
its  favour.     It  was  said  that  one  of  the 
pounds  for  asking  for  it  was  to  enable 
British  interests  to  be  protected.      He 
also  desired  to  see  British  interests  pro- 
tected;   but  he  could  not  understand 
how  it  could  be  contended  that  the  es- 
tablishment of  freedom  and  of  good  go- 
vernment where  they  did  not  formerly 
exist  ootdd  be  in  any  way  opposed  to 
British  interests.     There  was  a  curious 
kind  of  political  controversy  which  had 
been  raised  of  late,  and  which  consisted  in 
calling  those  who  did  not  take  the  War 
Party  side  unpatriotic,  and  one  morning 
paper — 27ie   Morning    Post — had    com- 
mitted almost  a  breach  of  privilege  in 
saying  they  believed   "  the   agents  of 
Bussia  "  intended  to  prolong  the  debate 
as  long  as  they  coiud,   in  order  that 
Bussia  might  have  time  to  effect  her 
purposes  before  this  country  could  in- 
terfere.   What  right  had  any  man  to 
accuse  those  who  were  opposed  to  this 
Yote  of  being  Bussian  agents?    That 
man  who  did  so  was  hitting  below  the 
belt  and  fighting  foul,  wheuer  he  be  a 
costermonger   or   a  noble  Duke.    He 
thought  such  a  style  of  controversy  had 
better  be  dropped  in  that  House.    He 
had  at  first  distrusted  Bussia,  and  did 
not  believe  she  had  really  any  noble  ob* 
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jeot  in  view ;  but  he  never  felt  bo  warm 
towards  Bussia  as  he  did  when  he  lis- 
tened to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's speech,  which  showed  how 
straightforwardly  Bussia  had  conducted 
the  negotiations.  He  remembered  the 
words — 

"  Our  country  claiins  onr  fealty, 
"We  grant  it  so;  but  then 
Before  man  made  us  citizenB 
Great  Nature  made  us  men." 

— and  he  should  be  ashamed  of  England 
if  she  did  not  rejoice  to  see  fr^dom 
spread.  Who  oould  objectto  the  autonomy 
or  Bulgaria  ?  Lord  berby  himself,  in  a 
speech  he  made  some  time  ago,  stated 
that  the  very  thing  which  Bussia  now 
proposed  was  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  Hberfy  and  peace.  He  believed  iliat 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  would  be  just  as  pleased  as  those 
of  the  Liberal  side  to  see  good  and  just 
government  extended  to  aU  parts  of  the 
world.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
speech  on  Monday  said — **  It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether  we  are  or  are  not  to  go 
into  that  Conference  armed  with  the 
strength  of  a  united  nation."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  followed 
him  (Mr.  Bright)  said — "That  means 
you  are  to  go  into  the  Conference  with 
shotted  guns  and  revolvers."  There, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
mistaken ;  and  it  was  clear  he  had  not 
looked  into  the  Estimate,  or  he  would 
have  seen  that  the  money  was  to  be  ex- 
pended upon  surgical  instnmients.  Fancy 
going  into  the  Conference  armed  with 
surgical  instruments.  Thev  might  dis- 
guise it  as  best  they  could ;  but  there 
was  no  disguising  the  fact  that  the  Mo- 
tion, if  it  meant  anything,  was  a  War 
Vote.  The  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  of  such  a  tone  that 
he  wondered  he  did  not  conclude  it  by 
saying — 

"  We  don't  want  to  fight,  but  by  jingo  if  we  do. 
We've  got  the  ships,  we've  got  the  men,  and 
we've  got  the  money  too." 

They  could,  indeed,  raise  in  the  City 
any  quantity  of  money  they  wanted  for 
any  object,  however  foolish.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  thought  he  could  ^o 
into  the  Conference  wim  greater  weight 
if  he  went  with  the  money  in  his  pocket. 
Such  an  idea  was  vulgar.  If  a  man 
shook  a  naked  sword  in  his  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson's)  face,  he  would  call  him  a 
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barbarian ;  if  he  shook  his  fist  in  his 
fSEU)e,  he  would  call  him  a  bully ;  but  if 
he  shook  his  purse  in  his  face,  he  would 
call  him  a  snob ;  and  they  would  be 
called  the  snobs  of  Europe  if  they  did  as 
the  Government  asked  them.  If  they 
put  £6,000,000  on  the  Estimates  because 
there  was  a  crisis  in  the  war  between 
Bussia  and  Turkey,  it  meant  war  and 
nothing  else,  and  it  was  insulting  their 
common  sense  to  say  that  it  meant  any- 
thing else.  Those  who  wished  for  the 
money  were  in  a  majority,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  had  some  valuable  allies  on 
this  occasion — a  contingent  had  been 
sent  from  the  sister  country.  That  was 
veiT  disinterested  on  their  part,  for  they 
had  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  sav  how  un- 
justly Ireland  was  taxed,  and  yet  they 
were  going  to  vote  their  share  of  the 
£6,000,000.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Bi^ar),  whom  he  saw 
sitting  on  the  Government  benches, 
made  a  speech  in  which  he  said  England 
would  soon  have  to  fight  someone  in 
order  to  show  that  she  could  fight ;  and 
that  was  certainly  a  better  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Yote  than  any  they  had 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Home  Secretary.  He  hoped  the  money 
would  not  be  voted  without  a  Dissolution 
and  an  appeal  to  the  country.  He  did 
not  like  a  Dissolution  any  more  than 
others,  and  with  reference  to  a  special 
subject  in  which  he  was  interested,  the 
longer  a  Dissolution  was  put  off  the 
better,  for  every  year  he  grew  stronger. 
Neither  was  he  anxious  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should  go  out 
of  Office  yet;  he  wanted  them  to  go 
through  the  fiery  furnace  a  little  longer, 
and  come  out  better  and  purer  than  mey 
were ;  but  he  did  say  that  in  this  matter 
they  ought  to  go  by  the  opinion  of  the 
country,  and  he  denied  that  it  was  in 
favour  of  such  a  step.  If  he  looked  at 
the  Perth  election  he  foimd  that  the  man 
against  this  Vote  got  2,200  votes,  whilst 
the  one  in  favour  of  it  got  but  855  votes. 
The  Standard  said  the  result  was  cer- 
tainly not  anticipated.  He  presumed  it 
was  one  of  the  "  unexpected  occur- 
rences" of  which  they  had  heard  so 
much.  Then  at  Leith,  the  candidate 
who  was  against  the  money  being  voted 
was  returned  by  three  to  one,  whilst  the 
poor  man  in  favour  of  it  only  got  888 
votes ;  and  he  would  not  have  got  so 
many   if  he   had    not    stated    in  the 
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middle  of  the  day  that  he  would 
not  vote  for  it.  He  next  tamed  to 
Ghreenooky  and  there  he  found  a  most 
excellent  and  respectable  Tory  beaten  by 
three  to  one,  and  saying  afterwards  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Ooyemmenty  and  the 
news  which  had'  oome  out  during  the 
election,  had  greatly  damaged  his 
chances.  Then  me  public  meetings  had 
pronounced  against  this  Vote  all  over 
the  country  except  Sheffield.  But  who 
represented  that  town?  An  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  passed  his 
life  in  fighting  everybody  and  every- 
thing ;  and  it  was  not  surprising^  there- 
fore, that  the  fighting  spirit  existed  at 
Sheffield.  There  was  a  meeting  yester- 
day in  London,  at  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Mr.  Morley)  was  present. 
Buffians  invaded  the  place,  broke  the 
windows,  and  smashed  the  furniture, 
and  what  had  become  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  he  did  not  know.  [An 
hon.  Membeb  :  He  is  here !]  He  con- 
gratulated the  House  on  the  escape 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol;  but 
that  meeting  had  given  the  strongest 
evidence  that  the  country  was  agamst 
this  Vote,  for  it  dared  not  trust  to  the 
force  of  reason,  and  statements  of  facts 
were  met  by  broken  chairs.  Whether 
it  was  done  by  Conservative  working 
men  or  members  of  Constitutional  asso- 
ciations he  did  not  know ;  but  rumour 
said  that  both  were  concerned.  No  doubt 
the  House  had  ability  enough  to  discuss 
this  question ;  but  stiU  it  existed  as  re- 
presenting the  opinions  of  the  country ; 
and  what  opinion  was  there  in  1874  on 
the  Eastern  Question.  There  was  more 
talk  then  of  opening  the  public-houses 
than  of  opening  the  Black  Sea ;  and  no- 
body then  spoke  of  the  Straits  of  the 
Dardanelles,  though  there  was  some 
talk  of  the  Straits  of  Malacca.  Before 
this  money  was  taken  an  appeal,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  made  to  tne  country, 
and  he  challenged  the  Oovemment  to 
take  that  Constitutional  course.  If  they 
would  not  accept  that  challenge,  there 
were  men  enough  below  the  Gangway 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  resist  to  the  utmost  a  policy 
which  he  believed  was  the  most  sense- 
less and  the  most  mischievous  he  had 
ever  known. 

Me.  HAEDCASTLE  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
managed  to  extract  amusement  ev^i 
from  this   subject;  but  the  position  of 
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the  country  was,  in  his  (Mr.  Hardoastle's} 
opinion,  too  grave  for  levity.  It  was 
recorded  that  when  the  shadow  went 
back  on  the  sundial  of  Ahaz,  the  King 
of  Babylon  sent  to  inquire  of  the  wonder 
done  in  the  land,  and  there  was  not  less 
curiosity  now  for  an  explanation  of  the 
startling  retrocession  exhibited  by  a 
section  of  the  Liberal  Pariy.  If  there 
was  one  word  which  expressed  the  com- 
plete negation  of  every  principle  pro- 
fessed by  that  Party,  that  word  was 
*'  Eussia."  What  were  the  Liberal 
watchwords?  Personal  liberty,  religious 
equality,  representative  government ; 
but  in  Bussia,  for  personal  liberty,  were 
Siberian  deportations ;  for  religious 
equality.  Dissent  was  penal ;  for  repre- 
sentative government,  military  despotism. 
Whence,  then,  their  sympathy  with 
Eussia — ^was  it  because  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  sacrificed  another  cherished  prin- 
ciple—the rightof privatejudgment---and 
were  blindly  following  a  Leader,  who 
had  played  so  conspicuous  a  part  in  fa- 
vour of  Eussia  for  the  last  18  months? 
They  had  all  read  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  at  Oxford  yesterday,  which 
showed  that  he  had  brought  this  great 
question  to  a  mere  personal  issue.  This 
is  what  he  said — 

"  It  is  all  veiy  well  for  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  has  got  a  Cabinet  and  DepartmentB,  and 
Secretaries  and  Ambassadors,  and  a  majority  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  a  majority  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  These  are  the  means 
through  which  his  will  can  take  efifect,  but  I 
have  none  of  these  things." 

Just  as  if  the  whole  matter  was  a  per- 
sonal contest  between  these  two  eminent 
men.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  l^en 
went  on — 

y  My  purpose,  I  will  tell  you  fairly,  has  been, 
with  exlremely  inadequate  means,  and  in  a  very 
mean  and  poor  degree,  but  still  to  the  best  of 
my  power  for  the  last  18  months,  day  and  night, 
week  by  week,  month  by  month,  to  counter- 
work as  well  as  I  could  whJat  I  believe  to  be  Uie 
purpose  of  Lord  Beaconsfield." 

He  trusted  that  in  this  contest  of  giants 
the  weal  of  the  country  would  not  be 
lost  sight  of;  and  he  was  sorry  Uiat  so 
many  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  still  backed  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. H^  had  observed  during  the 
last  15  years  a  singular  concurrence  be- 
tween the  personal  afiBronts  and  the 
public  policy  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman, 
once  the  darling  of  the  clergy,  ^*  Ox- 
ford's noblest  son,"    In  1868  he  lost  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


778        Th4  Supplmmtary       {Jahttaby  81, 1878) 


StUmaU. 


774 


oonfidenoe  of  Ohurohmen  and  his  seat  for 
the  XTniveniiy,  What  followed?  Leay- 
ing  Ozfc^y  as  he  said,  unmuzzled;  soon 
his  teeth  were  at  the  throat  of  the  Irish 
Ghuroh.  Transferring  his  favour  from 
the  Anglican  to  the  Koman  Ohurch,  he 
next  simered  afi&ont  at  the  hands  of  his 
new  Mends.  In  1878,  Cardinal  Manning 
tripped  him  up  on  the  Irish  XTniyersitj 
£iU;  and,  in  the  pamphlets  on  ''  Vatican 
Decrees/'  followed  the  bitterest  attack 
ever  made  on  the  Papacy.  But,  again, 
his  Party  had  become  insubordinate,  and 
they,  too,  must  feel  the  weight  of  his 
arm.  An  elaborate  manifesto,  secretly 
prepared  without  the  knowledge  of  a 
single  Member  of  his  Cabinet,  fell  like 
a  bombshell  upon  hisrebellious  followers, 
and  the  Dissolution  of  1874  shattered 
the  liberal  ranks."  *^  Nemo  me  impune 
lacesait "  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
motto ;  but  once  more  the  country,  ap- 
pealed to,  rejected  him  with  scorn,  and 
British  interests  are  denounced  as  selfish, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cast  all 
his  influence  into  the  scale  of  that  great 
Power  which  was  the  most  formidable 
rival  of  his  country,  and  a  standing  me- 
nace to  the  liberties  of  Europe.  The 
Government  had  been  denounced  for 
asHnff  for  the  Vote ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hard- 
castle)  thought  the  circumstances  of  the 
times  were  such  as  to  call  for  a  patriotic 
response  to  the  request  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  sum  of  money  sufficient  to 
put  ihe  moderate  armaments  of  the 
country  in  a  state  of  preparation  for  any 
emei^ency  that  might  arise.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  con- 
demned the  Gt)vemment  for  going  to 
a  peaceful  Conference  with  shotted 
cannons  and  loaded  revolvers.  But  that 
right  hon.  Gentieman  forgot  that  all  the 
other  great  Powers  who  would  be  at  the 
Conference  were  armed  far  more  than 
ourselves,  and  that  if  our  word  there 
was  to  be  of  any  weight  we  must  have 
the  power  to  back  it  up.  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  have  them  go 
into  tiie  Conference  merely  with  broad- 
brimmed  hats  and  umbrellas  ?  He  con- 
sidered that  tilie  Gt)vemment,  in  entering 
the  Confer^ice  so  prepared  that  they 
could  speak  with  power  and  effect,  were 
pursuing  a  wise  and  patriotic  course. 
The  contest  lay  between  freedom  on  the 
one  hand,  and  ^lormous  military  power 
on  the  other ;  he  believed  that  the  heart 
of  tiie  oountry  was  with  the  Government 


in  the  course  they  had  taken,  and  he, 
for  one,  would  support  them. 

Mb.  TjATNG  said,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Home 
Secretary  reminded  him  of  the  say- 
ing— ''No  case,  abuse  the  plaintifrs 
attorney."  He  had  listened  with  ex- 
treme pain  to  the  greater  part  of  that 
i^eech,  and  to  the  almost  passionate 
appeals  which  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
had  made  to  excite  heated  feeling  on  the 
grave  subject  before  the  House.  Still 
more  was  he  pained  by  the  tone  taken 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  with  regard 
to  a  friendly  Power  with  whom  we  were 
still  on  relations  of  neutrality.  Eussia 
was  a  great  historic  Empire  like  jour 
own — a  country  which  had  stood 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  us  in  the 
greatest  war  of  modem  times,  and  with 
whom  our  greatest  statesmen,  from 
Chatham  downwards,  had  cultivated 
amicable  relations.  If  they  were  to 
have  a  difference  with  Bussia,  it  would 
be  unworthy  a  great  country  like  Eng-  ' 
land  not  to  conduct  the  controversy  in  a 
noble  and  chivalrous,  he  would  not  say 
a  gentieman-like  spirit,  instead  of  in  a 
nagging  and  suspicious  ^irit  which 
would  disgrace  a  metropolitan  vestry. 
It  was  quite  evident  there  had  been  a 
change  of  front  in  the  attitude  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  towards  Bussia. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  was 
defined  in  Lord  Derby's  despatch  of  the 
6th  of  May.  It  was  a  pohcy  of  strict 
neutrality  subject  only  to  two  or  three 
specified  conditions.  Had  any  one  of 
those  conditions,  with  which  they  were 
all  familiar,  been  violated  ?  It  was  un- 
necessary for  him,  afterthe  withering  sar- 
casm of  tiie  noble  Lords  (Lords  Salisbury 
and  Derby),  to  refer  to  the  scare  as  to  a 
possible  Bussian  invasion  of  India. 
Then  as  to  Egypt,  could  anyone  seriously 
say  that  our  position  in  reference  to  the 
Suez  Canal  was  in  any  way  endangered  ? 
How  far  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  Jbad 
observed  *a  policy  of  impartial  neutrality 
as  regarded  Egypt  he  would  not  inquire. 
Bussia  had  undertaken  not  to  carry  on 
warlike  operations  in  Europe,  but  had 
our  Government  given  the  Khedive  any 
advice  not  to  squander  the  money  he 
had  borrowed  in  England  in  taking 
part  in  a  war  in  which  he  had  no  con- 
cern ?  With  respect  to  Constantinople, 
they  had  that  distinct  assurance  of  the 
Czar  that  the  permanent  occupation  of 
that  city  was  not  contemplated  by  him. 
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Then  with  respect  to  the  (^uestioii  of  the 
Dardanelles,  they  had  distmot  pledges 
that  that  would  not  be  settled  dj  any 
exclusive  arrangement  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey.  He  therefore  maintained 
that  all  the  points  covered  by  the  de- 
spatch of  the  6th  of  May  were  out  of 
danger.  They  were  not  touched.  He 
now  came  totne  Vote,  and  he  wanted  to 
know  what  were  the  points  which  had 
arisen  since  to  alter  the  situation.  He 
found  the  reason  was  that  new  and 
totally  different;  terms  had  been  imported 
into  what  was  called  "  the  charter  "  of 
the  6th  of  May.  In  the  first  place,  they 
had  this  new  term — that  even  the  ap- 
proach of  the  Bussians  in  the  course  of 
military  operations  to  Oallipoli  and  Con- 
stantinople was  a  thing  so  wrong  in  itself, 
or  so  injurious  to  English  interests,  that 
it  should  be  prevented.  They  had  not 
listened  to  appeals  in  the  case  of  Paris, 
and  why  should  they  listen  to  appeals  in 
the  case  of  the  Turkish  capital  r  Was 
Constantinople  so  sacred  that  they  were 
going  to  quarrel  with  one  of  the  greatest 
Powers  of  Europe,  and  sacrifice  many 
thousands  of  British  lives,  in  order  to 
save  it  from  the  Eussians — not  from  their 
permanent  occupation  of  it,  but  from 
their  coming  in  sight  of  it,  or  occupying 
it  as  a  mere  military  operation  ?  Tetupon 
this  point  they  had  taken  what  had  been 
well  called  the  reckless  step  which  had 
driven  their  own  Foreign  Minister  from 
the  Cabinet — ^the  order  given  to  the  Fleet 
on  Wednesday  last.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  talked 
of  that  as  if  it  was  the  most  commonplace, 
ordinary  thing  in  the  -world.  He  told 
them  that  they  went  there  without  any  of- 
fence to  Bussia,  or  anyone  else.  Could  they 
make  the  House  beheve  that  Lord  Derby 
resigned  his  seat  in  the  Cabinet  if  the 
measure  was  one  of  that  small  and  com- 
monplace character?  They  knew  that 
it  was  a  breach  of  neutralily,  as  Prince 
Gortchakoff  put  it  in  his  despatch. 
Looking  at  the  Papers  he  foilnd  strong 
grounds  for  hesitating  to  erant  ihis  Vote. 
They  heard  a.  great  dead  about  British 
interests,  but  to  talk  vaguely  of  "  British 
interests,"  as  Lord  Beaconi^eld  did,  was 
to  treat  men  as  children.  What  were 
British  interests?  Show  him  an  un- 
doubted interest  that  was  assailed  and 
he  would  not  hesitate  a  moment.  Tell 
him  that  an  enemy  was  marching  on 
Herat,  for  instance,  and  he  should  be  as 
ready  to  vote  their  last  shilling  as  any 

Mr.  Laing 


bellicose  (Gentleman  on  the  other  side. 
But  he  was  not  going  to  vote  any  money 
unless  he  knew  the  reason  why.  He 
had  disposed  of  India  and  Egypt.  He 
did  not  suppose  anyone  would  say 
they  were  in  danger.  The  only  reason- 
able thing  remaining  was  that  Bussia 
might  get  possession  of  Constanti- 
nople and  the  command  of  the  Dar- 
danelles. This  was  a  considerable  in- 
terest for  us ;  it  was  a  vital  one  for 
Austria,  and  for  Germany  it  was  im- 
portant. But  if  Austria  or  Germany 
were  not  alarmed,  and  if  they  were  satis- 
fied with  the  assurances  which  the  Em- 
peror had  given  against  the  permanent 
occupation  of  Constantinople  and  with 
regard  to  the  Dardanelles,  it  was  Strang 
England  was  not  satisfied.  No  doubt 
Turkey  had  answered  the  object  they 
had  in  view  in  leavine  Constantinople 
in  the  hands  of  a  oonsiaerable,  indepen- 
dent Power ;  but  the  continuance  of  that 
state  of  things  had  become  impossible. 
The  decay  of  Turkey  rendered  her 
powerless  to  suppress  chronic  revolt ;  her 
institutions  ana  religion  rendered  reform 
impossible ;  and  the  English  conscience 
was  awakened  to  the  sin  and  disgrace  of 
supporting  her.  Stronger  than  any  con- 
sideration of  policy  or  interest  was  the 
deep  conviction  of  what  was  right.  That 
mainly  compelled  us  to  abolish  the  slave 
trade,  and  in  this  case  deterred  us  from 
upholdine  the  degrading  barbarism  of  a 
Power  which  had  devested  Provinces 
that  flourished  under  Boman  and  Byzan- 
tine rule  as  much  as  if  they  had  expe- 
rienced a  great  geological  change.  They 
had  been  withered  by  the  burning  blast 
or  the  icy  breath  of  Turkish  misrule 
until  their  condition  justified  the  boast 
that  the  grass  ceased  to  grow  where  the 
Turkish  horse  trod.  Yet  for  the  Power 
and  the  rule  which  had  produced  these 
results  it  was  proposed  to  obtain  "  the 
most  favourable  terms,"  which  meant 
the  least  favourable  for  the  oppressed 
subjects.  As  a  strong  and  independent 
GK)vemment  it  had  collapsed  beyond  re- 
vival by  the  blind  rejection  of  our  advice ; 
and  could  it  be  our  interest  to  bolster  up 
the  remains  of  this  wretched  and  decrepit 
Empire  instead  of  basing  our  British 
interests  on  something  more  permanent 
and  enduring?  Why,  when  the  Treaty 
of  Adrianople  was  signed  in  1828,  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  said  it  was  a  pity 
the  Bussians  had  not  gone  a  little  nir- 
ther,   upset   the   Tur&sh  Gt>vemment 
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altogether,  and  establislied  a  Byzantine 
Kingdom  under  the  guarantee  of  the 
Great  Powers,  so  as  to  olose  the  Eastern 
Question — a  solution  which  he  believed 
to  be  desirable  now.  Eussia  could  be 
kept  from  Constantinople  only  by  either 
a  strong,  independent  Power,  or  by  a 
State  placed,  hke  Belgium,  under  the 
guarantee  of  the  Powers.  If  this  Vote 
were  granted,  and  if  the  Question  were 
now  settled  in  the  spirit  of  the  Home 
Secretary's  speech,  we  should  leave  it  in 
the  best  position  for  the  supposed  design 
of  Bussia.  We  should  disappoint  the 
reasonable  hopes  of  the  Christians,  and 
make  them  regard  England  as  their 
enemy  and  look  to  Eussia  as  their  patron 
and  possible  deliverer  in  a  future  war. 
The  better  course  would  be  to  render  the 
States  independent  and  strong,  giving 
them  separate  nationalities,  complete 
frontiers,  and  Christian  rulers,  for  then 
they  would  have  the  greatest  possible 
security  against  Eussia.  Qreece,  being 
independent,  had  not  been  vehemently 
Eussian,  while  Servia  and  Eoimiania 
had  looked  to  Eussia  for  complete 
emancipation.  Eussian  Armies  could 
march  through  vassal  States,  but  not 
through  those  that  were  independent. 
From  any  point  of  view,  it  was  our 
interest  to  create  States  as  autonomous 
and  extensive  as  possible.  If  the  King- 
dom of  Greece  were  extended  and  made 
a  sort  of  Southern  Belgium,  and  obliged, 
imder  a  guarantee  of  the  Great  Powers, 
to  keep  open  the  passage  of  the  Dar- 
danelles to  ships  of  commerce  or  of  war, 
that  would  be  a  solution  of  the  difficulty 
of  all  others  the  most  beneficial  for 
English  interests.  It  was  for  a  totally 
difEerent  object  that  this  Yote  was  re- 
quired. At  the  best,  it  was  wanted  to 
obtain  favourable  terms  for  Turkey ;  at 
the  worst,  to  drift  us  into  war  with 
Eussia.  It  was  impossible  to  believe  in 
the  unanimity  of  a  Cabinet  two  Members 
of  which  had  tendered  their  resi^ations; 
and  it  was  impossible  to  forget  that  there 
remained  in  the  Cabinet  the  Minister 
who,  immediately  after  receiving  the 
pacific  assurances  of  the  Emperor  of 
Eussia,  made  the  Guildhall  speech, 
which,  in  plain  English,  threatened 
Eussia  if  she  meddled  with  Turkey. 
When  Lord  Beaconsfield  uttered  his 
famous  speech  at  Guildhall,  it  was  im- 
possible to  suppose  that  he  was  un- 
favourable to  a  repetition  of  the  Crimean 
War.     The  Prime  Minister  had  once 


educated  his  Party  into  household  suf- 
frage, and  he  might  again  educate  them 
into  a  repetition  of  the  Crimean  War. 
Lord  Ccumarvon  had  told  the  countiy 
that  he  had  been  severely  taken  to  task 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  the  Cabinet  for 
the  expressions  he  had  used,  and  why  ? 
Because  he  was  too  pacific.  How  could 
the  noble  Lord  expect  us  to  feel  confi- 
dence in  the  Cabinet  when  such  things 
as  this  were  going  on,  or  when  they  were 
told  there  was  unanimity  in  the  Cabinet 
at  the  time  when  two  of  its  Members  had 
tendered  their  resignations?  He  ac- 
quitted the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  any  in- 
tentional deceit  in  the  statement  he  had 
made — the  right  hon  Gentleman  was  a 
man  of  transparent  honesty;  but  he 
believed  he  had  been  mesmerised  by 
some  influence  in  the  Cabinet,  and  when 
he  reflected  on  the  past  he  would  se- 
riously regret  it.  The  House  were  asked 
to  give  this  Vote  to  show  their  patriotic 
feeling,  and  in  order  that  Ministers  might 
go  on  with  their  negotiations  with  the 
whole  country  united  at  their  back.  But, 
looking  to  the  fact  of  their  sending  the 
Fleet  to  Constantinople  and  their  driving 
Lord  Carnarvon  from  the  Cabinet,  he 
distinctly  declared  that  the  Government 
had  not  the  confidence  of  the  House  or 
the  coxmtry.  If  they  doubted  the  fact, 
let  them  appeal  to  the  country,  and  they 
would  su&er  a  most  disastrous  defeat. 
The  many  meetings  which  had  recently 
been  held  proved  this  to  demonstration. 
There  would  be  an  immense  and  over- 
whelming majority  against  their  policy, 
which,  he  thought,  would  prove  as  dis- 
creditable to  British  honour  as  it  was 
disastrous  for  British  interests. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  for  Orkney 
(Mr.  Laing),  in  spite  of  the  distinct  and 
cleeir  statement  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
had  insinuated  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was  a  war  policy.  This 
Vote  was  asked,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
war,  but  to  place  our  armaments  in  a 
proper  condition  in  ease  others  should 
declare  war  against  us,  or  make  war 
on  our  interests.  Looking  to  what  had 
occurred  recently,  he  thought  if  there 
was  anything  to  blame  in  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  it  was  the  recall  of  the 
Fleet.  The  Fleet  had  been  sent  to  Con- 
stantinople, not  to  take  part  in  the  war, 
but  to  ensure  the  safety  and  honour  of 
the  niunerous  British  subjects  in  Con- 
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stantmople  and  its  nei^hbourliood  who 
trusted  to  the  protection  of  England. 
He  had  been  informed  that  there  were 
over  30,000  British  subjects  in  Constan- 
tinople and  its  neighbourhood,  whose 
lives  and  honour  would  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Eussian  Army  and  the  Turkish 
insurrectionists  if  the  Bussians  took  pos- 
session of  that  capital.  He  did  not  blame 
the  Grand  Duke  Nicholas  for  trying  to 
crown  a  great  campaign  by  entering  the 
enemy's  capital ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  the  Government  should  not  take 
steps  for  the  safety  of  British  subjects. 
He  could  not  believe,  if  the  Eussian 
Army  did  take  possession  of  Constanti- 
nople, that  they  would  fail  to  make  such 
changes  as  would  be  extremely  unsatis- 
factory to  every  other  European  Power. 
He  suspected  that  in  the  Mosque  of  St. 
Sofia  a  Te  Deum  would  be  sung  for  the 
Hussian  victories,  and  once  the  Eussian 
flag  was  hoisted  there  it  would  cost  this 
country  more  than  these  £6,000,000, 
and  a  vast  quantity  of  blood,  as  well  as 
treasure,  to  guard  the  entrance  to  the 
Black  Sea  and  to  protect  the  rights  of 
England  in  the  East.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  challenged  to  say 
what  he  would  do  with  the  £6,000,000. 
No  doubt  the  House  was  dissatisfied  at 
voting  this  money  blindly.  But  would 
it  be  wise  to  declare  to  the  enemy,  if 
we  had  an  enemy,  what  our  weakness 
was  ?  The  object  of  warlike  preparations 
was  to  defeat  an  enemy,  and  when 
Europe  was  armed  to  the  teeth  it  was 
necessary  for  us  to  protect  ourselves 
against  all  comers.  At  present  tJiere 
was  scarcely  a  gun  on  our  fortifications, 
though,  thanks  to  the  exertions  of  last 
year,  both  guns  and  carriages  were 
ready.  That  was  one  thing  to  which 
the  money  might  be  applied.  But  there 
was  another,  although  it  might  not  be 
popular  with  the  House.  They  did  not 
yet  know  all  the  terms  of  peace.  The 
Turkish  Eleet  was  a  large  one,  and  let 
them  suppose  that  one  of  the  terms  was 
that  that  fleet  should  be  handed  over 
to  Eussia  in  part  payment  of  the  war 
indemnity.  There  would  then  be  17  of 
the  finest  ships  afioat  handed  over  in 
the  Black  Sea  to  a  Power  sufficiently 
great  abeady.  Would  that  be  satisfac- 
tory f  "Woidd  it  not  be  a  proper  appli- 
cation of  the  money  to  pay  it  over  to 
Turkey  on  condition  that  the  Turkish 
Fleet  should  be  transferred  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government?     He  hoped   the 

Sir  John  May 


Government  would  consider  that  sugges- 
tion. He  was  surprised  at  the  course 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Omposition ;  for 
what  occurred  in  1870?  JLa  that  year 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  fiien 
in  office  to  come  to  this  House  and  ask 
for  £2,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fence. There  was  no  idea  of  going  to 
war,  and  no  one  challenged  them  with 
that  intention.  Everyone  supported  them 
except  the  **  wise  men  "  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Lawson).  What  was  the  course 
taken  by  the  present  Prime  liiinister? 
Did  he,  through  jealousy  of  his  great 
antagonist,  when  the  interests  of  the 
country  were  at  stake,  think  it  proper  to 
offer  a  vexatious  opposition  ?  He  would 
give  the  words  used  by  Mr.  Disraeli 
on  that  occasion,  and  he  could  wish  that 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  were  present  to  hear  them, 
ana  that  by-and-oy  he  would  use  lan- 
guage as  patriotic  and  distinct.  On  the 
1st  of  August,  1870,  Mr.  Disraeli  said — 

''  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that, 
excellent  as  is  the  policy  of  neutrality,  the  policy 
of  neutrality  which  cannot  on  Uie  right  occasion 
speak  with  authority  to  the  belligerents  is  really 
a  policy  not  entitled  to  respect.  The  first  ob- 
ject of  a  policy  of  neutrality  is,  no  doubt,  to 
protect  our  feUow-subjects  from  the  calamity  of 
war.  The  second  object  of  a  ^lioy  of  neutrality 
is  to  be  able  on  the  right  occasion— on  an  occasion 
such  as  may  be  produced  by  the  equal  fortunes 
in  the  field  of  the  belligerents,  or  by  the  over- 
whelming success  of  one  of  them,  or  by  any  one 
of  a  thousand  accidents — ^to  be  able  to  counsel 
the  belligerents  and  bring  about  the  restoration 
of  peace ;  because  while  you  impress  on  the  par- 
ties the  importance  of  such  a  result,  you  show 
them  at  the  same  time  that  you  have  the  power 
to  enforce,  if  necessary,  me  adoption  of  the 
course  yon  recommend.  ....  Let  Uie  Qorem- 
ment  of  this  country  feel  -that  the  House  of 
Oommons,  without  respect  to  person  or  Party, 
is  prepared  to  give  them  a  hearty  support." — 
[3  Eantard,  c<aii.  1292-1293.] 

Those  were  the  words  of  a  statesman 
and  a  patriot,  and  an  example  which  the 
Opposition  would  do  well  to  follow. 

Mk.  EENEST  NOEL  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the  Member 
for  Stamford  (Sir  John  Hay)  had  told 
them  the  Goyemment  asked  for  this 
Yote  because  it  might  be  necessary  to 
buy  the  Turkish  Fleet.  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  before  the 
close  of  the  debate,  would  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Qovemment  had  any 
such  intention,  for  he  did  not  think  it 
likely  they  would  entertain  such  a  pro- 
posal wiUiout  consulting  the  House  upon 
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the  subject.  The  Home  Secretary  had 
'  told  them  there  was  no  such  thing  as  a 
war  Party  in  the  Cabinet,  and  that  it  was 
a  "lying  spirit"  in  the  country  which 
told  them  mat  there  was ;  and  yet  the 
greater  part  of  his  speech  was  devoted 
to  telling  them  how  they  ou^t  to  meet 
the  insidious  advances  of  Kussia.  A 
speech  more  in  favour  of  war  than  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
be  imagined.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  a  speech  he  made  the  other 
night,  said  he  wished  the  Government  to 
enter  the  Council  Chamber  of  Europe 
backed  by  a  united  people.  He  believed 
there  was  not  one  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
House  who  did  not  agree  with  that  senti- 
ment. For  his  own  part,  he  wished  to 
disclaim  any  desire  to  embarrass  the  Gh>- 
vemment,  or  in  any  way  to  prevent  it 
entering  on  the  Conference  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  united  and  a  free  people. 
In  the  presence  of  foreign  complica- 
tions, when  the  nation  had  to  meet  the 
other  nations  of  Europe,  there  could  be 
no  graver  fault  than  for  a  Member  ani- 
mated by  any  Party  feeling  to  oppose 
the  Government.  The  honour  of  Eng- 
land was  as  dear  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  those  (the  Opposition)  benches 
as  to  anyone  sitting  on  those  opposite ; 
and  he  trusted  there  was  no  one  in  that 
House  so  imworthy  of  the  traditions  of 
Great  Britain  as  to  be  unwilling  to^spend 
any  money  and  any  blood  in  defending 
her  interests ;  but  he  did  regret  the  ap- 
parent determination  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  refrain  from  smnouncing 
any  definite  policy,  and  therefore  to 
enter  the  Conference  unsupported  by 
a  united  people.  He  gathered  from 
the  Home  Secretary  that  they  had  no 
intention  and  no  desire  to  unite  this 
House ;  but  that  they  intended  to  rely 
on  their  majority  in  the  House,  a  majo- 
rity he  would  at  once  grant  to  be  a  large 
one.  While  the  Gt)vemment  felt  secure 
in  the  possession  of  a  majority,  which, 
however,  had  been  obtained  under  far 
different  circumstances,  they  were  in- 
different to  all  the  imputations  of  want 
of  patriotism  which  were  heaped  on  the 
Opposition  for  its  appeals  to  Govern- 
ment to  save  the  country  from  a  disgrace- 
ful as  it  would  be  a  disastrous  war.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  tell 
them  a  word  of  what  his  policy  was,  and 
when  th^  applied  for  information  con- 
cerning it  ana  the  bases  of  peace,  they 
were  answered  with  hints  so  ambiguous 


that  they  might  mean  anything  or 
nothing.  But  he  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  it  would  be  a  mistake  if 
we  allowed  Turkey  to  be  dismembered. 
[The  Chancellob  of  the  Exchequer  :  I 
never  said  so.]  He  was  delighted  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repudiate 
such  an  idea ;  but  what  the  House  and 
the  country  wanted  to  know  was,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  did  or 
did  not  consider  the  dismemberment  of 
the  Turkish  Empire,  such  as  the  first 
article  of  the  proposed  terms  would 
effect,  as  a  measure  this  nation  was  en- 
titled to  resist  by  force  of  arms  ?  The 
Home  Secretary  had  omitted  to  state  in 
the  slightest  degree  what  the  Govern- 
ment considered  it  was  entitled  to  de- 
mand when  it  should  go  into  the  anti- 
cipated Conference.  •  All  they  had  heard 
from  him  was  simply  this,  that  Bussia 
was  steadily  advancing  on  Constanti- 
nople. The  Porte  had  had  20  yeara 
breathing  time,  but  had  done  absolutely 
nothing  in  the  way  of  reform ;  for  liberty 
of  any  kind  was  unknown  to  its  subject 
Christian  populations.  The  House  was 
asked  for  money  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose, for  anything  they  knew,  of  rivet- 
ting  again  the  cruel  fetters  with  which 
for  centuries  the  Turk  had  bound  the 
Christian  peoples  of  Eastern  Europe; 
so  that  once  more  the  Turkish  flag  would 
float  over  the  city  of  cities  on  the  Bos- 
phorus  and  over  the  towns  and  cities 
they  had  so  long  made  desolate.  He 
would  never  give  a  vote  to  embarrass  the 
Government;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
place  before  the  House  some  more  clear 
and  satisfactory  reasons  for  this  Motion. 
Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE:  Long 
as  I  have  been  a  Member,  this  is  the 
first  time  in  which  1  have  taken  pact  in 
a  foreign  debate.  The  question  which 
I  now  ask  myself  is  the  one  which  has 
been  so  fairly  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster) — '*Has  the  conduct  of  the 
Gk)vemment  in  the  immediate  past  been 
such  as  to  justify  me  in  giving  my  con- 
fidence to  it  in  the  immediate  future  ?  " 
My  position,  abstractedly  speaking,  as  to 
this  question  is  that  of  one  who  considers 
that  the  interests  of  humanity,  of  re- 
ligion, of  Christianity,  ought  to  stand 
before  all  Party  considerations  whatso* 
ever;  who  regards  honour  as  paramount, 
and  who  believes  that  the  secret  of 
ikigland  continuinggreat  and  prosperous 
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among  the  nations  lies  in  her  holding 
to  the  principle  of  sound  diplomacy — 
namely,  courteous  and  pacific  distrust 
all  round — of  France,  of  Axistria,  of  Rus- 
sia, or,  it  may  be,  of  America ;  coupled 
with  prudent  readiness  to  co-operate 
with  whatever  other  State  owns  a  similar 
distrust  —  the  motive  power  being  all 
along  zeal  for  the  national  welfare.  I 
claim  now  to  address  you  as  one  who 
never  felt  any  love  for  Turkey,  and  never 
was  moved  by  special  dread  or  special 
admiration  of  Eussia ;  but  one  who  has 
above  all  things  felt  that  a  Christian 
nation  ought  not  to  compass  the  pursuit 
of  its  own  interests  under  the  cloak  of 
simulated  zeal  for  the  welfare  of 
Christendom.  With  these  convictions, 
I  now  ask  myself,  before  I  dare  to  vote, 
whether  the  Govenunent  has  approved 
itself  a  traitor  to  the  cause  of  peace 
and  a  recreant  to  Christianity  ?  That  is 
the  question  that  has  been  very  recklessly 
tossed  upon  the  floor  of  England,  and 
which  has  this  very  day  been  debated — as 
those  who  look  at  the  evening  papers 
may  see — at  an  influential  meeting  of 
ministers  of  the  Gospel  held  in  some 
room  in  the  more  eastern  part  of  London. 
I  denounce  the  Ultramontane  arrogance 
which  dares  to  bind  those  who  feel  for  the 
cause  of  Christianity  only  to  show  their 
feeling  in  one  prescribed  way.  Those  who 
would  not,  in  foce  of  the  intricate  compli- 
cations of  this  most  wretched  war,  abso- 
lutely shut  their  eyes  to  all  but  the  one 
patented  classof  considerations,  have  been 
taunted  as  enemies  of  philanthropy,  ob- 
structives to  civilization,  and  recreants 
from  the  faith.  Beally,  some  men  are 
so  imimaginative,  that  because  they 
lament,  as  all  right-minded  persons  must 
do,  that  blackest  epoch  in  the  chronicle  of 
the  world,  when  some  four,  or  rather  five 
hundred  years  back,  the  dissensions,  the 
selfishness,  the  crimes,  and  sins  of  Chris- 
tian Europe  opened  the  door  of  its 
fairest  Provinces  in  the  South-east  to  the 
barbaric  hordes  of  Turkish  invaders, 
they  can  therefore  only  compass  one 
narrow  solution  of  the  far-reaching  ques- 
tion, and  one  skin-deep  remedy  for  the 
malignant  disease.  They  may  have  minds 
to  apprehend  Constantinople  as  the  head- 
quarters of  a  Russian  Ro-Consul,  but 
they  cannot  forecast  in  some  coming  time 
Constantinople  as  the  regenerated  seat  of 
a  firee  and  independent  Christian  State. 
This  is  my  hope,  and  this  my  dream — a 
day-dream  perhaps — ^but  a  dream  surely 
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of  good  omen,  and  not  to  be  lightly  put 
on  one  side.  If  it  points  to  a  policy 
which  is-  in  any  degree  worthy  to  be 
pursued,  it  will  not  be  reached  by  way 
of  gushing  and  impulsive  philanthropy. 
I  do  not,  above  all  things,  believe  that 
this  or  any  good  result  can  be  attained 
by  that  monotonous  and  senseless  vitu- 
peration of  the  Government  on  every 
occasion  which  has  characterized  so 
many  recent  speeches  in  many  places, 
and  of  which  the  upshot  is  to  land  its 
authors  on  the  dilemma  of  either  accusing 
the  Government  of  want  of  common 
sense  or  else  of  common  honesty.  We 
have  had  an  instance  of  that  form  of 
argument  to-night.  The  Home  Secretary 
may  rise  and  say,  as  he  has  done — "It 
shiJl  not  be  war,  it  shall  be  peace ;"  yet 
this  does  not  prevent  other  hon.  Members 
from  getting  up,  and  arguing  that  when 
the  Minister  names  peace  he  means  war. 
When  I  see  a  pertinacious  policy  of 
never  taking  things  for  the  best,  of 
always  hunting  up  small  discrepancies, 
and  dwelling  upon  any  rhetorical  phrase, 
or  epigrammatic,  or  obscure,  or  mys- 
tical sentence  that  may  be  uttered  by 
some  accomplished  orator,  treasuring 
such  sayings  up  and  repeating  them, 
regardless  of  changed  circumstances; 
wmle  manly  speeches  like  that  of  the 
Home  Secretary  to-night,  and  that  with 
which  he  re-assured  the  country  last  Ses- 
sion, are  put  on  one  side  as  if  ikej  were 
not  intended  to  bear  a  meaning,  I  confess 
that  I  am  indignant  at  the  invincible  pre- 
judice and  unfaimess  of  the  proceedmg. 
I  will  borrow  an  illustration  from  another 
question,  which,  perhaps,  next  to  the 
Eastern  Question  most  exercises  our 
minds.  People  of  my  way  of  thinking 
have  often  expressed  surprise,  if  not 
disgust,  at  the  sentiments  which  have 
fallen  from  holy  mouths,  and  have  con- 
tended that  being  a  Dissenter  should 
not  involve  being  a  charterted  libertine  in 
speech,  and  the  answer  has  regularly  been 
— **  You  make  a  great  mistake  when  you 
charge  the  Dissenters  with  this  or  ^at 
offensive  remark ;  it  is  not  the  Dissenters, 
but  the  *  political  Dissenters'  who  have 
said  it,  and  you  must  not  believe  that 
these  are  the  same  as  the  Dissenters. 
The  Dissenters  pure  and  simple  are 
humble  -  minded,  simple,  unworldly 
men."  Well,  I  follow  that  cue,  and  I 
say  that  there  are  two  Parties  now — 
there  is  the  "peace  Party,"  and  there  is 
the  "political  peace  Party."      I  am, 
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myself,  a  Member  of  the  peace  Party.  I 
believe  the  policy  of  that  JParty  to  be  to 
seek  peaoe,  and  to  ensure  it  by  all  the 
legitimate  methods  of  a  wide  statesman- 
ship, and  I  belieye  the  Chie&  of  that 
Party  to  be  the  present  Cabinet.  I 
believe,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  aim  of 
the  political  peace  party  is  to  put  the 
sacred  name  of  peace  forward  as  a 
stalking-horse  in  order  to  turn  the  Tory 
Government  out.  As  a  peace  man  I  op- 
pose the  political  peace  Policy.  Have 
we  not  seen  within  the  last  few  days  the 
climax  of  that  policy,  when  a  statesman, 
whose  eloquence  and  long-proved  ser- 
vices to  the  nation  have  endeared  him 
to  this  House  and  the  country,  and 
whose  name  will  live  in  history,  fore- 
stalling, in  a  fierce  attack  upon  the  Go- 
vernment, the  speech  that  should  have 
been  made  here,  revelling  in  words 
which  proved  his  intention  of  shaking 
off  the  salutary  restraints  which  go- 
vern the  form  of  our  debates,  and 
boastfully  claiming  to  be  an  agita- 
tor? From  the  agitator,  into  widch 
he  then  dropped,  I  appeal  to  the  states- 
man whom  we  have  so  long  known,  and 
I  protest  against  the  trick  of  interposing 
such  smo^  lenses  between  the  clear 
question  and  the  genuine  judgm^it  of 
the  nation.  In  making  this  protest, 
above  all,  I  appeal  to  the  place  where 
that  speech  was  delivered.  The  charge 
against  us,  as  I  may  premise,  is  that  we 
are  too  scrupulous  of  musty  Treaties ; 
and  now  that  the  Turk  has  shown  him- 
self— as  I  believe,  and  as  I  dare  to  say 
in  any  assembly,  he  is — ^utterly  unworthy 
of  the  position  into  which  the  lamentable 
misohanoesof nearly  500  yearshave  foisted 
him  in  Europe;  now  that  the  continuous 
misgovemment  of  his  subjects,  and  the 
prevalence  of  those  ineffable  abomina- 
tions which  stamp  his  social  and  political 
Hfe— hitherto  familiar  to  students,  but 
neglected  by  the  generaliiy — have  flashed 
upon  the  popular  imagination,  never  to 
be  effaced,  the  chai^  against  us,  as  far 
as  I  can  make  out,  is  that  having  been 
fully  awakened  to  the  real  state  of 
things,  we  yet  feel  as  men  of  honour 
that  there  are  Treaties,  there  are  en- 
gagements, there  are  promises  made^ 
not  to  the  Turk  merely,  but  to  collective 
Europe — which  must  be  kept  between 
man  and  man,  even  if  one  man  may  be 
a  Christian  and  the  other  may  be  a 
Turk!  That  is  the  sum  total  of  the 
charge  against  us — ^that  is  the  bill  of  I 


indictment  which  Liberal  rhetoric  brings 
against  the  Tory  Party.  But  what  are 
the  time  and  place  of  this  arraignment  ? 
The  place  and  the  time  is  the  canoni- 
zation, last  night,  of  the  new  patron  Saint 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  From  the  temple 
in  which  Saint  Palmerston  Was  canonized 
does  that  voice  come.  The  high  priest 
of  the  new  worship  it  is  who  warns  us 
that  the  slightest  imputation  of  uphold- 
ing the  Ottoman  Empire  for  selfish  Eng- 
lish purposes,  the  slightest  imputation 
of  thwarting  or  resisting  Eussian  aggres- 
sion for  selfish  English  interests,  is  the 
unpardonable  sin.  And  that  in  the 
name  of  Palmerston!  That  was  the 
sermon  preached  on .  the  occasion  when 
all  the  great  Chiefs  of  the  Liberal 
Party  were  assembled  together  to  do 
honour  to  the  great  memory  of  Palmer- 
ston !  Whatever  other  merits  they  may 
have,  that  of  a  long  memory,  at  least, 
cannot  be  attribute  to  the  guides  and 
mentors  of  Liberalism.  Is  it  their 
charge  against  us  that  we  uphold  the 
TurMsh  Empire  as  Palmerston  did? 
They  cannot  urge  that.  Is  the  charge 
against  us  that  we  are  defiant  towards 
Eussia,  even  as  Palmerston  was  ?  They 
have  not  the  face  to  say  that.  All  they 
can  say  is  that  we  have  been  rather  slow 
in  having  our  eyes  opened  to  learn  the 
lesson-of  Turkish  vice  and  imbecility.  We 
may  be  rather  slow ;  but  you  should  not 
be  hard  upon  us,  for  has  not  your  own 
philosopher  told  us  that  we  are  the 
"stupittParty?"  So,  if  we  are  the* 'stupid 
Party,"  is  it  not  very  much  to  our  credit 
that  we  have  learned  so  much  as  we  have, 
and  in  so  short  a  time  ?  These  things 
may  be  very  well  to  laugh  at ;  but  they 
show  a  state  of  feeling  which  is  really 
much  too  critical  for  triling.  It  is  a  time 
when  Englishmen  ought  to  be  united 
together  as  one  man  in  the  great  neces- 
sity of  guiding  Europe,  as  a  whole,  in  the 
arduous  struggle  of  Keeping  peace;  and, 
while  not  forgetting  justice,  of  promoting 
salutary  reforms  and  spreading  Christian 
civilization  in  Turkey,  yet  not  doing  it 
rudely,  brutally,  or  in  contradiction  of 
national  faith.  At  such  a  time  every 
little  slip,  every  little  vacillation,  it  may 
be,  of  ihe  Ministry — and  Ministers  are 
but  men,  and  they  would  be  more  than 
men  if  they  did  not  vacillate  occasionally 
in  such  troublous  times — is  garnered 
and  treasured  up  with  a  bitter  delight  in 
finding  fault,  a  fiissy  and  mahcious 
ingenuity,  which  must  greatly  weaken 
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the  influGncG  of  England.  What  will  be 
the  result  of  your  policy  ?  I  trust  the 
division  after  this  debate  will  give  the 
Government  such  a  majority  that  it  may 
proceed — armiger — strong,  and  girded 
with  those  weapons  of  defence  which 
mark  a  State  occasion,  into  the  Oon- 
ference.  If  the  division  leaves  them 
barely  victorious,  or  even  in  a  small 
minority,  where  do  we  stand  ?  Either 
they  go  to  the  Conference  weaik  and  they 
are  not  listened  to,  or  the  GFovemment 
will  go  out  and  you  come  in.  Do  you 
think  that  you  will  have  secured  the 
confidence  and  support  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  England  for  that 
policy  which  you  may  then  propose ;  and 
if  you  have  not  secured  it,  will  you  go  as 
a  united  people  to  claim  any  hearing  or 
enforce  any  respect  ?  Do  you  believe 
that  you  can  so  completely  change 
the  feeling  of  the  people,  or  so  com- 
pletely reverse  the  verdict  of  the  General 
Election  in  1874,  that  you  will  have  the 
strength  to  represent  England  as  a  united 
nation  in  the  great  Con^ss  of  European 
nations  ?  Your  policy  is  simply  that,  in 
your  hurry  to  prove  the  Government  in- 
competent, and  place  yourselves  in  the 
empty  saddle^  you  dare  play  fast  and  loose 
with  the  credit  and  the  power  of  the 
nation,  not  only  in  this  House,  but  in  the 
much  more  important  Senatus  of  Etlrope. 
We  may  there  be  found  to  be  impotent, 
and  purposely ;  but  if  so,  I  say  that  it  is 
this  agitation,  this  unprincipled  agita- 
tion— ^[**  No,  no ! "] — ^I  repeat  my  words, 
for  I  am  not  accustomed  to  deal  in 
ambiguous  phrases — ^this  unprincipled 
and  unpatriotic  agitation  which  will  be 
to  blame  for  this  miscarriage.  Why  is 
it  that  you  have  brought  your  political 
peace  Party  into  this  state  of  bellicose 
irritation  ?  It  comes  of  your  ambiguous 
and  deceptive  use  of  language.  You 
are  always  producing  a  lot  of  truisms, 
all  excessively  true  in  themselves,  all 
untrue  as  shuffled  about  and  substituted 
for  each  other.  At  one  time  you  say — 
''  Men  of  peace,  war  is  hateml ; "  so  it 
is.  Another  time  you  say — "Men  of 
peace,  an  unjust  war  is  hateful ; "  so  it  is. 
And  another  time  you  say — **Men  of 
peace,  war  in  favour  of  anti-Christianity, 
and  a^inst  Christianity,  is  hateful;" 
so  it  IS.  Thus,  you  have  these  three 
distinct  formulas — all  true  in  different 
relations — and  you  are  always  ready  to 
darken  debate  by  substituting  one  for 
the  other;  and  the  glamour  of  your 
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confusion  has  dazed  the  popular  sight. 
Then  you  throw  into  the  scale  your 
theories  about  British  interests.  There 
was  a  time  when  the  imputation  of 
caring  for  British  interests  would  not 
have  been  cast  in  the  teeth  of  pubho 
men  in  any  public  assembly  as  if  it  were  a 
very  great  crime.  At  present  it  is 
dangerous  to  talk  of  British  interests — 
the  constant  care  of  every  former  British 
Minister— of  Pitt,  of  Fox,  of  Peel,  of 
Palmerston,  of  Clarendon  —  without 
this  odious  charge  of  selfishness  being 
ready  on  the  tongue  of  the  glib  orator. 
"  Oh,"  it  is  said,  "if  you  say  this,  and 
don't  sav  that,  you  will  encourage  the 
Turk  in  his  mad  resistance ;  and,  thanks 
to  you,  so  much  bloodshed  and  suffering 
wiU  take  place."  Well,  if  that  is  the 
case,  it  would  be  truly  deplorable, 
and  no  one  would  deplore  it  more 
than  I.  No  12  men  would  deplore 
it  more  than  the  12  men  in  whose 
hands  the  destinies  of  this  country  are 
at  present  placed.  But,  as  we  have 
heard  the  Leader  of  this  House  and  the 
Home  Secretary  assert,  that  never  by 
word  uttered  in  despatch,  or  by  word  of 
mouth,  has  any  reasonable  encourage- 
ment been  given  to  the  Turk  to  hold 
out.  That  has  been  said,  but  you  will 
not  believe  it.  You  say  the  Ministry 
have  not  the  honesty  or  capacity  to 
frame  a  statement  in  plain  English 
which  carries  its  own  meaning  with  it. 
You  cannot  get  out  of  that.  As  to 
these  men,  you  argue,  whose  utterances 
to  a  fairly  average  Christian  people 
might  possibly  carry  a  pledn  meaning, 
they  have  not  conveyed  it  to  the  Turk. 
The  Turk,  as  you  aU  know,  for  you  are 
never  tired  of  hammering  on  that  strain, 
is  very  stupid.  He  is  very  prejudiced, 
very  ignorant,  and  very  fanatical ;  and, 
at  &e  same  time,  he  has  a  considerable 
amount  of  hard,  brutal  courage.  Well, 
with  this  most  unmanageable  savage, 
with  his  superficial  varnish  of  external 
civilization,  how  are  you  so  to  adjust 
your  utterances,  what  new  lan^age  are 
you  to  discover,  so  that  his  stupidity  shall 
just  take  in  your  meaning  —  nothing 
more  and  nothing  less.  How  are  you  to 
phrase  your  despatches  so  as  to  be  in- 
telligible and  convincing  to  the  Turk, 
and  yet  neither  enigmatic  nor  offensive 
to  Christendom?  Mind,  I  am  taking 
the  Turk  at  your  own  appraisement,  and 
it  is  no  uiswer  to  say  because  he  is  a 
Turk  and  is  very  stupid,  you  must  deal 
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with  him  as  you  deal  with  no  other 
people.  I  have  shown  tho  impossibility 
of  complying  with  such  an  instruction. 
Can  the  Government  have  its  separate 
voice  for  every  nation,  inaudible  else- 
where ?  Can  you  set  up  any  series  of 
telephones,  with  one  end  in  London,  and 
the  others  at  each  of  the  European 
capitals?  Every  despatch  which  you 
publish,  sent  to  any  other  capital,  is 
read  at  Constantinople;  and  every  de- 
spatch to  Constantinople  is,  under  the 
same  circumstances,  the  property  of  all 
the  capitals.  So  to  assert  that,  in  con- 
descension to  the  savage  prejudice  and 
the  unmanageable  stupidity  of  the 
Turk,  the  language  you  use  to  him 
must  not  ,be  the  common  phraseology 
of  all  European  Foreign  Offices,  is  to 
bring  diplomacy  and  government  to  a 
dead-lock.  I  must  apologize  to  the 
House  for  having  kept  it  so  long  with 
the  views  of  an  independent  Member ; 
but,  convinced  as  I  am,  that  many 
excellent  thinking  people  throughout 
the  country  have  been  led  very  much 
astray  by  the  reckless  assertions  or 
the  astute  misrepresentations  made  by 
self-appointed  teachers,  I  feel  that  it  is 
a  duty  to  explain  to  them  the  reason  of 
my  vote. 

Mb.  JOHN  BEIGHT :  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  question  before  the  House  is  not  by 
any  means  a  new  one.  It  is  one  which, 
as  we  have  foxmd  and  shall  find,  will 
allow  room  for  great  latitude  of  speech; 
and  I  think  that,  before  this  aebate 
closes,  it  is  quite  likely  that  much  more 
may  be  said  than  has  been  said,  and 
that  it  will  fill  more  than  one  large  vo- 
lume. But,  notwithstandine  this,  I  think 
the  question,  as  it  is  placed  before  us  in 
the  Amendment  whim  has  been  moved, 
is  brought  really  into  a  small  compass, 
and  it  probably  will  be  more  convenient 
to  the  House,  and  much  more  pleasant 
to  myself,  that  I  should  confine  myself 
within  this  small  compass,  and  not 
ramble  over  the  whole  of  the  Eastern 
Question,  as  we  have  been  considering 
it  for  months  past.  Unless  rumours— 
which  are  unhappy  and  much  to  be  re- 
gretted— are  true,  I  suppose  we  may 
consider  that  this  calamitous  war  is  now 
near  its  conclusion,  and  that,  as  has 
ha]ppened  at  the  end  of  every  war,  con- 
ditions of  peace  will  have  to  be  discussed. 
Now,  I  have  no  intention  at  all  to-night 
of  making  any  Party  attack  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. IknownotthatanysooeeMftil 


attack  could  be  made  if  we  were  minded, 
according  to  the  view  of  the  last  speaker, 
merely  to  turn  out  the  Government 
and  to  put  ourselves  in.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  any  such  event  is  at  pre- 
sent possible,  or  is  likely  soon  to  be  pos- 
sible. Still,  without  attacking  the  Go- 
vernment, I  think  one  may  be  at  liberty 
to  say — and  I  suspect  they  will  admit 
there  is  truth  in  it — that  during  the 
course  of  these  transactions  they  have 
shown  on  several  occasions  a  good  deal 
of  indecision  of  conduct,  and  that  they 
have  made  not  a  few  considerable  blun- 
ders. I  know  they  say — for  we  have 
heard  it  to-night  from  the  Home  Secre- 
tary— that  we  have  charged  them — I 
suppose  he  will  say  falsely,  because  he 
says  there  has  been  a  ''lying  spirit" 
among  us — with  speaking  with  or  in  two 
voices  to  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  he 
has  been  one  of  the  voices,  and  that  he 
has  very  often  been  quoted  in  favour  of 
a  policy  not  hostile  to  the  general  views 
of  this  side  of  the  House.  And  if  there 
have  not  been  two  voices,  how  comes  it 
that  in  every  portion  of  the  Kingdom 
there  has  been  a  fixed  belief — not  be- 
cause any  of  us  told  them  that  it  was 
so,  but  because  men  read  your  speeches 
as  well  as  ourselves,  and  they  came  to 
the  inevitable  conclusion — that  there 
were  two  voices  speaking  in  the  Cabi- 
net ?  Do  you  mean  to  say,  in  the  face 
of  this  Assembly,  that  the  speeches  at 
Aylesbury  and  the  Guildhall  were  the 
same  as  the  speeches  of  Lord  Salisbury 
and  Lord  Carnarvon — the  same  as  the 
speeches  of  Lord  Derby?  You  know 
that  if  you  said  that,  you  would  say 
what  was  not  true ;  and  that  which  we 
know  to  be  the  fact  in  respect  of  these 
speeches  is  known  to  all  the  readers — 
counted  by  millions  now,  happily — in 
the  United  Kingdom  who  have  read 
these  speeches  in  the  newspapers.  But 
still  I  do  not  expect — and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  give  me  credit 
for  this,  because  I  have  had  very  little 
experience  myself— I  do  not  expect  that 
Mmisters  are  to  pursue  a  career  for  four 
or  five  years  without  being  guilty  of  in- 
decision and  without  making  blunders. 
The  Government  that  preceded  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  made  a  good  many 
blunders ;  but  they  were  small  in  com- 
parison with  yours.  I  dare  say  those 
blunders  account  in  some  decree  for  the 
tact  that  they  have  now  to  sit  upon  this 
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benoli  instead  of  upon  that.  But,  ad- 
mitting— as  we  must  all  admit —that Go- 
vernments are  guilty  of  indecision  and 
make  blunders,  still  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
on  which  we  may  congratulate  ourselves 
that  in  the  difficult  position  in  which  we 
have  foimd  ourselves  during  the  last 
two  years — and  especially  during  the 
last  12  months — the  Government  has 
actually  abstained  from  plunging  the 
country  into  war.  I  gather  from  this 
that  the  experience  of  1854-1856  has  not 
been  lost.  It  has  not  been  lost  upon  the 
people  of  the  three  Kingdoms ;  it  has  not 
been  lost  upon  Parliament;  it  has  not 
been  lost  upon  those  who  now  occupy 
the  position  of  Ministers  of  the  Grown. 
Notwithstanding,  therefore,  indiscreet 
speeches,  and  some  acts  that  may  be 
called  in  question,  war  has  been  avoided. 
There  has  not  been  a  single  ship  that  I 
know  of  that  has  been  added  to  the  Navy 
in  consequence  of  these  events,  and  no 
troops  have  been  added  to  the  number  of 
the  land  forces.  And  I  will  admit  further 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that,  not- 
withstanding the  indiscretions  of  which  I 
have  spoken,  I  will  accept  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  say  that  I  believe  the  Cabmet,  as  a 
whole,  has  not  been  only  willing  to  pre- 
serve peace,  but  that  it  has  been  anxious 
above  all  things  that  this  country  should 
escape  war.  There  is  some  credit  to  be 
allowed  to  Gentlemen  opposite — I  mean 
those  that  are  in  office,  lor  that.  They 
have  had  much  provocation  from  some 
of  their  supporters  in  this  House,  and 
still  more  from  those  who  .profess  to 
speak  for  them  and  to  them  in  the 
Press.  It  is  something  that  they  have 
not  been  involved  in  what  I  may  call 
the  raving  lunacy  of  The  Pall  Mall 
Gazette,  and,  if  I  may  be  excused  the 
alliteration,  the  delirium  tremens  of  The 
Daily  Telegraph.  Ooming  to  the  question 
directly  before  the  House,  I  say  it  is 
strange  that  when  the  war  is  over,  or 
nearly  over ;  that  when  peace  is  in  view, 
and,  as  we  think,  almost  within  our 
grasp  ;  when  men  in  this  country  are 
breathing  more  freely,  and  when 
England  and  Europe  are  glad — I  say 
it  does  appear  to  me  strange  beyond  all 
example,  that  at  this  precise  moment 
the  very  first  positive  menace  of  warlike 
preparation  uiould  be  offered  by  the 
Government  to  the  adoption  of  this 
House.     What   is  our    position    with 
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regard  to  this  <]^uestion  of  forces? 
Millions  are  voted  m  this  House  from 
Session  to  Session,  and  few  men  know 
how  much  is  voted ;  but  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament,  within  the  last  12  months, 
a  sum  of  not  less  than  £26,000,000 
sterling  was  voted  for  military  and  naval 
expenses.  £26,000,000  sterling !  When 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  were  in  office  in  the  year 
1835 — a  little  more  than  40  years  ago — 
the  whole  expenditure  of  the  Army  and 
Navy,  I  believe,  was  only  about 
£11,000-,  000.  This  year  it  amounts— 
and  it  has  amounted  for  several  years 
past— to  £26,000,000  or  £26,000,000. 
I  should  say  it  was  not  unreasonable  for 
me  to  assert  to  the  House  that  that 
seems  enough.  If  we  are  not  intending 
war,  if  war  is  not  probable,  if  no- nation 
is  attempting  to  invade  or  molest  us,  war 
being  now  impossible,  surely  a  Vote  of 
£26,000,000  in  a  year  is  enough  for  this 
civilized  and  Ohristian  country  in  this 
Christian  age.  And  we  are  told — with 
a  repetition  of  phrase  that  I  am  sorry 
to  say  looks  as  if  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  was  not  quite 
sure  that  we  could  credit  it — that  there 
is  not  the  smallest  intention  of  war  on 
the  part  of  the  Gt)vemment.  The  war  is 
near  its  end;  it  would  be  madness  to 
endeavour  to  prolong  it ;  but  why  should 
it  be  now  promulgated  to  all  Europe  that 
England  is  at  last  preparing  to  draw 
her  sword,  it  may  be — though  I  hope  it 
is  not — to  throw  it  into  the  scale  at  the 
precise  moment  when  the  warring 
nations  are  returning  their  swords  to 
their  scabbards  ?  No,  it  is  not  to  go  into 
war ;  that  would  be  dieer  ihadness.  If 
the  Gt>vemment  had  intended  war  on 
behalf  of  Turkey,  of  course  they  woidd 
have  joined  in  the  struggle  when  the 
Turk  had  300,000  or  400,000  men  in  the 
field;  but  now,  when  all  or  nearly  all  his 
armies  are  destroyed,  or  captured,  or  scat- 
tered, it  would  be  an  act,  not  of  wicked- 
ness only,  but  of  lunacy  unmistakeable, 
to  think  of  entering  upon  a  struggle 
with  Eussia,  with  an  Ally  vanquished, 
humbled,  prostrate,  asouronly  Ally  would 
be — ^that  is,  the  Sultan  of  Turkev.  But 
the  proposition  is — and  I  should  have 
thought  it  an  incredible  one  before  I 
read  it — that,  seeint^  that  certain  nego- 
tiations are  expected,  we  ought  to  make 
ourselves,  by  sea  and  land,  more  power- 
ful than  we  are  at  present,  in  order  that 
the  terms  of  peace  may  not  be  injurious 
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to  as;  but  may,  I  presumOi  also  be  made 
as  beneficial  as  possible  to  the  Sultan  of 
Turkey  and  to  his  Goyemment.  It  is 
generally  understood,  I  believe,  that  the 
parties  to  a  war  are,  and  ought  to  be,  the 
parties  to  fix  the  terms  of  peaoe.  When 
France  and  Sardinia  were  at  war  with 
Austria  the  terms  of  peace  were  fixed  by 
them.  Europe  did  not  interfere.  Lom- 
bardy  was  annexed  to  Sardinia,  and  by 
arrangement  between  the  Emperor  of 
the  French  and  the  King  of  Sardinia — 
the  Monarch  who  the  other  day  de- 
scended from  his  throne  to  the  tomb — 
Savoy  and  Nice  were  annexed  to  France. 
But  at  that  tune  Lord  John  Bussell, 
then  Foreign  Secretary,  was  represented 
as  going  to  all  the  Courts  of  Europe— 
excepting,  of  course,  those  of  France  and 
Sardinia — entreating  the  Powers  to  join 
him  to  prevent  any  transfer  of  Savgy 
and  Nice  from  one  Power  to  another. 
The  Powers  paid  no  attention  to  him. 
Lord  John  Bussell  was  obliged  to  go 
back  to  the  Foreign  Office.  The  arrange- 
ment was  made,  and  Europe,  so  far  as  I 
know,  had  no  reason  to  regret.  What 
happened,  again,  when  France  and  Ger- 
many went  to  war  seven  years  ago? 
Then  we  had— I  believe  all  Europe  had 
— a  considerable  ground  of  complaint,  and 
that  was  that  at  me  conclusion  of  the  war 
certain  Provinces  were  takenfrom  France 
and  annexed  to  Germany.  I  do  not  say 
that  France  had  any  just  ground  of  com- 
plaint; because  if  she  nad  conquered  Ger- 
many and  captured  Berlin,  she  would 
have  taken  Ptovinces  from  Germany  and 
carried  the  boundaries  of  her  territories 
to,  or  perhaps  beyond,  the  Bhine.  But 
all  Europe  had  a  right  to  complain  be- 
cause Germany  insisted  upon  terms  of 
peace  which  left  a  burning  resentment 
in  the  mind  of  the  French  nation  which 
may — I  ^ope  it  will  not— probably  lead 
to  desolating  wars  in  the  future.  At 
that  time  Europe  might  have  complained, 
might  have  had  a  Congress,  and  might 
have  insisted  upon  other  terms ;  but  she 
did  not  do  it.  She  allowed  ike  belli- 
gerents to  make  their  own  terms  of  peace. 
On  this  point  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  Uie  Mouse  to  a  curious  paragraph  in 
a  work  of  great  interest  which  I  have 
lately  read — I  mean  a  volume  of  the 
work  which  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  has 
permitted  Mr.  Theodore  Martin  to  pub- 
lish for  the  instruction  and  the  advantage 
of  the  people — and  than  which  I  have 
not  for  a  long  time  read  any  book  with 


greater  interest.  In  that  book  there  is  a 
paragraph  which  refers  to  the  then  ap- 
proaching Conference  at  Paris,  held  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  the  terms  of 
peace  at  the  end  of  the  Crimean  War. 
The  King  of  Prussia  wished  very  much 
that  he  should  have  a  delegate  at  that 
Conference;  and  the  Prince  Consort,  I 
think  in  writing  to  the  King  of  Bel- 
gium, his  uncle,  said,  in  effect,  that  it 
would  be  a  mischievous  principle,  and 
at  the  same  time  setting  a  bad  pre- 
cedent, to  allow  any  Power  or  any 
person  to  be  represented  at  the  Con- 
ference, or  to  take  part  in  the  game, 
who  had  not  laid  down  his  stake.  He 
therefore  objected  strongly — though  his 
objection  was  not  persisted  in — ^that 
Prussia  should  come  to  the  Conference 
at  Paris.  I  merely  mention  these  things 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that,  in  the 
main,  it  is  historically  true  that  in  late 
years  in  our  own  experience  the  parties 
to  a  war  have  been  permitted  to  arrange 
their  own  differehces  in  their  own  man- 
ner, and  to  fix  such  terms  of  peace  as 
suit  them  both — of  course  always  allow- 
ing that  any  other  Power,  if  anything  is 
done  which  is  adverse  to  its  interests, 
or  which  is  in  molestation  of  its  terri- 
tory, has  a  right  to  complain,  and  if  it 
thinks  its  case  grievous  enough,  I  pre- 
sume it  has  a  right  to  declare  war.  I 
am  not  about  to  ar^e  that  there  is  any 
impropriety  in  the  sitting  of  a  European 
Council  or  Conference,  or  in  this  coun- 
try taking  any  share  in  that  Conference. 
It  seems  to  me  quite  probable— and  I 
have  no  objection  to  it— that  there  are 
points  in  tike  settlement  of  the  now- 
terminating  war  on  which  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  good  of  Europe  in  future, 
for  the  good  of  Eussia,  and  for  the  good 
of  Turkey,  that  the  Powers  of  Europe 
should  consult,  and  settle  that  which 
seems  most  likely  to  produce  a  just  and 
durable  peaoe.  But  then  comes  the 
question,  which  will  be  much  canvassed 
both  in  this  House  and  out  of  it — ^I 
mean  the  question  of  what  are,  or  are 
to  be,  the  terms  of  peace  which  are 
exciting  so  much  agitation.  [An  hon. 
Member:  That  is  what  we  want  to 
know.]  Yes;  you  want  to  know.  If 
you  do  not  kiaow,  it  was  not  necessary 
to  go  into  such  an  elaborate  description 
of  them,  and  to  say  so  much  against 
them?  If  you  do  know  them,  then 
they  are  subjects  for  our  consideration. 
We  hiow   this,  at  any  rate,  I  think 
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suffloientlj  well  to  take  it  into  our 
view,  that  one  of  the  main  points  oon- 
neoted  with  the  Treaty  must  oe  to  some 
extent  to  liberate  the  Ohristian,  and  I 
think  also  to  liberate  the  Moslem,  popu- 
lation of  what  are  called  the  Ohnstian 
Provinoes  of  Turkey  in  Europe.  Does 
any  man  in  this  House— does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  spoken  about  pre- 
paring for  war — ^I  should  like  to  ask  him 
lypd  any  hon.  Gentlemen  who  agree  with 
hun,  if  there  can  be  any ;  I  should  like 
to  ask  them  whether  they  would  be  will- 
ing that  this  war  should  close  and  a 
Treaty  of  peace  should  be  made,  and 
that  the  condition  of  tiie  population 
of  the  Ohristian  Provinces  of  Turkey 
shoiild  remain  exactly  what  it  was  before 
the  war?  No,  surely  not.  Why  did 
you  send  one  of  your  ablest  Ministers  to 
Oonstantinople  to  meet  in  Oonference 
Bepresentatiyes  firom  other  Powers  but 
for  the  very  purpose  that  something 
might  be  done  to  Hberato  from  Turkish 
tyi^umy  and  oppression  the  Ohristian 
population  of  those  Provinces  ?  What 
was  it  that  excited  the  whole  of  Great 
Britain — and  I  hope  it  excited,  to  some 
extent  also»  the  mind  of  Ireland — about 
18  months  ago?  Why,  surely  it  was 
the  condition  of  this  population ;  and  if 
there  ever  was  one  ming  in  this  world 
on  which  the  people  of  this  country  had 
made  up  its  mind,  it  was  that  as  far  as 
their  influence  went  the  Ohristian  popu- 
lation of  those  Provinces  should  be  as 
speedily  as  possible  delivered  from  the 
tyranny  under  which  they  groaned.  It 
is  that  very  wish  which  has  sustained 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  England  in 
this  great  question  from  that  hour  to 
this ;  and  what  the  people  believe  fur- 
ther is  this — that  the  more  persons  are 
free,  and  the  more  entirely  they  are 
free,  the  better  will  it  be,  of  course,  for 
the  population  of  those  Provinces ;  the 
better  will  it  be  for  all  the  regions  in 
that  part  of  Europe,  and  the  better  for  all 
of  us ;  because  the  more  remote  will  be 
the  chance  of  any  future  war  connected 
with  that  portion  of  the  globe.  You 
had  a  war  in  1856.  If,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  that  war,  the  terms  of  peace  had 
been  wider  and  better — ^if  the  Ohristian 
populations  of  those  Provinces  had  then 
been  saved — the  war  which  has  been 
waged  for  the  last  nine  months  would, 
in  all  human  probability,  have  been  xm- 
necessary,  and  would  have  been  avoided. 
I  could  not  help  tixe  other  night,  in 
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listening  to  the  speech  of  the  OhanoeUor 
of  die  ^chequer,  lamenting  the  tone  in 
which  he  referred  to  this  question.  He 
spoke  of  it  as  if  it  were  one  in  which  the 
interests  of  England  were  adverse  to  the 
feelings  of  those  populations.  P^No, 
no! "J  The  rignt  hon.  Gentlmnan 
denies  that  his  language  was  open  to 
that  construction.  But  what  he  lamented 
was,  not  that  a  few  of  the  Bulgarians 
were  to  be  free,  but  that  so  many  were 
to  be  free.  K  he  did  not  say  that,  the 
English  language  is  something  that  I 
have  yet  to  leam.  He  told  us  that  if ' '  the 
new  Bulgaria  were  to  be  formed,  it 
would  be  like  a  line  drawn  down  this 
side  of  England  and  that  side  of  Eng- 
land." Well,  so  much  the  worse  iot  his 
case,  or  for  the  case  of  the  Tui^,  if  it  be 
necessary  to  take  so  large  a  slice  out  of 
Turkey.  But  I  say  that  for  England  by 
its  influence  to  bring  about  a  peace 
which  would  liberate  a  portion  of  the 
population,  and  condemn  another  por- 
tion to  perpetual  wrong,  that  would  be 
a  policy  wMch  the  Government  dare  not 
openly  defend  in  this  House,  and  which 
the  people  of  England  would  never,  in 
my  opimon,  consent  to.  While  I  am  on 
this  point  I  will  make  another  observa- 
tion. I  say  that  the  tone  and  manner 
and  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  other  night  on  this  subject  was 
not,  in  my  opinion,  such  as  was  quite 
worthv  of  an  English  Minister.  [*  *  Oh, 
oh !  "J  Yes,  I  have  observed  that  Eng- 
lish Ministers,  for  a  very  long  time  past, 
have  generally  in  their  speeches  in  this 
House  expressed  sympathy  with  the 
suffenog,  and  an  expectation  and  a  hope 
that  freedom  might  be  extended  to  those 
who  were  oppressed  and  enslaved.  [An 
hon.  Mbmbee:  Poland.]  That  is  per- 
fectly true  with  reg^nl  to  Poland. 
When  I  was  a  boy,  everybody  in  Eng- 
land, as  far  as  I  can  remember  hearing 
or  reading,  lamented  the  calamities 
which  had  befallen  Poland.  lines  come 
to  my  mind  which  have  rested  there 
from  that  time  to  the  present  moment. 
They  refer  to  a  battle-field— 

«  Where  Poland  sees  her  gallant  sons 
Her  first,  her  best,  her  bravest  ones, 
On  the  cold  earth  all  gory  lie, 
For  Poland  breathe  a  prayer  and  die." 

Sir,  surely  I  am  saying  nothing  offen- 
sive to  the  character  of  anyone  when  I 
say  that  we  expect  from  every  English 
st(itosman^-I  hope  we  may  expect  it  if  be 
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belongs  to  the  Party  oppottte,  and  I  am 
sure  we  shall  never  miss  it  if  he  belong 
to  this  Party — ^that  in  his  speeches  in 
this  House  and  in  his  statesmanship  he 
shall  have  regard  to  the  sufferings  or  the 
oppressed,  be  they  black  or  be  they 
White,  in  every  region  of  the  globe.  I 
say  that  to-night  the  speech  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment partook  of  the  same  fiEiult.  Most 
of  the  Members  now  present  heard  his 
speech — a  speech  whidi  will  not  give  the 
satisfaction  of  the  one  delivered  last 
Session.  Throughout  the  whole  of  the 
description  which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  of  the  difficulties  and  delays 
attending  the  negotiations  he  was  con- 
tinually, with  dramatic  action^  convey- 
ing the  impression  to  the  House  that 
somebody  was  amusing  the  Turkish 
Delegates  and  Comnussioners,  while  the 
armies  of  the  Ozar  were  marching  on  to 
the  accomplishment  of  something  which 
we  had  reason  to  believe  might  possibly 
not  be  within  the  intentions  of  the  Bus- 
sian  Government.  "We  are  even  told 
that  these  unfortunate  Turkish  (Commis- 
sioners are  scarcely  to  be  found.  They 
can  telegraph  to  their  wives  in  Constan- 
tinople— that  seems  to  be  a  government 
that  they  comprehend ;  but  we  have  the 
information — I  am  not  sure  that  it  does 
not  come  from  the  English  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople — that  although  the 
Government  there  has  telegraphed  to 
them  several  times  during  the  last  few 
days,  they  not  only  can  get  no  answer 
fix>m  them  with  regard  to  the  progress  of 
the  negotiations,  but  not  even  an  answer 
as  to  whether  they  are  still  in  existence. 
And  to  say,  without  knowing  more  than 
that,  that  ike  Bussians  are  oelaying  the 
negotiations  for  purposes  that  Uiey  will 
not  avow,  is,  I  think,  that  which  a 
Minister  of  this  country  is  not  wise  in 
saying  of  a  Sovereign  and  a  Government 
which  the  Queen  in  her  Speech  froni  the 
Throne  described  as  a  friendly  Ally. 
Now,  Sir,  no  man  in  this  country  la- 
ments more  than  I  do,  or  has  grieved 
more  than  I  have,  over  the  lamentable 
calamities  and  bloodshed  of  this  war.  I 
Imow  not  that  they  are  greater  than 
those  that  have  happened  in  other  wars ; 
but  now  we  have  from  day  to  day, 
through  the  wonderful  omnipresence  of 
the  Press,  almost  evenr  transaction  per- 
formed, as  it  were,  before  our  eyes,  ^ut 
whatever  be  those  calamities,  however 
great  this  suffering,  however  much  this 


bloodshed,  however  much  the  cry  of 
agony  has  gone  up  to  Heaven  during 
these  last  monthiB  from  those  en- 
sanguined fields,  let  us  not  reject,  if  it 
is  offered  to  us,  whatever  compensa- 
tion can  possibly  be  given  to  the  people 
who  have  endured  or  survived  these  suf- 
ferings. I  should  say  that  the  more  ter- 
rible nas  been  the  cost  of  the  war,  tiie 
more  our  hearts  have  been  stirred  by  lis- 
tening to  those  details,  the  more  we  should 
rejoice  if  by  the  power  and  statesman- 
ship of  Bussia,  by  the  consent  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe,  a  larger  and  larc^er 
area  of  European  territory  be  included 
in  that  great  salvation  from  Turkish  rule. 
Well,  I  venture  to  hope — and  in  express- 
ing the  hope  to  the  House  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  I  speak  the  mind  of 
the  people  of  England,  of  Scotland, 
and  1  might  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland  wnether  I  do  not  speak  the 
mind  of  the  people  of  Ireland  also— that 
if  the  £6,000,000  be  granted  by  the 
House  they  may  not  be  used  to  strengthen 
the  hands  Of  the  Government  to  hmder 
or  lessen  the  freedom  which  is  intended 
to  be  bestowed  upon  certain  Provinces 
of  the  Turkish  Empire.  For  if  it  were  so 
used,  what  would  oe  the  political  result  ? 
It  would  teach  them  all  for  ever,  so  long 
as  that  page  of  history  was  read  by  the 
children  of  those  Provinces,  to  nourish, 
not  a  hatred  only,  but  a  contempt  for 
free  England,  and  throw  them  more  and 
more  into  the  arms  of  Bussia,  whom  you 
so  much  suspect.  Then  as  to  another 
branch  of  this  question  of  the  terms.  It 
is  one  which  refers  to  territory  and 
indemnity.  I  say  nothing  about  terri- 
tory. I  believe  it  is  generally  under- 
stood that  there  is  no  proposal,  nor  likely 
to  be  one,  to  take  any  territory  in  Europe 
and  put  it  under  &e  dominion  of  the 
Bussian  Czar.  With  regard  to  Asia,  I 
will  say  nothing  except  this — that  we 
have  no  special  interest  in  that  quarter. 
["  Oh !  "J  Well,  if  we  have,  aU  I  know 
IS  that  it  has  been  forgotten  by  the 
Ministers  who  have  made  speeches  and 
written  despatches.  There  is  one  point 
as  to  the  indemnity  which  is  a  matter,  I 
think,  of  importance — of  course,  of  great 
importance  to  Turkey,  and  of  some  im- 
portance to  Bussia.  If  the  indemnity 
insisted  on  by  Bussia  be  very  large — and 
it  need  not  be  very  large  in  figures  to  be 
very  large  in  burden  to  a  country  pros- 
trate as  Turkey  is — it  would  be  a  great 
hardship  to  the  people  of  Turkey,  and 
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would  prevent,  or  might  preyent,  any 
restoration  of  even  the  poor  prosperity 
that  has  heretofore  existed  in  that 
country.  If  I  were  the  Delegate  or 
(Commissioner  from  this  countxy  to  the 
Coxmcil — ^if  there  be  a  Council — ^I  should 
strongly  urge  upon  the  Russian  Qt>vem- 
ment  that  the  penalty,  or  indemnity, 
should  be  one  of  extreme  moderation.  I 
think  that  is  a  point  that  might  be  urged ; 
because  all  Europe  is  interested  in  the 
restoration  of  the  prosperity  of  the  people 
who  have  suffered  so  much  during  the 
war.  I  will  only  refer  to  one  other 
question,  and  it  is  one  which  has  been 
constantly  discussed — ^namely,  that  relat- 
ing to  the  Straits.  Now  really,  when 
so  much  has  been  said — and  as  I  think 
ungenerously  said — ^with  regard  to  what 
Bussia  has  done  in  this  matter,  the 
House  will  permit  me  to  read  a  Paper 
which  was  laid  before  us  this  evening, 
but  which  has  not  yet  been  circulated. 
It  is  a  telegraphic  despatch  from  Lord 
Augustus  Lofbus  to  Lord  Derby,  dated 
St.  Petersburg,  January  30.  [Mr. 
AssHETON  Cboss  :  I  read  the  entire  of  it.! 
Perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
like  to  hear  it  again.    He  says — 

"  In  reply  to  my  inquiry,  Prince  Qortchakoff 
stated  this  morning  that  the  last  article  of  the 
peace  conditions  commimicated  by  Count 
Schouvaloff,  referring  to  the  ulterior  understand- 
ing with  regard  to  the  Straits,  was  vague  and 
unnecessary.  He  said  he  had  no  objection  to 
suppress  it  altogether.  He  denied  tnat  it  re- 
ferred to  an  understanding  between  Kussia  and 
Turkey  alone,  and  he  authorised  me  to  state 
most  categorically  to  ^our  Lordship  that  Bussia 
considered  the  question  of  the  Straits  as  a 
European  question  that  could  only  be  settled  in 
concert  witii  the  European  Powers." 

There  is  here,  also,  another  confirmation 
of  the  same  thing ;  and  therefore  I  think 
it  would  be  desirable  in  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  who  speaks  in  the  debate 
not  to  sdlude  to  that  particular  point.  It 
is  one  which  may  well  be  taken  into 
consideration  at  the  Conference  to  be 
held.  Europe  has  some  interest  in  this 
matter.  Bussia  and  Turkey  have  much 
the  same  interest  in  it.  All  are  interested 
in  the  freedom  of  the  Straits  to  ships  of 
commerce ;  and  we  owe  it  to  Eussia  that 
the  Straite,  having  been  closed  to 
Bussian  ships  for  300  vears,  were  opened 
to  commercial  ships  of  all  the  world  only 
about  a  century  ago.  Bussia  is  now  in 
a  very  different  position  from  what  she 
was  in  then.  She  is  in  possession  of,  I 
suppose,  nearly  half  the  shores  of  the 
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Black  Sea.  She  has  ports  there,  and  I 
think  at  least  one  naval  arsenal.  How 
is  she  circumstanced  at  the  other  ex- 
tremity of  her  Empire  ?  Her  capital  is 
on  the  Baltic,  and  the  Baltic  is  closed 
hedf  the  year  by  frost,  while  the  Straits 
are  always  closed  to  her  ships  of  war.  I 
put  it  to  any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  I 
put  it  to  the  very  patriotic  sailor  Member 
who  has  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
(Captain  Pim)— ["Oh!  "]— well,  hon. 
Gentlemen  cannot  say  that  that  is  an 
offensive  term  to  use  of  one  who 
is  so  fond  of  the  Service  as  the  hon. 
Member  is — ^but  I  ask  him  or  anyone 
else  holding  his  opinions  whether  he  thinks 
it  just,  or  endurable,  or  possible,  that 
a  nation  of  80,000,000  of  jpeople  can 
be  subjected  continually  to  this  enclosed 
or  isolated  state,  shut  out  from  the 
North  Sea  by  frost  hedf  of  the  year,  and 
shut  out  from  the  Mediterranean,  and, 
therefore,  frt>m  aU  other  seas — not  be- 
cause they  wish  it ;  not,  I  believe,  because 
Turkey  wishes  it ;  not  because  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  I  suspect,  wish  it; 
but  mainly  because  this  counliy  wishes 
it?  What  a  condition  it  is,  that  if  a 
Bussian  vessel  homeward  bound  arrives 
in  Europe  at  a  time  of  frost,  she  cannot 
enter  the  Baltic ;  and  if  she  comes  to  the 
Mediterranean,  she  is  not  allowed  to  pass 
the  Straits  and  go  to  any  Bussian  port 
in  the  Black  Sea.  That  is  not  the  state 
of  things  that  England,  and  Englishmen, 
and  English  sailors,  and  English  patriots 
would  be  willing^  to  consent  to.  I  say 
there  is  great  injustice  and  great  offence 
to  the  Bussian  nation  in  this  exclusion  ; 
but  it  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  and  proper 
question  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Powers  assembled  in  Conference.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Conference  will  do  justice 
in  the  case,  and  I  believe  the  English 
Government,  when  the  question  is  fairly 
discussed,  and  a  proper  arrangement 
made,  will  find  it  their  duty,  and  not 
contrary  to  their  interests,  to  consent  to 
such  a  change  as  may  be  required.  You 
know  that  France  has  Cherbourg  in  the 
Channel,  and  Toulon  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean. Italy,  too,  has  a  Fleet.  Turkey 
may  hesitate,  but  what  if  Turkey  should 
consent?  We  have  asserted  the  right 
of  Turkey  to  close  the  Straits,  because 
she  owns  the  territory  on  either  side.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  that  be  aright 
she  could  fairly  assert.  She  could  much 
more  fairly  assert  a  right  to  shut  you 
out  of  the  Suez  Canal.    That  Canal  has 
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been  built  by  the  labour  of  ber  subjects 
and  paid  for  to  a  considerable  extent  by 
the  money  of  her  vassal  Governor  of 
Egypt,  and  she  has  far  more  right — 
though  a  right  she  never  would  attempt 
to  exercise — ^to  prohibit  us  or  anybody 
else  from  passing  through  the  Canal  on 
the  wav  to  India — I  am  speaking  of 
ships  01  war — than  she  has  to  say  that 
ships  of  war  shall  not  pass  through  the 
Bosphorus    and   the    Dardanelles.      It 
might  be  so   arranged  that  not  more 
than  one,  or  two,  or  three  ships  should 
ever  be  between  the  two  seas  at  the  same 
time.    Notice  might  be  given  that  a  ship 
has  passed  out  into  the  Mediterranean 
before  another  ship  enters  the  Straits. 
You  have  the  block   system  on  your 
railways — why  not  have  uie  block  system 
in  the  Straits  ?  The  difficulty  would  then 
be  at  an  end ;  and  I  believe  hereafter 
that  the  whole  difficulty  of  the  Eastern 
Question  as  regards  this  country  politi- 
cally would  be  at  an  end  also,     well, 
then,  my  view  is  that  there  is  nothing 
in  those  terms  to  excite  or  to  alarm  us. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  am  sure, 
taking  them  individually,  would  say  that 
they  are  just  as  much  for  peace  as  I  am. 
They  know  that  peace  is  the  great  in- 
terest of  every  country.    They  do  not 
wish  out  of  a  mean,  and  it  may  be  in 
some  cases  an  ignorant,  j  ealousy  of  Bussia 
to  do  injustice  to  Bussia.    They  do  not 
wish  to  support  perpetually  the  grinding 
and  odious  tyranny  which  they  know  has 
been    exercised   by  Turkey    upon  the 
largest  portion  of  her  population.  Well, 
if  you  examine  these  terms  you  will  find 
there  is  nothing  in  them  that  ought  to 
excite  or  alarm  you.     There  is  nothing 
to  urge  you  to  show  yourselves  ignorant 
and  semsh,  or  animated  by  a  discredit- 
able  jealousy  .of   Bussia — nothing    to 
justify  any  menace  to  Bussia  or  to  other 
I^owers  who  may  enter  the  Conference, 
by  the  passing  of  the  Vote  which  the 
Government  has  submitted  to  the  House. 
Let  us  consider  for  a  moment  what  we 
are  doing.    We  often  boast — we  some- 
times boast  too  much — of  the  greatness 
of  our  great  Empire.     We  say — it  is 
often  in  rhetorical  leading  articles  said, 
and  sometimes  in  speeches — that  the  scep- 
tre of  our  Queen  rules  over  300,000,000 
of  the  population  of  the  globe.    To  this 
vast  and  countless  multitude,  we,  assem- 
bled in  this  House — we,  frpm  this  Cham- 
ber, speak  to  all  of  them.  They  hear  our 
voice.    Every  decree,  every  Besolution, 

VOL.  COXXXVn.  [thikd  sbbibs.] 


every  act  of  this  House,  maybe  felt  over 
nearly  half  the  world.  Knowing,  then, 
that  we  affect  the  nearest  and  dearest  inte- 
rests of  such  vast  multitudes  and  so  many 
millions,  am  I  wrong  in  saying  that  no 
language  can  describe,  no  measure  gauge 
the  magnitude  and  burden  of  the  respon- 
sibilities of  this  country,  and  of  this 
(Government,  and  of  this  House  ?  At  the 
present  moment,  what  do  we  know  of 
what  is  going  on  in  various  parts  of  this 
Empire?  In  South  Africa  there  is  a 
war,  a  war  it  may  be  with  savage  tribes, 
but  still  not  of  small  consequence ;  which, 
I  see  from  the  Papers  to-night,  is  said  to 
be  presenting  darker  features  by  every 
succeeding  mail — a  war  which,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  represents  the  Colonial  Office  here, 
requires  troops  and  artillery  to  be  sent 
out  by  succeeding  ships.  If  we  turn  to 
another  and  a  more  distant  portion  of 
the  Empire — ^to  the  Northern  parts  of 
India — we  find  there  troops  crossing  the 
Northern  frontier  seeking  a  fresh  post, 
fortifying  a  fresh  position,  and  suspicion 
and  alarm  are  spreading  throughout 
large  tracts  of  that  portion  of  Asia  which 
lies  conterminous  with  our  Northern 
Indian  frontier.  I  ask  this  House,  then, 
is  not  this  warring  enough  for  us  ?  Is 
it  not  worth  our  while  to  consider  this 
question  calmly,  without  passion,  and 
without  unworthy  jealousy  or  suspicion  ? 
I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  what 
is  the  condition — the  growing  and  sad- 
dening condition — of  not  a  little  of  our 
home  population ;  and  I  would  point  out 
to  the  Government  that  in  this  matter  I 
think  they  have  done — unintentionally, 
I  am  quite  sure — a  great  injustice  to  our 
home  population.  They  have  not  been 
with  the  public  clear  enough,  firm 
enough,  decisive  enough,  consistent 
enough.  They  have  not  had  these  vir- 
tues— their  speeches  of  to-day  being  in 
one  direction  and  those  of  to-morrow  in 
another  direction .  [  *  *  No,  no ! "  ]  I  am 
grieved  to  have  to  say  it,  but  I  Know  it 
to  be  true.  I  know,  also,  that  there  is 
scarcely  a  single  market  in  the  United 
Kingdom  connected  with  any  of  the 
great  interests  of  the  country  that  has 
not  been  disturbed  and  agitated  — 
and  when,  as  I  know  well  enough, 
there  is  a  deep  anxiety  amongst  em- 
ployers of  labour  in  almost  aU  the  indus- 
tries of  the  country,  and  an  increasing 
suffering  amongst  the  labourers,  I  say 
that  the  Government  should  be  extremely 
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careful  that  not  one  single  word  is  said 
by  it,  not  one  single  act  done  tliat  can 
shake  confidence  in  business  and  can 
bring  an  increase  of  the  troubles,  the 
inevitable  troubles,  with  which  for  a  time 
we  are  likely  to  be  surrounded.  Well, 
I  say  that  all  this  tells  me  that  this  mat- 
ter of  the  Eastern  Question,  and  the 
matter  of  this  particular  Vote,  are  things 
we  ought  to  look  at  calmly,  deliberately, 
and  conscientiously,  without  jealousy  and 
without  prejudice  ;  and  if  we  take  that 
course,  if  the  Government  will  take  that 
course,  I  believe  they  will  find  them- 
selves supported  honestly  and  fairly  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  I  want  us  to 
shake  off  this  miserable  nightmare  which 
has  so  long  oppressed  us,  and  for  ever 
to  cease  pursuing  a  phantom  which  I  am 
quite  satisfied  we  never  shall  overtake. 
I  would  declare  this — the  Government 
of  this  country  ought  to  declare  it — the 
time  is  not  far  distant,  I  believe,  when 
they  will  declare  it ;  I  think  it  is  now 
pretty  much  the  mind  of  the  people  of 
England — that  we  have  no  interest  in 
any  longer  taking  any  step  whatever  to 
maintain  the  Ottoman  rule  in  Europe — 
that  we  have  no  interest  in  cherishing  a 
perpetual  animosity  with  Eussia.  There 
are  two  policies  beiore  us — the  old  policy 
which,  if  we  leave  it  to  our  children, 
will  be  a  legacy  of  future  wars ;  the  new 
policy,  which  I  contend  for,  and  which  I 
preach,  and  which  if  we  adopt,  we  shall 
leave  to  our  country,  not  a  legacy  of  war, 
but  a  legacy  of  peace,  and  a  growing 
and  lasting  Mendship  with  one  of  the 
greatest  Empires  of  the  globe. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  Sir,  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  that,  a  short  time  ago, 
the  position  of  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  rising  to  speak  upon  this 
great  Eastern  Question  was  one  of  no 
alight  difficuliy  owing  to  the  meaning 
and  importance  which  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  attached  to  every  word 
we  uttered.  If  at  one  time  a  Minister 
in  a  clear,  distinct,  categorical,  unim- 
passioned,  dry  and  cold  manner  calls 
attention  to  the  daily  progress  of  nego- 
tiations, he  is  told,  because  the  cata- 
logue of  events  seems  to  tell  against 
one  of  the  combatants,  that  he  is  taking 
a  side.  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  come 
forward  and  say,  with  the  assurance  of 
our  own  convictions,  that  we  are  men  of 
peace,  we  are  then  told  that,  though  no 
one  can  suppose  it  possible,  we  are  guilty 
of   deceit ;    that  we    are    under  some 

Mr.  John  Bright 


strange   mesmeric   influence,    and  are 
fated  to  deceive  the  country.    That  was 
the  position  of  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment until  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  rose  and  said  he  had  no 
doubt  mat  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  for  two  years,  in  times  of  great 
difficulty,  preserved  the  peace  of  Europe. 
[Mr.  Bbight:    No,  the  peace  of  tiiis 
country.]    Of  course,  that  is  much  bet- 
ter; and  he  believes  that  now  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  anxious,  above 
tJl  things,  to  escape  war.    Therefore, 
we  are  now  no  longer  to  be  taunted  with 
being  a  war  Party.    You  would  not  be- 
lieve our  own  assertion,  but  you  will  be- 
lieve that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  who  is,  surely,  a  witness 
far  above  suspicion.      In  speaking  of 
what  he  called  the  blunders  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  quote  a  single  despatch  to  prove  the 
very  grave  offences  imputed ;  but  he  re- 
ferred to  the  streets,  to  rumours,  to  cer- 
tain newspapers,  and  to  the  feeling  of  the 
country  as  showing  that  the  Govern- 
ment, after  all,  had  been  in  favour  of 
war.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  lefb  the 
matter  in  some  confusion.     I  prefer, 
however,  to  adopt  his  first  assertion — 
that  we  have  done  our  best  to  preserve 
peace  for  the  country,  and  for  two  years 
have  succeeded.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  it  too  horrible  to  con- 
template the  Government  plimging  the 
country  into  difficulty  if  not  into  war, 
at  a  time  when,  as  he  said,  all  Europe 
was  glad  at  the  prospect  of  peace.    Tne 
use  of  the  word  **  glad  "  was  rather  sur- 
prising;  for  anyone  who  contemplates 
the  diplomatic  condition  of  Europe  just 
now  must  see  that  it  is  in  a  state  of  ap- 
prehension as  bad  almost  as  the  calamity 
of  war.   Then  the  right  kon.  Gentleman 
wandered  back,  as  he  had  often  wan- 
dered back,  to  the  days  of  Wellington 
and  Peel,  and  compared  the  Estimates 
of  those  halcyon  days  with  those  of  late 
years ;  but  the  right  hon.  Member  must 
have  forgotten  that  since  then  nations 
have  increased  their  armies  from  tens  to 
hundreds  of  thousands,  that  every  weapon 
of  war  costs  a  hundredfold  more,  that 
instead  of  one  man-of-war  costing,  as  in 
those  days,  £100,000,  high  class  vessels 
cost  more  than  £500,000,  and  that  the 
missile  now  fired  at  every  discharge  is 
about  the  size,  of  the  former  guns  them- 
selves.   Is  it  fair  to  compare  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  time  of  Wellington  and 
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Feel  with  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
day  ?  He  says — "  The  war  is  olosing ; 
why  prolong  it  ?  Why  throw  our  sword 
into  the  scale  when  other  nations  are 
sheathing  theirs  ?  "  It  is  the  one  thing 
we  are  trying  to  avoid.  "We  are  asking 
you  to  sanction  such  military  prepara- 
tion as  shall  enable  us  to  throw  our 
sword  into  the  scale  of  peace.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  it  is  usual  for 
the  parties  to  a  war  to  settle  the  terms 
of  peace  amdng  themselres;  but  he 
seems  to  have  forgotten  that  certain 
Treaties  exist.  He  forgets  the  Treaty 
of  1856,  the  parties  to  which  engage  to 
respect  the  independence  and -territorial 
inte^ty  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  guaran- 
tee m  common  the  observance  of  the 
engagement,  and  say  that  they  will  con- 
sider any  act  tending  to  its  violation  a 
question  of  general  interest.    He  for- 

fBts  the  Treaty  of  1871,  by  which  the 
owers  recomize  the  principle  that  no 
Power  can  lioerate  itself  from  a  Treaty 
without  the  consent  of  the  contracting 
parties;  and  he  has  the  hardihood  to 
tell  us  that  the  parties  to  this  war  ought 
to  settle  for  themselves  the  terms  of 
peace,  although  in  the  conditions  of  the 

Proposed  peace  there  is  hardly  one  which 
oes  not  affect  the  Articles  of  the  Treaty 
of  1856  which  relate  to  the  independence 
and  territorial  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire.  Mind,  I  am  not  for  one  mo- 
ment speaking  of  the  importance  or 
otherwise  of  maintaining  the  Articles  of 
the  Treaty ;  but  it  is  one  of  the  most 
monstrous  propositions  a  public  man 
could  advance  to  say  that  Kussia  and 
Turkey  should  settle  the  terms  of  peace 
between  themselves  without  consulting 
any  of  the  other  Powers  by  which  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  was  contracted.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  warned  us 
against  the  danger  of  disseminating  the 
principles  of  war.  Had  any  other  coun- 
try a  greater  interest  in  maintaining  the 
principles  of  peace?  The  whole  con- 
duct of  England  in  her  diplomacy  in  the 
East  has  been  to  avoid  a  desolating  war. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  oh  to 
say  that  this  £6,000,000  should  not  be 
used  to  lessen  the  freedom  of  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Turkey.  But  what  right,  I 
want  to  know,  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  throw  out  that  imputation? 
He  proceeded  to  discuss  the  various 
terms  of  the  conditions  of  peace,  but 
surely  at  the  present  moment  it  is  of 
great  importance  that  we  should  not 


discuss  the  different  isolated  points  when 
a  Congress  will  have  to  sit  upon  them. 
One  point  will  hang  upon  others,  and 
though  harmless  in  itself  it  may  be 
hurtml  in  combination  ;  and,  to  say  the 
least,  it  is  a  grave  imprudence  to  fore- 
stall the  action  of  the  Congress,  or  to 
say  that  such  and  such  a  point  is  not 
approved  by  the  majority  of  the  English 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster)  made  a  speech  which  convinced  me 
that  he  felt  very  uncertain  as  to  the  posi- 
tion which  he  adopted.  He  began  intend- 
ing to  make  a  strong  attack  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. He  denounced  tnis  Vote  as 
unconstitutional,  and  therefore  to  be  op- 
posed. Yet  he  seemed  to  contradict  him- 
self in  the  most  outrageous  maimer.  He 
said  this  great  subsidy  of  £6,000,000  was 
surely  a  temptation  to  extravagance ;  but 
as  he  went  on  he  said  it  was  quite  clear 
they  could  not  spend  it,  and,  therefore, 
the  proposal  was  a  sham.  Surely  these 
are  contradictory  proposals — which  of  the 
two  statements  wiU  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman abide  by  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  took  the  terms  of  peace  one 
by  one  and  examined  them  bit  by  bit ; 
whereas  they  should  be  considered  as  a 
whole,  and,  viewed  in  that  aspect,  the 
demands  of  Eussia  would  entirely  change 
the  condition  of  the  south-east  of  Europe. 
I  must  protest  against  what  I  thought  a 
great  indiscretion  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's part  when  he  committed  him- 
self to  the  statement  that  he  could  see 
no  objection  to  a  temporary  occupation 
of  Constantinople.  Surely  it  was  most 
unwise  for  one  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's position  to  make  such  an  admis- 
sion. It  should  be  remembered  that  it 
is  often  impossible  to  state  all  the  rea- 
sons of  your  action ;  it  is  often  matter  of 
the  highest  prudence  both  in  the  inte- 
rests of  peace  and  of  the  civilized  world 
that  you  should  hold  your  tongue.  I 
feel  myself  this  is  not  one  of  those  mo- 
ments when  we  should  indulge  in  mutual 
recrimination,  or  talk  of  missed  oppor- 
tunities in  times  gone  by ;  this  is  a  mo- 
ment when  every  Englishman  who  cares 
for  his  country  should  be  prepared  to 
drop  all  this  sort  of  thing.  The  present 
position  is  far  too  grave  for  that — as 
grave  as  any  country  can  well  be  placed 
in,  and  our  speeches  should  be  set  in  a 
tone  becoming  the  situation.  The  great 
point  before  us  is  whether  the  House 
will  consent  to  give  this  subsidy  to  Her 
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Majesty's  GK)yemment.  The  poaitioii 
should  be  looked  at  closely  as  a  whole. 
The  great  Eastern  Question  has  been 
the  apprehension  and,  I  might  say,  the 
torment  of  Europe  for  many  along  year. 
The  more  you  look  at  this  question  the 
more  you  will  be  struck  by  wnat  is  going 
on.  Europe  is  at  this  moment  one  vast 
camp.  Every  Power  has  for  the  last 
few  years  been  arming  to  the  teeth,  and 
the  soldiers  are  counted  by  tens  of  thou- 
sands, where  before  they  were  only 
numbered  by  thousands.  England  her- 
self is  quite  content  with  her  old  posi- 
tion ;  she  does  not  desire  any  conquests, 
and  has  no  selfish  interests  to  serve; 
but  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  movements  going  on  in 
Europe  which  are  cause  for  serious  ap- 
prehension. Surely,  then,  the  whole 
strength  of  the  country  ought  to  be 
placed  at  the  back  of  the  Government, 
m  order  that  they  may  be  prepared  for 
any  emergency,  and  enabled  to  meet 
•any  difficulty  that  may  occur  by  sea  or 
by  land.  We  are  told  that  this  will  be 
interpreted  as  a  War  Vote.  We  are  told 
that  if  these  £6,000,000  be  granted  it 
will  be  misinterpreted  by  the  Christians 
of  Turkey  as  intended  to  check  their 
rising  aspirations.  Now,  I  venture  to 
say,  of  all  the  Powers  in  the  world,  we 
are  the  least  likely  to  be  misapprehended 
in  that  way ;  for  though  we  have  not  by 
violent  excitement  or  appeals  to  arms 
sought  to  assist  the  Chnstians  in  times 
past,  we  have  done  what  is  ten  times 
more  valuable— through  our  agents  in 
every  part  of  the  Turkish  Empire  we 
have  consistently  supported  and  defended 
the  Christians  of  all  creeds  and  kinds. 
There  is  no  fear  that  this  will  be  misin- 
terpreted as  a  war  Vote  by  them.  Then 
it  IS  said  it  will  be  misinterpreted  by 
Turkey ;  but,  surely,  no  one  in  Turkey 
can  imagine  because  this  Vote  is  passed 
that  we  are  going  at  the  eleventh  hour 
to  rescue  her  £rom  the  fate  which  she 
has  brought  upon  herself.  Then  we 
are  told  that  it  will  be  misrepre- 
sented by  Europe.  Eemember  what 
happened  upon  the  breaking  out  of  the 
Crimean  War.  England  was  then  mis- 
represented because  she  did  not  show  by 
any  overt  act  or  say  by  the  language  of 
her  responsible  Ministers  that  her  mte- 
rests  should  not  be  trifled  with  or  her 
honour  impugned.  Eemember  the  mis- 
representation at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War,  and,  if  you  fear  any  now,   fear 

Viscount  Sandon 


much  more  the  serious  misrepresenta- 
tion you  may  incur  if  by  any  fatal  com- 
bination of  those  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House^whioh  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
believe — the  interests  of  England  be  put 
in  peril.  I  know  that  many  opposite  are 
actuated  by  the  same  feelings  as  our- 
selves, and  I  assure  them  that  should 
this  Vote  be  refused,  there  will  then 
arise  a  most  serious  misrepresentation  of 
English  feeling  and  English  intention 
which  would  mislead  the  whole  of  Europe 
and  might  precipitate  it  into  war.  For 
my  own  ps^,  ardently  devoted  as  I  am 
to  peace,  and  earnestly  as  I  desire  it,  I 
say  if  yoa  want  to  preserve  peace,  not 
only  at  this  moment,  but  to  lay  down 
such  terms  as  will  be  settled  by  the 
general  consent  of  Europe,  and  make 
tiiat  peace  lasting  and  endurable,  the 
real  course  is  to  pass  this  Vote,  and  in 
passinc;  it  you  will  be  passing  what  may 
be  trufy  called  the  most  peaceful  Vote 
this  country  has  ever  passed. 

Mb.  HEESCHELL  said,  that  because 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  Tthe  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  insisted  that  this 
country  should  not  be  dragged  into  this 
conflict,  but  should  continue  in  a  course 
of  neutrality  and  peace,  they  were  taunted 
with  being  impatriotic  and  Eussian — 
that  they  were  lovers  of  Eussia,  and 
cared  more  for  that  coimtry  than  for 
their  own  land.  Such  language  had 
been  heard  over  and  over  again,  and  it 
was  language  of  ^oss  misrepresentation, 
which  it  was  difficult  to  submit  to  in 
silence  and  with  patience.  Because  ^ey 
were  not  always  crying  out  about  pro- 
tecting British  interests  they  did  not  feel 
less  for  those  interests,  or  were  less  de- 
termined to  protect  them.  When  a  man 
was  always  protesting  his  honesty,  those 
who  heard  him  were  more  likely  to  Dutton 
up  their  pockets.  He  believed  they  were 
as  patriotic  and  cared  as  much  for  British 
interests  as  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
and  would  be  as  willing  to  make  every 
sacriflce  to  maintain  those  interests.  The 
great  cause  of  difference  between  them 
was  how  those  interests  could  be  best 
protected,  and  how  best  they  could  carry 
out  the  principle  of  neutrality.  But 
there  were  two  ways  of  carrying  out 
neutrality — one  was  always  bringing  us 
to  the  verge  of  war,  and  one  was  con- 
stant in  its  desire  for  maintaining  peace. 
He  did  not  charge  the  Gt)vemment  with 
saying  one  thing  and  meaning  another, 
but  he  did  charge  them  with  trying  to 
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carry  out  one  policy  in  a  double-headed 
sort  of  manner,  and  with  trying  to  satisfy 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  war  without 
displeasing  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
peace.  The  result  was,  that  they  were 
meeting  with  the  difficulties  usually  en- 
countered by  those  who  were  trying  to 
serve  two  masters.  They  knew  what 
had  happened  recently  when  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  resigned.  The  policy 
which  the  Government  had  desired  to 
carry  out  had  been  pursued  in  a  manner 
which  had  been  likely  to  lead  to  disaster. 
That  was  the  difficulty  which  many  of 
them  felt  when  the  Government  said — 
"leave  everything  to  us,"  because  they 
did  not  know  that  the  trust  would  be 
well  used.  In  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet 
to  the  Dardanelles,  there  was  that  double- 
headed  policy  of  which  he  complained. 
To  those  who  desired  peace  it  was  repre- 
sented that  it  was  only  intended  to  secure 
the  lives  and  the  property  of  British 
subjects  in  Constantinople,  whereas  to 
those  who  desired  war  it  was  represented 
as  being  a  grand  step  towards  the  pro- 
tection of  British  interests.  The  former 
had  been  stated  to  be  the  case  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary. But  were  Lord  Derby  and  Lord 
Carnarvon  so  forgetful  of  common  hu- 
manity, that  they  were  willing  to  sepa- 
rate themselves  ttom  the  Cabinet  rather 
than  to  consent  to  the  lives  and  property 
of  British  subjects  at  Constantinople 
being  rendered  secure  ?  He  thought  that 
could  not  for  a  moment  be  contended. 
And  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  last 
line  in  the  instructions  to  the  Fleet — 
**Keep  your  destination  absolutely  se- 
cret." Surely  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  let  all  the  world  know  that  our 
Fleet  was  being  sent  upon  an  errand  of 
mercy,  and  we  could  scarcely  attribute 
to  Eussia  the  utter  barbarism  of  endea- 
vouring to  prevent  us  protecting  our 
fellow-subjects  from  massacre.  The 
suggestion  that  the  Fleet  was  to  keep 
the  waterway  open  meant  that  any  re- 
sistence  that  it  met  with  was  to  be  over- 
come, and  that  meant  that  we  might 
find  ourselves  at  war  at  any  moment. 
Moreover,  the  Prime  Minister  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  departure  of  the  Fleet 
had  for  its  object  the  protection  of  British 
interests,  and  the  House  also  knew  what 
that  meant.  Li  these  circimistcuices,  he 
did  not  wonder  that  two  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  had  tendered  their  resignation. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken 


said  that  the  subject  of  the  bases  of 
peace  was  not  ripe  for  discussion.  But 
there  was  nothing  unfair  in  the  criticism 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  subject,  having 
regard  to  the  speech  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, the  foimdation  of  whose  argu- 
ment was  that  we  should  prepare  for 
war.  There  were  two  ways  of  dealing 
with  those  bases  of  peace  He  did  not 
say  that  you  should  place  implicit  re- 
liance in  Russia  any  more  tnan  any 
other  Power;  but  he  (Mr.  Herschell) 
strongly  deprecated  the  insinuation  con- 
veyed— not  by  word,  but  by  tone  and 
manner — ^by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  reading  the  bases  of  peace, 
that  the  assurances  of  Bussian  states- 
men were  not  to  be  believed  in  this 
country.  By  laying  down  conditions,  the 
Government  had  pledged  themselves  not 
to  interfere  unless  those  conditions  were 
broken ;  but  he  would  ask  which  of 
those  conditions  had  been  broken  or 
threatened  ?  He  deprecated  an  un- 
seemly jealousy  of  Eussia.  If  this  Em- 
pire were  in  peril,  we  should  all  be 
united  in  the  determination  to  expend 
our  treasure  and  life  blood  in  maintain- 
ing our  position  in  the  world ;  but  there 
was  nothing  inconsistent  with  that  de- 
termination in  relying  on  our  strength 
and  refusing  to  be  constantly  on  the 
watch  here  and  there  against  Eussia. 
He  did  not  make  light  of  the  differences 
between  Eussia  and  England,  but  he 
saw  no  reason  why  there  should  not  be 
peace  between  them.  Eussia,  it  was 
true,  was  a  great  military  despotism, 
bnt  this  very  war  would  probably  result 
in  great  reforms  being  made,  and  in  her 
becoming  a  mighty  and  free  nation.  If 
they  had  been  asked  to  vote  that  money 
because  they  were  on  the  brink  of  war, 
or  because  they  wished  to  make  prepa- 
rations for  war,  he  could  have  under- 
stood it ;  and  if  the  country  was  satisfied 
that  it  would  be  a  just  war  there  would 
be  great  readiness  in  granting  the  sup- 
plies. But  we  were  told  that  the  money 
was  not  wanted  for  war,  but  to  give  us 
strength  in  a  coming  Conference.  Now, 
he  did  not  believe  that  we  should  be  a 
bit  stronger  in  the  Conference  by  the 
voting  of  those  £6,000,000.  We  should 
be  strong  there  if  we  were  a  united 
people;  but  it  was  not  the  way  to 
make  us  a  united  people  to  force  such  a 
proposal  on  the  House  as  that,  or  to  use 
such  language  as  had  been  held  on  that 
subject.    We  should  be  strong  in  the 
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Conference  if  we  went  there  not  to  urge 
our  own  selfish  views  only,  but  to  con- 
sider the  general  interests  of  Europe. 
Then  we  should  not  stand  alone,  but 
would  have  the  support  of  other  Powers. 
But  if  we  were  only  to  look  to  Eng- 
lish interests  and  to  care  nothing  for 
those  of  other  countries,  then  we  should 
be  weak,  whether  the  House  voted 
£6,000,000  or  £60,000,000.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  should  record  his  vote  against 
the  proposal,  because  its  only  effect 
would  be  to  encourage  those  who  wanted 
to  urge  on  the  Government  to  more 
warlike  steps;  and  because,  if  the  House 
granted  that  Supply,  it  might  be  taken 
as  the  approval,  he  would  not  say  of  a 
war  policy,  but  of  a  policy  dangerously 
tending  in  the  direction  of  war. 

Mb.  GREENE  said,  that  what  he 
wished  all  along  was  that  this  country 
ehould  preserve  a  strict  neutrality,  and 
that  justice  should  be  done  to  both  sides. 
The  logical  conclusion  to  draw  from  the 
bag-and-baggage  policy  was  that  Eng- 
land should  go  to  war.  He  challenged 
the  Liberal  party  to  produce  even  a 
single  precedent  in  which  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  had  ever  opposed  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  in  diflScult  circum- 
stances like  the  present.  He  appealed 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Conservatives  in 
1854,  during  the  Alabama  dispute,  and 
at  the  time  of  the  Franco-German  War. 
He  contrasted  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Liberals  during  the  Recess  with  those 
they  had  delivered  in  the  House,  and 
said  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W .  E.  Forster)  reminded  him 
of  the  Egyptian  chariots  when  their 
wheels  were  taken  off — he  dragged 
heavily.  He  could  fancy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
Party  crying  to  be  delivered  from  his 
Friends.  It  had  been  charged  against 
fhe  Conservatives  that  they  wished  for 
war  in  order  to  provide  employment  for 
their  sons.  For  himself,  he  was  thank- 
ful he  had  only  one  son,  and  he  was 
glad  to  say  he  was  able  to  provide  for 
him — ^but  if  he  could  not  he  would 
prefer  putting  him  to  a  carpenter's,  or 
some  such  trade,  rather  than  send  him 
out  to  be  shot  at  for  6«.  a  day.  Talk 
about  the  feeling  of  the  country,  and 
about  public  meetings,  he  should  like 
to  have  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  about  these  meetings. 
He  would  be  able  to  tell  the  House 
whether  some  of  these  meetings  were 
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not  packed  meetings.  By  the  admis- 
sion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  the 
Government  had  kept  England  out 
of  the  war  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  he  (Mr.  Greene)  ventured  to  assert 
that  in  the  despatches  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  not  a  line 
could  be  found  indicative  of  a  desire  to 
depart  from  peace.  It  was  true  the 
Cabinet  had  resolved  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
of  Credit,  but  no  man  in  his  senses 
could  think  that  £6,000,000  would  be 
of  any  earthly  use  if  they  had  made  up 
their  minds  to  go  to  war.  It  had  been 
said  that  disunion  existed  in  the  Cabinet. 
Great  credit  was  due  to  the  head  of  the 
Government,  who  was  the  main  spirit 
of  the  Cabinet ;  but  he  would  ask  how 
was  it  possible  for  any  number  of  men 
to  meet  together  amongst  whom  there 
was  not  some  division,  although  they 
had  decided  upon  a  certain  course  of 
8W)tion?  The  Government  desired  to 
obtain  the  confidence  of  the  House,  and 
he  would  ask  whether  it  was  not  desir- 
able that  the  Government  should  place 
themselves  in  a  position  to  be  ready  for 
any  emergency  that  might  arise  ?  Some 
Members  of  the  LiberjQ  Party  had  been 
recentiy  making  speeches  which  were 
unworthy  of  them,  and  he  was  surprised 
that  they  could  now  come  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  look  like  injured 
innocents  while  they  asked  how  they 
could  be  to  blame  for  opposing  the  Vote? 
If  the  Conservatives  wanted  to  do  the 
Liberals  an  unkind  act  it  could  not  be 
more  effectually  done  than  by  letting 
them  into  office  in  the  present  crisis,  inas- 
much as  they  were  absolutely  without  a 
policy.  Their  great  Agitator  had  been 
making  a  speech  at  Oxford.  He  (Mr. 
Greene)  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  he  read  that  speech,  because 
he  knew  it  would  give  at  least  20  addi- 
tional votes  to  the  Government.  Un- 
fortunately, a  namesake  of  his  was 
present  at  the  meeting,  and  he  felt 
bound  to  say  that  he  was  ashamed  that 
any  man  of  the  name  of  Greene  should 
have  been  foimd  in  such  company.  As 
for  the  Opposition  generally,  they 
had  no  policv;  and  he  believed  they 
heartily  wished  themselves  out  of 
their  present  difficulty.  If  their  ob- 
ject was  to  get  the  Government  out 
of  office  and  get  themselves  in,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  they  must  show  a 
little    more    honesty    than    they    had 
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hi&erto  done.  He  felt  almost  oertain 
that  the  Opposition  would  not  force  a 
division  at  the  termination  of  this  de- 
bate ;  but,  even  if  they  did,  not  more 
than  about  seven  wise  men  would  be 
found  going  with  them  into  the  Lobby. 
In  condusion,  he  must  say  he  did  not 
think  he  had  ever  passed  a  duller 
evening. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  tiU  To-morrow, 

HOUSE  OCCUPIERS  DISQUALIFICATION 
REMOVAL  BILL-[BiLi/  46.] 

(^iV  Eetiry  Wolffy  Sir  Charles  Russelly  Sir  Charles 

Legardj  Mr,  Onslow,  Mr.  Ryder.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Snt  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House,  which 
was  represented  by  its  authors  as  a  BUI 
to  remove  an  anomaly,  was,  in  fact,  a 
measure  to  create  one.  He  was  not  con- 
cerned to  prove  that  it  violated  the 
principle  of  inhabitant  occupancy,  upon 
which  the  franchise  had  been  based  by 
the  Conservative  Government  in  1867. 
This  was  an  objection  to  be  raised  by 
Conservatives,  by  the  Attorney  General, 
or  by  the  Leader  of  the  House.  That 
which  he  alone  wished  to  show  was  that 
the  Bill  was  one  exceedingly  difficult  to 
understand,  and  the  operation  of  which 
it  was  hard  even  for  the  greatest  election 
lawyers  to  foresee.  He  had  consulted 
most  experienced  and  highly  qualified 
and  competent  lawyers  upon  the  BUI, 
and  they  took  opposite  views  as  to  what 
it  meant.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
from  a  Parliamentary  draftsman  second 
to  none  in  his  knowledge  of  this  sub- 
ject, in  which  he  wrote  that  the  Bill 
was 

"  ambiguous,  and  if  I  read  it  rightly,  creates 
instead  of  removing  an  anomaly.  Why  create 
an  anomalous  exception  to  the  rule  which  re- 
quires 12  months'  mhabitancy  as  a  condition  for 
the  franchise  under  the  Act  of  1867  P  If  a 
person  who  lets  his  house  for  part  of  the  year 
ought  not  thereby  to  lose  his  vote  (and  I  do  not 
say  that  he  ought),  let  him  have  it  under  the 
Act  of  1832.  But  where  a  franchise  depends 
upon  12  months'  inhabitancy,  it  seems  absurd 
to  give  it,  in  exceptional  cases,  to  persons  who 
have  not  inhabited  for  more  than  six  months. 
If  the  condition  of  inhabitancy  is  to  be  relaxed, 
it  ought  to  \>e  relaxed  generally." 


His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  agreed 
with  himself  in  wishing  to  remove  cer- 
tain hardships,  and  in  a  desire  to  some- 
what relax  tiie  conditions  required  for 
the  fr£inchise ;  but  while  he  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  desired  to  remove  hardships 
and  relax  conditions  generally,  and  as  re- 
garded all  classes  of  the  population,  his 
hon.  Friend  wished  to  remove  the  hard- 
ships in  the  case  of  one  class  alone,  and 
to  relax  conditions  only  in  the  one  case 
of  the  letters  of  furnished  houses.  The 
Bill  was  motived  upon  questions  that 
had  arisen  imder  the  Act  of  1867 ;  and, 
in  consequence,  he  feared  that  the  Judges 
would  read  it  Very  strictly  if  it  became 
law,  and  would  hold  that  it  had  no  bear- 
ing upon  the  Act  of  1882.  Passing  on 
from  these  preliminary  and  general  ob- 
jections, he  would  attempt  to  point  out 
some  of  the  difficulties  which  would 
arise  under  the  working  of  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  said  the  proper  title  would  be 
"A  Bill  to  shorten  the  period  of  resi- 
dence in  the  case  of  lodging-house 
keepers."  Should  his  instruction  be 
carried,  and  the  new  clauses  which  he 
proposed  be  added  to  the  Bill,  it  would 
then,  in  fact,  become  that  which  it  was 
not  at  present — a  Bill  to  remove  dis- 
qualifications in  the  case  of  all  classes  of 
the  community.  He  had  not  himself 
directly  opposed  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  much  as  he  objected  to  its  pro- 
visions ;  because  he  admitted  that  there 
was  a  case  for  some  measure  to  remove 
disqualifications.  There  were  several 
hardships  which  existed  under  the  pre- 
sent law,  and  which  were  not  mere 
questions  of  registration,  but  questions 
of  qualification  or  of  franchise;  but 
these  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole, 
and  upon  principle.  This  Bill  shortened 
the  period  of  residence  required  in  the 
case  of  a  particular  class — the  persons 
who  let  lodgings.  He  had  sooner  shorten 
it  for  all.  The  present  period,  which 
was  called  12  months,  became,  through 
the  working  of  our  registration  sys- 
tem, in  reality  two  years.  He  would 
gladly  see  the  period  shortened  to  six 
months,  which  would  in  reality  mean 
18  months ;  but  he  knew  that  a  majority 
of  the  House  would  not  be  prepared  to 
support  such  a  proposal,,  and  he  would 
not,  therefore,  place  it  before  the  House. 
Let  them  consider,  in  the  first  place,  the 
case,  as  it  would  stand  under  this  Bill, 
of  a  man  who  let  his  house  and  removed 
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into  another  house  in  the  same  borough. 
He  would  have  the  franchise,  as  the 
law  stood  at  the  present  time,  by  suc- 
cessive occupation  of  houses.  Now,  let 
them  take  the  case  of  a  man  who  let  his 
house  and  removed  into  lodgings  in  the 
same  borough.  He  would  lose  the 
franchise  at  the  present  time,  and  ought 
not  to  lose  it ;  but  the  proper  manner  to 
remove  this  hardship  woidd  be  to  carry 
the  instruction  to  the  Committee  which 
he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  proposed 
last  year,  and  to  insert  one  of  his  new 
clauses  to  give  equal  rights  to  a  duly- 
qualified  person  occupying  in  succession 
a  house  and  lodgings  of  a  sufficient  value 
with  those  possessed  by  a  person  occu- 
pying in  succession  a  house  and  a 
house.  No  reason  could  be  given 
against  this  change  in  the  law,  and  it 
was  by  a  mere  blunder  that  the  right  to 
claim  for  successive  occupation  was  not 
given  to  lodgers  in  1867.  The  third 
case  was  that  of  a  man  who  let  his 
house  and  removed  to  Timbuctoo.  Were 
the  Government,  who  objected  to  Re- 
form Bills  in  disguise,  and  to  tampering 
with  the  francluse,  prepared  to  stand 
up  and  say  that  a  man  ought  to  have 
the  franchise  as  an  inhabitant  occupier 
who,  having  taken  a  house  in  the 
borough  of  Christchurch,  started  the 
same  day  for  a  journey  in  Central 
Africa,  and  returning  12  months  after- 
wards— six  months  being  in  the  qualify- 
ing period  of  one  year  and  six  months  in 
the  qualifying  period  of  the  next  year — 
found  himself  on  the  register  imder  the 
provision  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill» 
Moreover,  after  being  once  on  in  this 
way,  he  might  go  away  for  12  months 
at  a  time  imder  the  provisions  of  this 
BiU,  six  months  being  in  one  qualifying 
year  and  six  months  being  in  another, 
and  yet  continually  retain  the  franchise 
as  an  inhabitant  occupier.  Not  only 
would  this  inhabitant  occupier  in  Tim- 
buctoo remain  upon  the  register,  but  if 
the  person  actually  occupying  the  house 
claimed  to  be  rated  under  the  occupa- 
tion clause  of  the  Act  of  1832,  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  believed  that  the 
under-tenant  could  get  on  too — though 
it  was  not  clear — a  direct  violation  of 
the  principle  that  the  same  premises 
should  not  confer  the  franchise  upon 
two  people,  which  was  laid  down  by 
the  Proviso  at  the  end  of  Clause  3  of 
the  Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act, 
1867.    There  were  so  many  difficulties 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 


that  occurred  to  him  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  that  it  seemed  almost  idle  to  raise 
the  whole  of  them  before  the  House; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  perhaps  the 
greatest  of  them  all  was  that  of  how  to 
attain  a  knowledge  of  the  length  of 
time  during  which  houses  were  let.  Take 
the  case,  which  was  not  uncommon,  of  a 
man  who  let  his  house  for  short  periods 
several  times  in  the  course  of  a  year. 
Who  was  to  keep  watch  and  to  add 
these  periods  up  and  discover  to  how 
many  months  they  amounted  on  the 
whole?  Were  the  overseers  or  the 
Party  agents  to  establish  and  to  pay  for 
the  necessary  spy  system  ?  He  repeated 
that  there  did  exist  hardships  in  con- 
nection with  the  law  of  qualification, 
and  he  proposed  to  remove  them  upon 
an  intelugent  principle,  hoping  that  the 
Government  would  some  day  see  the 
necessity  of  dealing  with  them  as  a 
whole  by  a  Bill  carefully  considered  by 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  of- 
feredto  make  the  term  "four"  months 
instead  of  "  six." 
Amendment  agreed  to;  word  substituted. 
Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

COMMONS. 

Select  Committee  appointedy  Six  Members  to 
be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Five  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  "  to  consider  every  Re- 
port made  by  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  cer- 
tifying the  expediency  of  any  Provisional  Order 
for  the  inclosure  or  regulation  of  a  Common, 
and  presented  to  the  House  during  the  present 
Session,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the 
confirmation  of  such  Order :" — Five  to  be  the 
quorum. 

Instruction  to  the  Committee,  That  they  have 
power,  with  respect  to  each  such  Provisional 
Order,  to  inquire  and  report  to  the  House  whe- 
ther liie  same  should  be  confirmed  by  Parlia- 
ment; and,  if  so,  whether  with  or  without 
modification ;  and,  in  the  event  of  their  being 
of  opinion  that  the  same  should  not  be  con- 
firmed, except  subject  to  modifications,  to  report 
such  modifications  accordingly  with  a  view  to 
such  Provisional  Order  being  remitted  to  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners. — {Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson.) 

TT7ENPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE. 
Select  Committee  appointed^  **  to  inquire  into 
the  Sixth  and  Seventh  Schedules  of  *  The  An- 
nual Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Act,  1877  : '  " 
—  Lord  Geokob  Cavendish,  Lord  Henry 
Thynne,  Sir  Robert  Anstruther,  Mr.  Beach, 
Mr.  Wentworth  Beaumont,  Mr.  George  Clive, 
Mr.  WiLBRAHAM  EoERTON,  Sir  Harcourt  John- 
stone, Mr.  Clare  Head,  Mr.  Spencer  Stan- 
hope, and  Mr.  Salt  : — ^Three  to  be  the  quorum. 
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Ifutruetion  to  the  Committee,  That  they  hare 
power  to  inquire  and  report  to  the  House  under 
what  conditions,  with  reference  to  the  rate  of 
interest,  expenses  of  management,  maintenance 
of  road,  payment  of  debt,  and  term  of  years, 
or  other  special  arrangements,  the  Acts  of  the 
Trusts  mentioned  should  be  continued. 

Ordered^  That  all  Petitions  referring  to  the 
continuance  or  discontinuance  of  Turnpike 
Trusts  be  referred  to  the  Committee.  —  {Mr. 
SaU.)  ^ 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (bOROTJGHS) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ybaman,  Bill  to  extend  the 
Hours  of  Polling  at  Parliamentary  Elections 
within  Boroughs,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Ybaman,  Dr.  Camekon,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowbn, 
Mr.  MuNTZ,  Dr.  Ward,  and  Mr.  Gouldino. 

^aipreutUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  98.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  Ut  February,  1878. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— -RV^^  Reading— 
Linen  and  Yam  Halls  (Dublin)  *  (11) ;  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Metropolis)  *  (12). 


PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS. 

The  Marquess  of  EIPON,  respecting 
the  complaiiit  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Granville),' a  few  evenings  since,  called 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Duke  the  Lord 
President  to  the  fact  that  the  Papers  re- 
ferring to  the  Eastern  Question,  and 
most  recentiy  laid  on  the  Tables  of  both 
Houses,  were  distributed  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  at  an 
early  hour  this  morning,  but  had  not 
reached  their  Lordships  as  soon. 

The  Dtjke  of  RICHMOND  aito 
GOBDON  said,  that  when  on  a  recent 
occasion  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) made  a  complaint  on  tiiis  subject, 
he  inquired,  and  was  informed,  that  the 
delay  in  the  delivery  of  the  Lords'  Pa- 
pers on  that  occasion  was  accidental.  He 
would  again  make  inquiry  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION  —  ADVANCE 

OF  THE  RUSSIAN  ARMIES. 

QUESTIONS. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
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ther  he  could  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  Pussian  advance  on 
Gallipoli  and  Constantinople  ? 

The  Earl  op  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
have  no  very  trustworthy  or  certain  in- 
formation as  to  the  latest  movements  of 
the  Eussian  troops.  We  heard,  two 
days  ago,  that  a  part  of  their  forces  had 
appeared  at  Bourgas  and  Tchorlu,  which 
latter  place  is,  I  beHeve,  about  60  miles 
from  (Constantinople.  We  also  heard  of 
their  occupying  certain  positions  on  the 
railway  from  Adrianople  towards  Con- 
stantinople ;  and  it  appears  that  a  detach- 
ment— I  do  not  know  of  what  strength 
— was  moving  southwards  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  ^gean.  We  have  not  heard 
recentiy  of  any  advance  in  the  direction 
of  Gallipoli.     

Earl  GEANYILLE  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl,  Whether  any  information 
has  reached  the  Foreign  Office,  as  to  the 
signing  of  the  armistice,  and  as  to  the 
terms  of  peace  ? 

The  Earl  op  DEEBY:  I  shall  be 
happy  to  lay  before  your  Lordships 
all  the  information  I  have  on  this  sub- 
ject. Early  this  morning  I  received  a 
communication  from  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador, which  was  substantially  in 
these  terms — 

"Received  a  telegram  from  Confltantinoplo 
to  the  following  effect : — *  We  learn  by  a  tele- 
gram from  our  Plenipotentiaries  just  received 
that  the  general  bases  of  the  armistice  and  of 
peace  wifl  be  signed  to-day  at  Adrianople.' " 

That  is  a  telegram  received  by  the 
Turkish  Ambassador,  and  dated  yester- 
day. If,  therefore,  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment were  rightly  informed,  the  signa- 
tures would  have  been  affixed  yesterday ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  we  have  not 
heard  that  the  signatures  have  been 
actually  affixed,  nor  h8U3  the  report  been 
confirmed  by  anything  we  have  heard 
from  our  Ambassador  at  Constantinople. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  I  have  not 
given  Notice,  but  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient,  if  the  Prime  Minister  would, 
on  Monday,  state  what  course  he  pro- 
poses with  reference  to  the  Business  of 
this  House. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Ut  Fehrmry,  1878. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BuA.%^See<md  Reading— 
Blind  and  Deaf -Mute  Children  (Education)  * 

Considered  as  amended — HouBe  Occupiers  Dis- 
qualification Removal  *  [45]  ;  Public  Parks 
(Scotland)  ♦  [34]. 


QUESTIONS, 


INDIA— MADRAS  HABBOUR. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  SMOLLETT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  In  what 
year  the  scheme  for  the  formation  of  a 
harbour  upon  the  co£ist  of  Coromandel 
at  Madras  was  approved  of  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Secreta3Py  of  State  for 
India,  and  what  was  the  original  esti- 
mated cost  of  that  underta&ng;  the 
name  of  the  projector  or  engineer  who 
framed  the  scheme  and  estimates,  and 
whether  he  was  a  servant  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  or  an  outsider ;  what  amount  of 
money  has  been  spent  upon  this  harbour 
up  to  the  present  date,  and  how  the 
charges  have  been  entered  in  the  financial 
accounts;  were  the  expenses  incurred 
included  in  the  ordinary  expenditure  of 
India,  or  was  the  scheme  classed  as  an 
extraordinary  and  reproductive  work; 
and,  what  is  the  present  position  of  this 
undertaking,  is  it  a  success  or  a  failure. 
Has  the  work  been  temporarily  laid 
aside,  or  has  it  been  permanently  aban- 
doned ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMHiTON,  in 
reply,  said,  the  scheme  was  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  on 
the  11th  of  March  1875,  on  the  earnest 
recommendation  of  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment. The  engineer  who  framed  the 
scheme  was  Mr.  Parkes,  of  28,  Abingdon 
Street,  Westminster,  The  estimate  was 
for  £628,000.  Mr.  Parkes,  who  was  the 
engineer  for  the  work,  was  not  a  member 
of  the  Government  in  the  Public  Works 
Department,  but  was  the  consulting  en- 
gineer of  ttie  Harbour  Works.  The 
amount  expended  last  year  was  £  140, 000, 
and    this   year    the  estimate  was  for 


£100,000.  This  money  was  shown  in 
the  accounts  as  advances.  Five  lacs  of 
the  sum  had  been  advanced  to  the  Ma- 
dras Government,  and  that  Government 
had  advanced  the  remainder.  The  present 
position  of  the  work  was  that  it  was  not 
yet  complete.  He  could  not  say  that  it 
had  vet  been  a  great  success.  There 
had  been  a  large  accumulation  of  sand, 
which  had  created  some  delay ;  but  Sir 
Andrew  Clarke  was  about  to  inspect  and 
report  upon  the  prospects  of  the  work. 


PRISONS  ACT— VISITING  COMMITTEES. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  HIBBERT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  Prisons  Act 
coming  into  operation  on  the  1st  of 
April  next,  it  is  his  intention  before 
that  day  to  prescribe  any  general  or 
special  rules  for  the  appomtment  of 
Viditing  Committees  of  Prisons ;  and, 
whether  the  present  Visiting  Justices 
wiU  be  empowered  to  act  after  the  Ist 
of  April  until  the  appointment  of  their 
successors  by  (Quarter  Sessions  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  hiis  intention  to  lay  on  the 
Table  in  10  days  or  a  fortnight  the  rules 
for  the  appointment  of  visiting  com- 
mittees of  prisons.  In  the  meantime  the 
Visiting  Justices  would  continue  to  act. 

COUNTY   BOARDS    BILL— PETTY   SES- 
SIONAL DISTRICTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther, before  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
County  Boards  BiU,  he  can  give  a  no- 
minal Return  of  the  Petty  Sessional 
Districts  in  each  county,  with  the  popu- 
lation and  the  number  of  guardians  in 
each  such  district ;  also  the  total  num- 
ber of  representatives  to  be  elected  in 
each  county,  specifying  the  number  to 
be  elected  by  the  magistrates,  by  the 
various  classes  of  boroughs,  and  by  the 
guardians  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  Two  tabular 
statements  have  been  prepared,  the  first 
showing  the  number  of  petty  sessional 
divisions  in  each  county  and  the  number 
of  members  who  would  serve  on  the 
various  county  boards  according  to  the 
plan  of  the  County  Boards  Bill;  the 
second  contains  a  list  of  unions  and  peti^ 
sessional  divisions  in  each  county.    A 
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nominal  Hetum  of  the  seyeral  petty  ses- 
fiional  divisions  can  likewise  be  given.  I 
will  move  for  all  of  these  on  Monday,  and 
they  will  be  distributed  in  a  few  days. 
As  regards  the  parishes  and  places  in 
each  petty  sessional  division,  there  is 
no  later  information  than  a  Betum  of 
1870,  and  there  have  been  changes  since 
that  time.  Without  such  a  Betum 
freshly  obtained  we  cannot  give  the 
population  of  each  petty  sessional  dis- 
trict ;  but  the  information  given  by  the 
Census  may  be  assumed  to  be  approxi- 
mately accurate. 

THE  ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION   ACT, 
1876.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OHAMBEELAIN  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  the  Reverend  George  Burgess,  Baptist 
Minister,  of  Monks  Risborough,  Bucks ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Burgess' 
application  for  the  admission  of  his  child, 
aged  six  years,  to  the  only  Public  Ele- 
mentary School  in  the  parish  was  refused 
on  the  7th  January  1 878,  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  not  previously  obtained  a 
certificate  of  admission  from  the 
Reverend  Thomas  Evetts,  Rector  of  the 
said  parish;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  section  4  of  **  The  Elementary 
Education  Act,  1876,"  which  makes  the 
parent  of  every  child  liable  in  penalties 
unless  he  causes  such  child  to  receive 
efficient  elementary  instruction,  it  is 
lawful  for  the  managers  of  a  Public 
Elementary  School  to  refuse  admission 
on  the  grounds  named,  and  thereby  to 
interpose  obstacles  in  the  way  of  parents 
desirous  of  obeying  the  Law  ? 

Viscount  SANl)ON:  A  letter  was 
received  recently  from  Monk's  Ris- 
borough, conveying  to  us  a  complaint  in 
somewhat  similar  terms  to  those  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question ;  it  was  sent, 
in  accordance  with  the  usage  of  the 
Department  in  all  such  cases,  to  the 
manager  of  the  school  against  which  the 
complaint  was  made,  for  his  remarks 
and  explanations.  We  have  not  yet 
received  a  reply ;  and  till  that  reply  is 
received  I  can,  of  course,  express  no 
opinion  on  the  matter. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION. 
'questions. 
Mb.  potter  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of    State    for     Foreign   Afiairs, 


Whether,  in  addition  to  the  other  infor- 
mation furnished  to  the  Foreign  Office 
by  Mr.  Layard,  the  British  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople,  he  can  lay  before  the 
House  an  approximate  account  of  the 
number  of  Bulgarians,  of  either  sex,  who 
have  been  put  to  death  by  the  Turkish 
authorities  in  the  districts  of  Adrianople 
and  Philippopolis  during  the  last  twelve 
months,  with  the  charges  upon  which 
they  were  executed  and  the  nature  of 
the  tribunals  before  which  they  were 
tried? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  All  the  information 
which  is  now  in  the  possession  of  the 
Foreign  Office  with  respect  to  the  subject 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  will  be 
found  in  the  Blue  Book  •'  Turkey  No.  1 ." 

Db.  KENEALY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  para^aph  in 
the  '*  Dailv  News,"  of  the  31st  January, 
quoting  »om  the  Paris  paper  '*  Le 
Gaulois ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  upon 
the  words,  ^*the  understanding  of  the 
Thfee  Emperors  is  completely  re-estab- 
lished with  a  view  to  the  definitive 
settlement  of  the  Eastern  Question;" 
and,  whether  he  has  learned  from  the 
Turkish  Government,  or  through  any 
other  source,  what  *'  the  resolutions  of 
the  Three  Emperors  "  are  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  communicate  them  to 
the  House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  can  give  no  further  informa- 
tion to  the  hon.  Gentleman  than  that 
which  I  gave  the  other  day — that  we 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  resolutions 
to  which  he  refers.  I  may  say  that  I 
have  seen  so  very  many  paragraphs  in 
the  newspapers  purporting  to  give  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  matters  connected 
with  this  Government,  or  communications 
which  are  supposed  to  have  been  made 
to  this  Government,  which  I  know  to  be 
incorrect,  that  I  do  not  attach  extreme 
weight  to  those  which  I  see  with  regard 
to  the  proceedings  of  other  Governments. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any 
of  the  money  proposed  to  be  taken  under 
the  Vote  of  Credit  has  already  been  ex- 
pended ;  and,  if  so,  how  much  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  In  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  l^e  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member, 
I  can  answer  it  at  once  by  saying  that 
none  of  the  proposed  Vote  has  been  ex- 
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pended.  I  can  only  farther  say,  that  if 
it  be  found  that  there  has  been  any  ex- 
cess in  our  military  expenditure,  money 
to  meet  it  will  be  asked  for  by  ttie  ordi- 
nary method  of  presenting  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate. 

The  Makqxtess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  can  inform  the  House  if  it  be 
true,  as  stated,  that  the  Government 
has  received  intelligence  that  a  docu- 
ment containing  the  bases  of  peace  and 
of  an  armistice  has  been  signed;  and 
whether,  if  that  be  so,  it  is  in  his  power 
to  inform  the  House  what  are  the  terms 
so  agreed  upon  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  information  which  we  have 
received  on  this  subject  will  be  con- 
tained in  a  very  short  despatch,  which 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  to-night,  and 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House.  It  is 
a  despatch  which  will  be  sent  by  Lord 
Derby  to  Mr.  Layard — 

"  February  1,  1878. 

"Sir, — I  have  to  inform  your  Excellenoy 
that  the  Turkish  Ambassador  communicated  to 
mo  to-day  a  telegraphic  despatch  from  the  Otto- 
man Government  to  the  effect  that,  according  to 
advices  received  from  their  plenipotentiaries, 
the  general  bases  of  an  armistice  and  of  peace 
would  be  signed  yesterday  at  Adrianople." 

We  have  no  information  that  the  docu- 
ment containing  the  bases  of  peace  has 
been  actually  signed,  and  none  as  to 
their  nature. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE . 
THE  SUPPLEMENTAEY  ESTIMATE. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [SEOOND  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [31st  January],  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for 
Committee  of  Supply). 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<<  this  House,  having  been  informed  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  that  the  conditions  on 
which  Her  Majesty's  neutrality  is  founded  had 
not  been  infringed  by  either  belligerent  'en- 
gaged in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe,  and 
having  since  received  no  information  sufficient 

The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer 


to  justify  a  departure  from  the  policy  of  neutra- 
lity and  peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding  to  the 
burthens  of  the  people  by  voting  unnecessary 
Supplies,"— (ifr.  William  Edward  Forttery) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  said,  it  was  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretiuy, 
who  in  his  dealings  with  individuals  and 
deputations,  to  say  the  least,  maintained 
the  good  old  traditions  of  official  cour- 
tesy, should  have  introduced  into  the 
discussions  of  the  House  a  method  of 
debate  which  he  would  not  attempt  to 
characterize  by  any  disparaging  epithet ; 
but  of  which  he  would  only  say  that, 
especially  as  a  contrast  to  the  temperate 
and  carefully  reasoned  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  whom  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  answering,  many 
who  sat  on  the  benches  behind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
must  have  listened  to  with  regret.  They 
must  have  regretted  when  ne  told  the 
House  that  an  evil  spirit  was  lurking  in 
the  Amendment ;  and  he  was  sure  they 
did  so  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  a  '*  lying  spirit"  was  evinced 
in  many  of  the  speeches  made  in  the 
coimtry — an  epithet  which,  if  it  had 
been  applied  to  any  individual  Member, 
lAjc,  Speaker  would  not  have  allowed  to 
go  unchallenged;  but  which,  as  a  collec- 
tive compliment,  he  supposed  Liberal 
Members  were  intended  to  divide  among 
themselves  at  their  leisure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  challenged  them 
to  speak  in  the  House  as  they  had 
spoken  in  the  country.  He^(Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  did  not  know  to  whom  that 
challenge  ai>plied.  He  was  there  to  an- 
swer it  to-niffht.  He  earnestly  hoped, 
however,  in  me  interest  of  the  order  and 
decency  of  public  discussion  in  these 
heated  times,  that  the  Home  Secretary 
would  not  find  it  necessary  to  speak  in 
the  country  as  he  had  spoken  in  the 
House.  When  they  read  in  the  papers 
of  what  had  happened  the  day  before 
yesterday  at  Manchester,  and  the  still 
more  alarming  account  of  what  happened 
yesterday  in  the  Oifry  of  London,  they 
could  not  but  fear  lest  some  of  their 
greatest  seats  of  wealth  should  be  set  in 
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a  blaze  if  only  a  few  sentences  should  be 
uttered  there  such  as  had  fallen  in  that 
House  last  night  from  the  official  re- 
presentative or  public  order  and  of  the 
majesty  of  the  law.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  was  indignant  with  them  be- 
cause they  had  called  his  Party  a  war 
Party,  and  because  they  had  argued  as 
if  the  proceedings  of  the  Government 
had  a  warlike  tendency.  Now  it  was 
rather  hard  that  when  &ere  was  a  Vote 
before  the  House,  which  they  were  told 
thejr  must  not  call  a  sham  Vote,  but 
which  asked  for  a  simi  of  money  to  be 
distinctly  expended  on  naval  and  mili- 
tary matters,  amounting  to  one  quarter 
of  the  combined  Naval  and  Military 
Estimates  of  the  year,  they  were  to  be 
prevented  from  thinking  mat  it  had  a 
warlike  tendency,  especially  when  ac- 
companied by  solemn  and  significant  in- 
timations about  the  advance  of  the  Bus- 
sian  Armies,  by  dark  hints  about  Russian 
projects,  and  insinuations  against  Bus- 
sian  honour  and  veracity.  He  would  not 
read  again  the  definite  assurances  given 
by  the  Bussian  Government,  both  about 
the  permanent  occupation  of  Constanti- 
nople and  as  to  the  Dftrdanelles ;  but 
he  asked  if  the  Government  did  not  be- 
lieve those  assurances,  why  did  they 
take  so  much  trouble  to  get  them  ?  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  they  did  believe 
Bussia,  why,  in  the  name  of  European 
peace  and  the  dignity  of  their  own  coun- 
ttjy  did  they  go  on  talking  as  if  they 
distrusted  her?  The  events  of  yester- 
day threw  light  on  several  things.  In 
several  parts  of  the  metropolis  and  its 
suburbs  meetings  were  disturbed  by  or- 
ganized gangs— ["No !  "] — well,  for  the 
sake  of  hon.  GTentlemen  opposite,  he 
would  withdraw  the  word  *'  organized ; " 
it  did  not  add  anything  to  his  argument. 
Private  rooms  were  entered  and  sacked, 
as  if  they  had  been  Bulgarian  villages, 
windows  and  doors  were  destroyed, 
large  mobs  of  well-dressed  people  were 
assembled  and  alternately  cheered  the 
Turk,  cried  "  Down  with  Bussia,"  and 
gave  three  cheers  for  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  Fezzes  were  lifted  up ;  there 
were  Turkish  banners,  and  what  was 
much  more  serious,  there  were  men,  and 
some  of  them  of  advanced  age,  whose 
only  object  was  at  this  great  crisis  of 
the  national  history  to  give  an  opinion 
on  national  affairs,  who  were  hustled, 
ill-used,  and  driven  off  the  scene  by 
violence.  A  deputation  afterwards  came 


down  to  that  House  to  give  the  Ministry 
a  history  of  these  riotous  and  illegal 
proceedm^.  They  were  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Postmaster  General. 
They  informed  Her  Majesty's  Post- 
master General,  in  the  elegant  lan- 
guage of  the  deputation,  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Government  had 
not  the  pluck  to  risk  their  lives 
and  limbs  in  the  business  of  the  meet- 
ing, but  were  obliged  to  disappear 
down  back  stairs;  and  the  only  judg- 
ment the  noble  Lord  thought  fit  to  pass 
on  those  proceedings  was  to  tell  the 
deputation  that  he  was  glad  the  City  had 
done  its  duly.  If  that  was  the  way  in 
which  the  Ministry  discouraged  war 
passions,  all  he  could  say  was  that  he 
should  not  hesitate  to  characterize  them 
as  the  leaders  of  the  war  Party,  even 
although,  as  the  result  of  giving  that 
opinion,  his  windows  were  broken  with 
the  approbation  of  Her  Majesty's  Post- 
master General.  He  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  right,  and 
that  this  was  not  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence. It  was  not  a  Vote  on  which 
they  could  argue  out  the  Irish  policy  or 
Colonial  policy  of  the  Qt)vemment.  But 
none  the  less  was  it  certain  that  a  Vote 
of  Credit  for  £6,000,000,  after  the  dis- 
closures which  have  been  made  both  here 
and  in  "another  pltwje"  on  this  day 
week,  was  a  Vote  of  the  most  unlimited, 
the  most  unprecedented,  and,  as  far  as 
his  side  of  the  House  was  concerned, 
the  most  strangely  earned  confidence 
that  ever  was  asked  by  a  Government 
before.  It  was  useless  to  refer  to  the 
Vote  of  1870  as  a  precedent  for  the 

E resent  one.  There  was  no  analogy 
etween  the  two  situations.  In  1870  a 
war  was  not  ending,  but  a  gigantic  war 
was  only  beginning.  It  was  then  the 
opinion  of  our  military  authorities  that 
the  French  was  the  stronger  of  the  two 
armies,  and  there  was  a  belief  that 
Germany  would  soon  be  at  the  feet  of 
France.  The  annexation  of  Belgium 
was,  therefore,  apprehended,  to  prevent 
which  was  the  unanimous  wish  of  the 
country  and  of  Parliament.  Therefore 
Parliament,  almost  in  silence  and  almost 
without  opposition,  placed  a  very  mode- 
rate Vote  of  Credit  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Ministry.  They  did  it  with  an  alacrity 
which  showed  two  things — ^first,  that 
they  were  convinced  that  the  Govern- 
ment knew  the  policy  of  the  country, 
and  that  the  country  understood    the 
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policy  of  the  Ooyemment.  What,  eroe- 
oially  in  this  last  respect,  was  that 
position  compared  with  this?  If  this 
was  not  a  serious  question ;  if  they  were 
not  to  argue  it  upon  solid  and  substantial 
grounds;  if  what  was  wanted  was  not 
money,  but  the  power  of  being  able  to 
say  during  the  Eecess  that  something 
had  been  done  to  make  good  the  brave 
words  that  had  been  so  freely  used ;  if 
what  had  caused  this  demonstration 
was  not  the  advance  of  the  Bussians 
towards  Gallipoli,  but  the  incursion  of 
three  hon.  BaronetS;  with  40,  or  was  it 
70,  hon.  Members  behind  them,  into 
the  room  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, then  all  he  would  say  was  that 
he  did  not  know  what  class  or  order  of 
men  had  most  reason  to  complain — 
Parliament,  which  it  had  befooled ;  the 
woollen  and  cotton  manufacturers,  whose 
orders  had  been  countermanded;  the 
working  men  who  had  lost  their  employ- 
ment ;  or  the  parents,  who  were  led  to 
believe  that  their  sons  were  about  to  be 
sent  out  in  thousands  to  be  shot.  The 
repetition  of  the  policy  of  the  Crimean 
War  had  been  described  by  a  high 
authority  as  insane.  He  neither  chal- 
lenged nor  endorsed  that  decision ;  but 
a  repetition  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  of 
1870,  unless  the  money  was  really 
wanted,  was  a  proceeding  which  par- 
took of  the  nature  both  of  insanity 
and  of  inanity.  He,  for  one,  how- 
ever, refused  to  look  upon  the  pre- 
sent as  a  sham  Vote.  Xi  appeared  to 
him  rather  in  the  light  of  a  solemn 
appeal  to  Parliament  to  place  the 
sword  of  Great  Britain,  belt,  scabbard, 
and  all,  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That  being  so,  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  its  recent  proceedings 
were  so  re-assuring  that  it  could  safely 
be  trusted  with  the  future  of  the  Empire. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
the  House  that  the  bases  of  peace  were 
elastic,  and  admitted  of  more  than  one 
interoretation ;  and,  therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  them  to  arm  before 
going  into  the  approaching  Conference. 
Almost  in  the  same  breath  he  had  told 
Parliament  that  those  bases  of  peace,  or 
some  of  them,  concerned  other  Powers 
even  more  immediately  than  they  did 
England;  but  he  did  not  at  the  same 
time  inform  the  House  that  those 
Powers  had  armed.  Austria  had  not 
especially  armed,  nor  had  France,  nor 
Prussia ;  and  yet  none  of  these  Powers 
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spent  anything  like  the  immense  annual 
sum  which  the  House  of  Commons  voted 
for  our  Army  and  Navy  Departments. 
So  that  it  would  appear  that  England 
was  the  only  Power  in  Europe  that  could 
not  go  into  a  Conference  without  special 
preparations.  The  intelli^nt  foreigner, 
who  had  obliged  his  right  hon.  Friend 
with  a  peroration,  described  the  policy 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  pursuing 
as  a  wise  and  prudent  policy ;  but  it  was 
a  question  whether  that  foreigner  would 
have  recommended  the  same  course  to 
his  own  country.  No  doubt  he  was 
sufficiently  intelligent  to  recognize  that 
wisdom  and  prudence,  in  the  carefully 
disguised  form  in  which  he  recommended 
them  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  were 
virtues  which  had  better  not  begin 
at  home.  The  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man,  or  at  any  rate  the  Minister  who 
sat  on  his  right  (Mr.  Cross),  had  de- 
scribed the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  that  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Forster)  as  va^e  and  indefinite.  Far 
from  beings  eimer  vague  or  indefinite 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  clearly  laid 
down  what  he  would  fight  for,  and  what 
he  would  diplomatise  for.  But  that  was 
not  so  with  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  who  had  given  the 
House  no  explanations  on  the  exact 
points  on  which  he  would  insist  with 
Kussia.  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  had 
given  rumours  and  innuendoes  which  he 
might  have  left  with  the  irresponsible 
Members  of  his  Party.  He  did  not  say 
what  was  to  be  the  C(mub  heUi  or  the 
casus  armandi.  All  he  asked  was  that  the 
Government  might  be  enabled  to  speak 
with  the  voice  of  Great  Britfdn  at  its 
back.  Now,  he  thought  that  those  who 
sat  on  the  Opposition  benches  knew 
pretty  well  what  the  voice  of  Great 
Britain  was;  what  they  wished  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  was  the  voice  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  With  the  assembling 
of  a  Conference  the  neutrality  of  this 
country  came  to  an  end,  and  the  policy 
of  Great  Britain  would  come  to  the  front. 
The  manifest  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  use  this  Vote  in  support  of 
the  policy  which  they  meant  to  pursue, 
and  therefore  the  House  ought  to  be  in- 
formed distinctly  what  that  policy  was. 
It  was  no  use  going  back  to  the  de- 
clarations of  the  past.  Those  declara- 
tions had  been  made  while  there  was 
one  man  in  the  Cabinet  who  sympathised 
with  the  Opposition   on    the  Eastern 
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Question;  but  now  the  only  man  who 
held  these  opinions  had  been  squeezed 
out  of  the  Cabinet.  They  could  not  go 
back,  therefore,  to  the  speeches  of  Lord 
Carnarvon,  or  to  the  speeches  of  Lord 
Derby,  Lord  SaKsbury,  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Home  Departaient,  while  they 
still  had  the  honour  of  being  the  Col- 
leagues of  Lord  Carnarvon.  They  must 
look  to  the  opinions  of  a  Minister  who, 
after  the  ^at  victory  he  had  won — ^for 
it  was  a  victory  to  get  rid  of  a  dissentient 
Colleague  without  breaking  up  his  Go- 
vernment— ^had  now,  he  would  not  say  an 
undisputed,  but  certainly  a  somewhat  less 
disputed  authority.  What,  therefore,  he 
asked,  were  the  British  interests  to  which 
the  Prime  Minister  attached  importance  ? 
In  the  eyes  of  those  sitting  on  the  Op- 
position benches,  British  interests  de- 
manded, first  of  all,  the  final  settlement 
of  the  Eastern  Question,  and  the  final 
and  complete  tranquillization  of  Southern 
Europe.  That  desired  consummation 
would  not  be  attained  until  the  outrages 
under  which  these  Provinces  had  been 
groaning  for  centuries  were  supplanted 
by  an  efficient  government  which  would 
inflict  no  such  injustice  upon  them  in 
future.  On  this  point  Lord  Derby  had 
spoken  in  these  most  decided  terms — 

''I  do  not  Tinderstand  the  detenniiiation  of 
otir  elder  Btatesmen  to  stand  by  the  TurkiBh 
rule  whether  right  or  wrong.  I  think  we  are 
making  ourselves  enemies  of  races  which  will 
Tery  soon  become  dominant  races,  and  I  think 
we  are  keeping  back  cotintries  by  whose  im- 
provement we,  as  great  traders  in  the  world, 
shall  be  great  gainers." 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  Lord  Derby 
but  in  1867.  But  what  were  the  opinions 
of  the  Prime  Minister  in  one  of  his  recent 
utterances?  At  the  Guildhall  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  declared  himself  to  be 
in  favour  of  the  integrity  of  Turkey, 
while  in  the  same  breath  he  said  that 
this  country  was  prepared  to  fight  one, 
two,  or  three  campaigns.  Everyone  could 
imderstand  what  such  statements,  made 
in  such  collocation,  by  the  most  respon- 
sible man  in  the  coimtry  at  such  a 
time  must  inevitably  mean ;  and  now 
came  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  asked  Parliament  to 
vote  a  very  large  sum  of  money  to  be 
used  in  equipping  military  expeditions 
in  support,  it  was  supposed,  of  a  policy 
which  Lord  Beaconsneld  had  publicly 
announced,  and  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  never  retracted  or  explained  away. 


But  he  came  now  to  Bulgaria,  and  it 
was,  he  thought,  impossible  to  have 
heard  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
speaking  of  that  country  and  the  com- 
parison which  he  made  between  it  and 
the  West  and  South-west  of  England 
without  feeling  that  we  were  going  into 
a  Conference  under  conditions  in  which 
British  interests  were  likely  to  receive  a 
very  dangerous  extension  and   a  very 

Eerverted  construction.  On  this  point 
e  could  not  help  referring  to  the  ap- 
pointment as  Ambassador  at  the  Court 
of  Vienna  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot.  He  de- 
sired to  speak  with  all  respect  of  Sir 
Henry  Elliot,  as  for  every  member  of 
his  illustrious  family.  The  views  which 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  held  upon  the  rela- 
tion of  the  Christian  races  to  Turkey 
were  perfectly  legitimate  in  themselves; 
but  as  the  views  of  our  Ambassador  at 
the  Austrian  Court,  they  were  only  too 
likely — and  the  thought  was  an  alarming 
one— -to  cause  Austria  andEnglandtoplay 
into  each  other's  hands  at  the  Conference 
now  approaching.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  told  the  House  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  lovers  of 
freedom  and  supporters  of  all  that  was 
noble;  but  his  right  hon  Friend  was 
mistaken  if  he  imagined  that  when  they 
loved  freedom  they  loved  it  in  such  a 
way  that  the  idea  in  any  degree  entered 
their  thoughts  of  limiting  the  liberties 
of  Bulgaria,  even  though  the  extension 
of  those  liberties  should  carry  peace  and 
order  from  the  boundaries  of  Servia  to 
the  ^gean  Sea.  Certainly  the  people 
of  En^and  had  not  yet  forgotten  that 
Tatar  Bazardjik  and  Batak,  where  the 
worst  atrocities  had  been  committed, 
lay  within  the  boundaries  of  those  very 
districts.  There  was  another  point 
upon  which  England  would  have  to 
say  yes  or  no  at  the  Conference,  and 
with  regard  to  which  her  answer  would 
be  emphasized  by  this  Vote.  During 
the  last  18  months  there  had  been  an 
unfortunate  tendency  to  excite  public 
feeling  against  oppressed  races,  whose 
only  faults  were  those  which  naturally 
sprung  from  their  having  been  so 
long  oppressed,  and  against  those  coun- 
tries which,  by  a  feeling  of  kindred 
race,  were  inclined  to  take  up  cudgels 
for  their  neighbours  who  lived  across 
the  borders.  In  society  and  in  a  portion 
of  the  Press  there  was  a  tendency  to 
decry  and  depreciate  the  victims  of  op- 
pression which  always  came  to  the  front 
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when  the  attempt  was  made  to  free  the 
oppressed.  Just  as  in  the  war  between  the 
North  and  South  there  were  people  al- 
ways sajing  that  the  Amerioan  negro 
was  brutal  and  idle,  and  undeserving 
of  sympathy,  just  as  in  the  war  between 
France  and  Austria  in  1859  it  was  said 
that  the  Italians  of  Lombardy  were 
cowardly  and  treacherous,  so  we  were 
told  now  that  the  G-reeks  were  schemers, 
and  the  Montenegrins  savages.  With 
regard  to  the  Servians,  he  could  not  for- 
get the  fact  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
never  lost  the  opportunity  of  denouncing 
their  conduct — [MinUterial  cheers]  —  in 
terms  which  would  be  fitting  and  proper 
if  they  had  come  from  the  hon.  (Jentle- 
men  who  had  just  cheered,  but  which 
were  ominous  and  significant  when  they 
were  expressed  by  a  Prime  Minister. 
If  England  went  into  this  Conference 
armed,  the  Premier,  it  was  feared, 
would  make  use  of  the  prestige  given 
by  this  Vote,  and  ofEer  to  the  Servians 
some  practical  proof  that  they  had  in- 
curred the  disapprobation  of  England. 
Now,  the  Britisn  taxpayer,  possibly, 
had  no  great  admiration  for  the  Ser- 
vians ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
want  his  money  to  be  spent  in  fighting 
against  them.  He  did  not  want  to  be 
taxed  4d,  in  the  pound  because  a  nation 
of  1,100,000  pig  drivers,  whom  he  had 
never  heard  of  imtil  the  l£ist  two  years, 
had  committed  an  imgentlemanly  action 
somewhere  in  the  centre  of  Europe.  A 
few  weeks  might  decide  whether  Gbeece 
was  to  be  a  nation  any  longer ;  whether 
Thessaly  and  Epirus  were  not  only  to 
continue  to  suffer  the  tyranny  which 
they  had  endured  for  centuries  ;  but 
whether  all  the  ruffians  and  desperadoes 
who  had  been  driven  from  the  emanci- 
pated Slavonian  Provinces  were  to  be 
allowed  to  concentrate  upon  those  two 
wretched  districts  the  cruelties  which 
they  had  not  been  allowed  to  exercise 
elsewhere.  The  sympathy  of  this  country 
with  Greece  was  historical.  That  sym- 
pathy had  inspired  some  of  our  noblest 
poetry.  It  had  added  a  page  to  our 
naval  triumphs.  It  was  the  special 
glory  of  our  (uplomacy.  It  was  identified 
with  a  statesman  who  had  the  rare  good 
fortune  of  having  left  a  memory  wnich 
was  cherished  by  both  the  great  Parties 
of  the  State.  The  country  wished  well  to 
Greece.  We  had  surrendered  Islands 
to  her  in  deference  to  Greek  national 
feeling— Islands  which  she  had  governed 
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honestly  and  faithfully  in  the  interests 
of  the  populations.  And  surely  England 
could  not  now  insist  that  terms  should 
be  enforced  which  would  replace  Greeks 
imder  the  misgovemment  of  Turkey, 
conducted  in  the  sole  interests  of  Con- 
stantinople Pashas.  The  substance  of  a 
despatch,  published  apparently  through 
the  indiscretion  of  a  Greek  Minister, 
showed  that  the  influence  of  Great 
Britain  had  not  been  used  so  effectually 
as  it  might  have  been  against  the  root  of 
the  bad  feeling  between  Ghreece  and 
Turkey.  Our  Government,  as  a  go- 
between,  had  handed  from  Turkey  to 
Greece  a  despatch  which  complained  in 
a  threatening  manner  that  the  non- 
official  Press  of  Greece  was  writing 
against  Turkish  interests,  and  insisted 
or  suggested  that  the  official  Press  of 
Greece  should  write  down  the  national 
aspirations.  This  country  valued  its  free 
Press  almost  as  much  as  its  Parlia- 
mentary institutions.  So  susceptible 
were  we  on  this  point  that  when  Napo- 
leon was  at  the  neight  of  his  power  at 
the  commencement  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, we  went  to  war  with  him  because 
he  suggested  an  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  the  London  IVess.  And  yet 
the  influence  of  such  a  counby  as  this 
was  to  be  employed  in  forcing  upon 
Greece  those  opinions  of  the  dignity  of 
literature  which  had  found  a  place  in 
the  breast  of  an  Oriental  despot,  and 
this  by  a  Government  which  was  now 
asking  for  this  Vote  of  £6,000,000  in 
order  to  maintain  what  they  called 
English  honour.  The  news  of  that 
day  showed  that  if  war  was  renewed 
or  prolonged,  Ghreece  intended  to  assert 
herself,  and  remember  her  ancient  tra- 
ditions ;  and  if  this  Vote  led  this  coun- 
try into  war,  we  should  have  to  fight 
not  only  against  Bussia,  but  against 
the  allies  of  Bussia ;  not  only  with  Tur- 
key, but  against  the  enemies  of  Turkey. 
And  the  first  of  these  enemies,  and  the 
one  most  helplessly  exposed  to  our 
strokes  would  be  the  Greece  which  Can- 
ning protected,  and  for  which  Byron 
died.  The  position  of  England  and 
Bussia  was  almost  unprecedented  in 
history.  During  the  year  preceding 
the  present  war  we  had  acted  with 
Bussia  in  the  most  important  part  of 
her  foreign  policy.  Bussia  and  Eng- 
land both  remonstrated  against  Bul- 
garian massacres.  Bussia  and  England 
both  demanded  the  punishment  of  the 
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perpetrators  of  those  massacres.  The 
Turks  treated  our  remonstrances  equally 
with  those  of  Eussia  as  waste-paper. 
England  and  Bussia  had  acted  together 
at  the  Conference.  The  Turks  had 
thrown  our  proposals  in  both  our  faces. 
England  and  Kussia  had  attempted  a 
find  settlement  of  affairs  by  the  London 
Protocol ;  but,  failing  in  this,  at  last  Bus- 
sia went  to  work  to  enforce  demands 
which  were  the  demands  of  England  as 
well  as  her  own;  but  demands  which 
England  was  not  willing  itself  to  enforce. 
That  war  was  now  coming  to  an  end.  He 
believed,  indeed,  that  if  this  ill-omened 
Vote  were  not  upon  the  Table  the  war 
would  have  been  at  an  end  already.  The 
question  now  was  the  compensation  to 
Bussia  for  the  great  loss  of  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men  and  the  tens  of 
millions  of  money  which  she  had  spent  in 
carrying  out  the  decrees  of  Europe.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  anybody  in  tms  coxm- 
try  would  express  satisfaction  at  Bussia 
gaining  an  increase  of  territory ;  but  a 
genersd  opinion  prevailed  that  it  would 
be  unjust  and  ungenerous  for  us  to  step 
in  at  the  eleventh  hour  and  to  tell  Bussia 
that  she  was  not  to  have  some  solid  ad- 
vantage in  return  for  all  her  sacrifices. 
That  was  the  general  feeling  of  the 
country  at  lar^e.  It  was  the  wish  of 
Lord  iBeaconsneld  that  Bussia  should 
have  nothing.  ["  No,  no ! "]  WeU, 
then,  he  was  unfortunate  in  his  lan- 
guage, for  he  expressed  that  wish  in 
the  dangerous  form  of  a  sneer  against 
the  Sovereign  of  a  sensitive  and  high- 
spirited  people  at  a  pro-Turkish  de- 
monstration— for  the  Guildhall  banquet 
was  nothing  less  than  a  pro-Turkish  de- 
monstration— in  the  presence  of  the  Am- 
bassador of  the  country  with  whom  the 
Czar  was  at  war.  K  the  Bussian  Mi- 
nisters had  not  been  more  careful  of 
their  tongues  with  regard  to  our  own 
beloved  Monarch  we  should  have  been 
at  war  long  before  now.  This  was  not 
the  first  country  that  had  learned  how 
expensive  it  was  to  have  a  Prime  Mi- 
nister who  made  epigrams.  If  this 
Vote  passed  every  epigram  of  Lord 
BeaconiBfield  outside  would  already  have 
cost  £1,000,000  sterling.  The  House 
knew  how  the  Government  of  which 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was  the  head  dealt 
with  war  in  the  past.  The  cost  of  the 
Abyssinian  War  was  estimated  at 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000.  Economists, 
who  had  an  intiing  of  the  truth,  con- 
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tinually  pressed  the  Government  as  to 
the  cost  that  had  been  incurred,  and 
were  told  over  and  over  again  that 
£4,000,000  would  be  rather  xmder  than 
over  the  mark.  But  12  months  later 
it  became  the  disagreeable  duty  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  to  inform  the  House  that,  so 
far  from  falling  short  of  £4,000,000,  the 
expenditure  amounted  to  very  nearly 
£9,000,000.  If  the  same  munificent  pro- 
fusion and  almost  bcurbaric  expenditure 
occurred  on  this  occasion,  for  every 
£6,000,000  asked  for  £15,000,000  would 
be  expended.  He  could  |pot  help  re- 
membering that  it  was  promised  that 
when  Lord  Beaconsfield  got  into  office 
there  would  be  an  end  to  harassing  and 
plundering.  But  already,  he  thought, 
the  country  would  regret  the  imsensa- 
tionalfbreign  policy  of  Lord  Granville,  and 
the  careful  economy  which  was  the  rule 
under  the  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich.  He  would  now 
turn  to  a  topic  which  he  knew  was 
rather  unpopular  in  that  House.  So 
far  from  having  foreseen  the  expense  of 
this  war,  he  believed  the  majority  of 
those  who  were  urging  the  Government 
to  enter  upon  it  had  not  considered 
the  nature  of  the  war.  If  we  fought 
for  our  own  interests — for  the  Suez 
Canal,  for  instance,  or  the  maintenance 
of  our  Empire  in  India — ^no  doubt  we 
should  fight  with  ^eat  success.  But  if 
we  had  to  fight  in  Bulgaria,  we  must  re- 
member that  the  Bussia  of  1854 
was  a  very  different  country  from  the 
Bussia  of  1878.  Bussia  then  had  no 
railways,  and  the  consequence  W8U3  that 
the  troops  were  brought  down  to  the 
scene  of  action  in  small  and  inadequate 
numbers.  In  1854  we  had  the  aid  of 
one  of  the  most  powerful  nations  of  the 
day,  the  base  of  our  operation  was  on 
the  sea,  and  yet  the  fortress  we  took 
cost  us  20,000  lives  lost  in  battle,  and 
almost  as  many  more  by  disease.  We 
had  not  been  at  war  many  months  be- 
fore we  were  obliged  to  scrape  up  boys 
and  colonists  to  fill  the  ranks  with  re- 
cruits. Now  the  condition  of  Bussia 
was  changed.  Bussia  had  railways, 
Bussia  had  allies,  Bussia  had  a  popula- 
tion of  80,000,000  of  people,  and,  in 
addition,  there  were  the  12,000,000 
people  for  whose  emancipation  she  was 
fighting,  or  who  were  fighting  to  emanci- 
pate their  neighbours.  We,  on  the  other 
hand,  should  have  no  allies  if  we  fought 
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Eossia.  The  Turkiah  Begalar  Army 
was  already  defeated,  and  we  should 
have  nobody  with  ns  except  those  irre- 
gular soldiers,  who  woula  kill  nobody 
but  such  of  our  soldiers  as  had  been 
previously  wounded.  We  should  have 
to  fight  over  again  the  war  that  had 
now  been  fought,  and  what,  he  asked, 
had  been  the  es^ense?  Each  of  the 
belligerents  had  lost  150,000  men,  or 
25,000  per  month.  Our  recruiting  only 
brought  us  in  29,000  in  the  course  of 
a  year.  The  Government  should  think 
very  seriously  before  attempting  to 
fight  Eussia^n  land.  We  could  not 
compete  on  land  with  the  great  military 
Powers,  because  our  energies  were 
drawn  out  into  so  many  channels.  And 
now  he  would  conclude.  But  before  he 
did  so  he  must  ask  the  House  whether, 
before  they  passed  this  Vote  of  Credit 
and  Confidence,  they  had  any  special 
reason  to  think  that  the  Ministry  had  been 
particularly  frank  and  candid  in  their 
treatment  of  the  House  ?  Before  the 
House  passed  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in 
them  it  would  be  right  to  see  whether 
they  had  confidence  in  the  House. 
During  the  last  fortnight  the  Ministry 
had  had  nothing  but  peace  on  their 
lips,  and  yet  uiey  took  a  resolution 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  at  least  one  of 
their  number,  might  have  committed 
the  coxmtry  to  war.  On  Wednesday  it 
was  determined  to  send  the  Fleet  to  the 
Dardanelles,  and  on  Thursday  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  down 
to  the  House  and  made  an  explanation 
which  appeared  to  be  thorough  and 
complete ;  but  he  did  not  tell  the  House 
that  the  gravest  resolution  which  could 
be  taken  had  been  taken,  and  such  a 
one  as  had  not  been  taken  in  England 
for  20  years.  They  were  told  there 
w«is  unity  in  the  Cabinet.  They  now 
knew  that  on  the  2nd  January  an 
eminent  Minister  was  severely  con- 
demned by  Lord  Beaoonsfield  in  the 
Cabinet  Coimcil,  and  they  all  knew  by 
experience  in  that  House  what  a  severe 
condemnation  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  was. 
On  the  12th  January,  the  same  Minister 
expressed  a  very  decided  opinion  against 
sending  the  Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles, 
and  on  the  15th  it  was  decided,  in  spite 
of  his  remonstrances,  and  in  the  teeth 
of  his  remonstrances,  to  adopt  that  re- 
solution. On  the  17th  the  Ministers 
went  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  there 
used  expressions  which  convinced  the 
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country  that  the  Cabinet  was  united. 
Now  it  was  possible  that  in  the  literal 
sense  of  those  words  that  construction 
was  not  conveyed;  but  none  the  less 
was  that  construction  put  upon  it  by 
both  political  Parties,  by  all  the  news- 
papers, and  by  the  commercial  world, 
which  had  been  awaiting  the  opening 
of  Parliament  with  feverish  eagerness 
in  order  to  learn  whether  the  Cabinet 
was  united  in  favour  of  a  peaceful  policy. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  hitherto  it  had 
been  the  practice  not  only  of  English 
statesmen,  but  of  Englishmen  generally, 
to  ^hiTiTr  only  secondarily  of  the  exact 
form  of  words  they  used,  but  primarily 
of  the  idea  which  those  words  would 
convey  to  those  for  whose  information 
they  were  spoken;  and,  consequently, 
they  would  all  be  very  careful  before 
they  passed  a  Vote  wluch  would  place 
the  voice  of  England  at  the  disposal 
of  Gentlemen  who  spoke  so  very  un- 
intelligibly with  Iheir  own.  We  were 
not  the  only  people  who  had  been 
harassed  and  puzzled  during  the  last 
few  months ;  and  when  the  history  of 
these  times  came  to  be  written,  it  would 
be  found  that  Turkey  had  as  grave  an 
indictment  to  bring  against  some  Mem- 
bers of  our  Government  as  ever  a  nation 
brought  against  individuals.  Li  the 
first  place,  it  was  their  diplomacy, 
backed  up  by  sending  the  Fleet  to 
Besika  Bay,  which  prevented  the 
Eastern  Question  being  settled  in  a 
form  that  would  have  been  acceptable 
to  Europe.  War  broke  out,  and  at  the 
most  critical  moment  of  the  war  the 
Prime  Minister  made  a  speech  which 
was  considered  by  the  pro-Turkish 
newspapers  as  a  direct  encouragement 
to  Turkey.  And  how  was  this  mystery 
to  end?  Would  it  end  in  the  smoke 
of  war,  or  in  one  of  those  bonfires  of 
"tall  talk"  which  had  been  so  often 
lighted  up  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayer  to  bewilder  Europe  and  dis- 
turb our  commerce,  which  was  not 
in  so  flourishing  a  state  already?  He 
knew  how  this  matter  would  end  if  the 
voice  of  the  people  of  this  great  ooun- 
trv  were  to  be  heard.  Li  the  boroughs, 
where  the  voice  of  the  people  could 
make^itself  heard,  there  was  a  majority 
of  two  to  one  in  fiavour  of  peace ;  and, 
taking  the  whole  of  the  constituencies, 
he  was  satisfied  that  there  would  be  a 
large  majority  in  favour  of  a  consistent, 
dear,  unmists^eable  peaceful  policy.   It 
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waa  becanse  the  nation  had  not  been, 
and  would  not  be,  appealed  to,  to  say 
whether  it  wished  its  money  to  be  poured 
out  like  water  in  order  to  prolong  the 
agony  of  Turkey,  and  to  rouse  the  ill-will 
of  Eussia  in  a  quarrel  that  was  none  of 
England's,  that  he  should  give  this  pro- 
posal the  most  unflinching  and  unnesi- 
tating  opposition. 

Sm  KOBEET  PEEL:  It  is  curious 
— it  is  even  painful — to  hear  the 
perverse  misrepresentation  which  still 
continues  to  characterize  the  speeches, 
I  was  almost  going  to  say  the  opinions, 
of  hon.  Members  opposite.  We  have 
just  listened  to  the  speech  of  Ihe  hon. 
Member  opposite,  and  I  am  sorry  to  see 
that  even  he,  able  and  accompliBhed  as 
he  is,  is  drifting  into  the  same  despair- 
ing position.  What  are  we  to  do  with 
such  people?  Why,  they  are  blind 
leaders  or  the  blind,  and  **  none  so  blind 
as  those  who  won't  see."  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  certainly 
did  not  appear  to  see  the  position  in 
which  we  are  placed  at  the.  present  mo- 
ment ;  and  although  I  may  pity  his  sor- 
rows, I  have  no  pity  whatever  for  his 
follies ;  for  his  Par^  blunders  in  pros- 
perity, and  learns  no  lessons  in  aaver- 
sity.  The  hon.  Member  referred  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  as  being 
a  careful  and  temperate  speech,  audi 
daresay  it  was  a  good  speech,  looked  at 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I,  nowever,  was  very  much  dis- 
appointed with  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  really 
expected  better  things  from  him.  He 
told  us  that  he  had  a  great  respect  for 
the  illustrious  members  of  the  family  of 
Elliot,  but  that  he  had  very  little  re- 
spect for  the  opinions  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  said — **  We  want  to  know 
what  is  the  policy  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  ?  "  I  should  say  of  all  people  in 
this  House  who  could  not  comprehend 
the  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  it  would 
be  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
dowTi.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  who  is  reported  to 
have  made  it  at  a  place  called  Selkirk, 
and  I  am  really  surprised  that  an  intelli- 
gent Gentleman  like  him  should  want  to 
know  what  the  policy  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  is.    At  Selkirk  he  said — 
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**  The  teirible  danger  of  the  situation  lies  in 
this — that  the  man  who  is  not  only  titular  Prime 
Minister,  but  who  is  the  most  strong-willed, 


Bndaoioiu,  and  pertinaoions  of  his  Colleagues,  in 
whose  hands  aU  bat  a  yery  few  (I  am  afraid  only 
three)  are  nothing  better  than  puppets,  has 
never  disguised  his  desire  to  pluncre  the  nation 
into  such^a  war  as  I  have  described." 

It  would,  therefore,  hh  useless  to  oom- 
municate  to  the  hon.  Member  what  was 
the  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  seeing 
that  he  has  already  formed  his  own  view 
of  it  and  is  not  likely  to  change  that 
view.  I  entirely  aereewith  what  was 
said  last  night  by  me  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
— ^namely,  that  this  question  lies  in  a 
very  small  compass.  The  question  before 
the  House  is,  shall  we  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  or  shall  we  vote  this  Credit  to 
the  Government?  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite have  spoken  as  though  this  Vote 
were  the  beginning  of  a  vast  expendi- 
ture. [^Cheers,']  Well,  then,  they  are 
quite  mistaken  in  thinking  so.  The  in- 
tention in  asking  for  this  Vote  is  merely 
to  provide  for  what  may  be  necessary 
until  the  Slst  of  March,  1878.  I  should 
have  thought  that  this  House  would  in 
the  present  instance  have  followed  the 
precedents  that  have  been  more  than 
once  set  us,  and  would  have  passed  this 
Yote  nemine  oontradicentej  seeing  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  himself  characterized  the 
situation  as  critical,  remarking  that  these 
were  no  ordinary  times,  and  that  on  the 
next  few  days  might  depend  the  general 
peace  of  the  world.  Li  these  circum- 
stances, therefore,  the  Government  might 
well  have  expected  that  this  Vote  would 
be  passed  nemine  eontradicente.  But  it 
appears  that  other  councils  —  divided 
councils,  I  believe,  have  prevailed,  and 
consequently  we  have  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, having  been  a  Member  of  the  Oro- 
vemment  of  1870,  who  themselves  asked 
for  and  obtained  a  similar  Vote,  would 
have  been  one  of  the  last  to  bring  for- 
ward this  Amendment.  But  even  he, 
sound-minded  and  high-minded  as  he  is, 
could  not  resist  the  temptation.  The 
real  truth  is,  that  the  success  of  their 
opponents  has  stimulated  the  appetite  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  for  place.  A 
good  many  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  have  told  us  what  they  think  of 
this  Amendment.  I  will  tell  you  what 
I  think  of  it — and  the  opinion  I  am 
going  to  express  is  not  my  own,  but  it  is 
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acknowledged  by  tens  of  thousands  out- 
of-doors — mej  consider  tliat  this  Amend- 
ment, brought  forward  at  this  critical 
moment,  is  an  ungenerous  attempt  to 
embarrass  the  country,  and  to  discredit 
and  to  throw  dirt  upon  the  Government 
of  the  Queen  in  the  eyes  of  Europe. 
That  I  take  to  be  the  drifb  of  this 
Amendment.  It  is  the  result  of  an  agi- 
tation which  a  dissatisfied  section  of  me 
community  have  been  keeping  up  for  a 
long  time  past.  Placards  have  been 
posted  up  aU  over  the  country  exciting 
the  people  against  the  Government,  and 
we  have  had  speeches  and  pamphlets 
enough  for  the  most  exorbitant  appetites 
for  agitation.  It  was  only  yesterday 
that  I  read  the  most  extraordinary  speech 
that  has  come  under  my  notice.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  used  this  language  with  re- 
gard to  the  policy  of  the  (Jovemment — 
it  really  has  become  almost  a  personal 
affair  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"My  purpose  has  been,  with  extremely  in- 
adequate means,  and  in  a  very  mean  and  poor 
degree,  but  still  to  the  best  of  my  power,  for 
the  last  18  months,  day  and  night,  week  by 
week,  month  by  month,  to  counteract  as  well  as 
I  could  what  I  believe  to  be  the  purpose  of  Lord 
Beaconsfleld." 

The  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  I  am 
not  here  to  defend,  neither  am  I  here  to 
defend  the  policy  of  the  Cabinet — ^they 
can  defend  themselves  very  well;  but 
this  I  will  say — that  it  is  evident  upon 
the  face  of  things  that  for  the  last  18 
months  the  policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
has  been  the  policy  of  the  Cabinet,  and 
the  policy  of  the  Cabinet  has  been  the 
policy  of  the  country.  I  am  surprised 
that  in  these  circumstances  the  borough 
of  Bradford,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  repre- 
sents, has  not  followed  the  patriotic 
example  of  Sheffield  and  other  places, 
and  also  of  the  City.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  got  up  to-night  to  pre- 
sent a  Petition,  I  expected  to  hear  that 
it  was  from  20,000  inhabitants  of  Brad- 
ford in  favour  of  his  Amendment ;  but 
no  !  it  was  a  Petition  from  Glasgow  or 
some  other  town  against  the  proposal 
of  the  Government.  Some  of  us  cannot 
have  helped  wondering  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  been  put 
forward  to  move  this  Amendment.  The 
Times,  the  other  day,  in  a  very  sensible 
article,  said — **  The  tactics  of  the  Oppo- 
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sition  are  a  matter  of  profound  indiffer- 
ence to  the  public."  With  tiiat  I  agree ; 
but  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  can 
never  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  the 
country.  We  e^ect  Party  feeling,  and 
strong  Party  desires  to  take  a  slmre  in 
the  administration  of  this  great  couhtiy ; 
but  we  emect  also  that  those  Party  de- 
sires should  not  be  carried  to  that  excess 
which  we  have  seen  during  the  last  two 
years.  To  judge  by  some  of  the  speeches 
I  have  read,  it  would  be  really  thought 
that  the  Government  were  bent  on  war ; 
that,  although  they  have  disclaimed  it  a 
hxmdred  times,  they  are  pursuing  a  po- 
licy of  treachery  and  revolvers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  proceeded  to  analyze  this  Vote, 
and  he  did  so  under  two  heads— he 
spoke  of  it  financially  and  politically.  He 
said  the  demand  was  unnecessary  and 
unprecedented.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  at  Ox- 
ford, on  Wednesday,  called  it  "  the  most 
indefensible  proposition  ever  in  my  time 
submitted  to  Parliament."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  nods  assent ;  but  I  hap- 
pen to  recollect  that  he  used  precisely  the 
same  words  about  the  Divorce  Bill ;  and 
yet  everyone  will  admit  that  that  Act  did 
effect  a  considerable  amount  of  good  in 
some  circles.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  says  the  proposal  is  un- 
necessary. Well,  I  think  the  (Govern- 
ment are  the  best  judges  whether  it  is 
necessary  or  not.  They  say  it  is,  and 
they  ask  the  House  to  give  it,  and  that 
is  generally  the  way  in  which  necessities 
of  that  kind  are  provided.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Vote  is  un- 
precedented. He  says  the  Government 
of  1870  took  a  Vote  of  Credit;  but  that 
was  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  while  this 
Vote  of  £6,000,000  is  proposed  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session.  WeU,  but 
the  Government  of  1870  could  not  have 
taken  the  Vote  of  Credit  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session,  for  Earl  Ghraniolle, 
the  Foreign  Minister  at  the  opening  of 
that  Session,  said  ''there  was  a  state  of 
profound  peace."  This  must  have  been  a 
hpsus  lingua,  I  presume.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  we  took  a  Vote  for  20,000 
men ;  but  that  was  not  * '  a  Vote  to  flourish 
about  in  the  face  of  everyone — it  was 
not  a  Vote  to  defend  England  or  Eng- 
lish interests."  We  wanted  it  to  defend 
Belgian  interests.  Now,  really  to  sup- 
pose that  that  Vote  of  20,000  men  was 
not  a  Vote  to  defend,  strictly  speaking, 
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English  interests,  but,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  Belgian  interests 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  did  not 
say  that  the  Vote  was  not  to  defend 
English  interests,  nor  that  it  was  to  de- 
fend Belgian  interests.  I  said  it  was  to 
fulfil  the  obligations  we  were  tinder  to 
Belginm. 

Sm  EOBEET  PEEL :  I  did  not  mean 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  not  to  defend  English  interests — 
that  was  only  an  expression  of  my  own ; 
but  he  said  that  Vote  of  30,000  men 
was  to  defend  Belgium  if  Belgium  had 
been  attacked  by  either  Germany  or 
France.  Then  titie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  this  is  a  "  sham  Estimate." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  said 
it  was  not  a  "sham,"  but  a  "war 
Estimate."  Whom  are  we  to  believe? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  turns 
round  and  says — he  is  becoming  quite 
an  adept  in  vituperation  —  you  have 
become  the  laughing-stock  of  Europe. 
He  says— "I  will  not  enter  into  the 
question  of  International  Law,  but  I 
wiall  be  followed  by  international  law- 
yers " — I  hope  if  we  are  to  have  inter- 
national lawyers  we  shall  only  have  one 
or  two,  for  I  do  not  know  greater  bores 
— "  I  shall  be  followed  by  international 
lawyers  who  will  tell  you  that  the  Ar- 
ticles of  the  Treaties  of  1856  and  of 
1871  do  not  apply  to  the  present  condi- 
tion of  things."  I  should  think  Earl 
(Granville,  who  was  Foreign  Secretary 
at  that  time,  must  look  wi&  distrust  on 
such  a  statement. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  am  very 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. I  did  not  say  the  -fciicles  of  the 
Treaties  of  1856  and  1871  no  longer  ap- 
plied. I  simply  said  that  one  Article 
relative  to  the  navigation  of  the  Straits 
only  applied  when  Turkey  was  at  peace, 
and  therefore  did  not  apply  when  Turkey 
is  at  war. 

Sir  ROBEET  PEEL :  I  do  not  see 
that  in  the  Treaty,  and  I  read  it  care- 
fully to-day.  The^right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  gave  us  the  statement  of  the 
Plenipotentiaries  at  the  time.  No  doubt 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  bound  himself 
most  solemnly  to  attend  to  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  Treaty.  Prince  Gortchakoff 
in  October,  1870,  says  that— 

'*  It  IB  neither  from  England  nor  Koflsia  that 
can  arise  the  dangers  which  may  menace  the 
Ottoman  Empire ;  that  the  two  Cabinets  have 
an  equal  desire  to  maintain  its  ezi«t<nice  as  long 


as  possible  by  a]la3ring  and  by  conciliating  the 
differences  lletween  tiie  Porte  and  the  Chris- 
tian subjects  of  the  Saltan;  and  that,  in  the 
event  of  a  decisive  crisis  presenting  itself,  de- 
spite these  efforts,  both  are  equally  resolved 
to  seek  for  its  solution  in  a  general  agreement 
of  the  great  European  Powers.'* 

That  is  the  deliberate  statement  of  Prince 
Gt)rtchakoff ;  and  I  am  sure  that  Earl 
Granville,  who  was  Foreign  Minister  in 
1871,  will  be  vastly  interested  and  sur- 
prised if  he  can  find  any  international 
lawyers  to  persuade  him  that  the  en- 
gagements he  then  thought  he  was 
mfiing  were  literally  of  no  value  what- 
ever. Several  speakers,  not  having  been 
so  successful  as  they  wished  in  other 
directions,  have  determined  to  make 
political  capital  out  of  one  thing — and 
that  is  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon.  The 
Earl  of  Derby  has  disappointed  them, 
and  therefore  they  magnify  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon.  It  is  very  gratifying  to  see 
the  interest  which  the  Members  of  the 
late  Cabinet  take  in  a  seceding  Member 
of  the  present  Cabinet.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — ^Uiese  are  his  words 
with  reference  to  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
— **  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  noble  Earl 
stood  between  the  Government  and  a 
dangerous  policy."  [Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
stbb:  Hear,  hear!]  What  a  pleasant 
sort  of  Colleague  he  must  have  been ! 
No  doubt  he  had  been  resigning  for  the 
last  four  or  five  months.  This  reminds 
me  of  what  used  to  be  said  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich.  He  was  resigning  so  often 
that  the  coimtry  beg^  to  thipV  nothing 
of  it ;  but,  at  last,  he  was  not  satis- 
fied imtil  he  did  resign  himself,  with 
a  large  majority  at  his  back.  He 
was  constantly  resigning;  therefore, 
the  loss  was  not  so  great  when  the 
event  did  come.  Notwithstanding  all 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  against 
the  Government  —  notwithstanding  all 
his  denunciations  and  those  of  other  hon. 
Members — ^I  do  think  the  coimtry  take 
a  bolder  view  of  the  policy  of  the  (Go- 
vernment. I  believe  they  see  in  that 
policy  both  prudence  and  honesty  of 
purpose,  notwithstanding  all  the  denim- 
ciations  which  have  been  uttered  against 
them  for  a  long  time  past..  I  must 
admit  there  are  many  people  in  this 
country  who  have  thought  and  do  think 
that  there  are  ^unds  for  fear  in  their 
policy — ^that  this  Vote  implies  a  threat 
of  war.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Bor- 
der Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  called  it  ft 
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war  Yote.  I  remember  that  last  night 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mj. 
John  Bright)  expressed  his  belief  that 
the  Vote  was  one  framed  with  the  inten- 
tion of  rivetting  the  chains  upon  the 
Christian  subjects  of  Turkey.  I,  on  the 
other  hand,  think  the  proposal  involves 
no  menace  of  war;  but  is  solely  and  only 
made  with  a  view  of  enabling  the  (Go- 
vernment, with  a  bold  front  and  a  strong 
arm,  to  labour  in  the  interests  of  peace. 
As  was  said  last  night,  their  policy  has 
been  entirely  directed  in  the  direction  of 
this  object,  and  this  only.  This  is  idiown 
in  many  ways.  Mr.  Layard,  in  his  de- 
spatch to  the  Earl  of  Derby,  written  in 
May  last,  put  it  very  concisely  when  he 
said — 

<*  Since  my  arriyal  in  Oonstantinopio  my  main 
object  has  been  to  prepare  the  way  for  peace, 
and  I  have  tiliought,  in  so  doing,  I  should  best 
carry  out  the  wishes  and  intentions  of  the  Gh>- 
vemment." 

All  the  despatches  in  all  the  Blue  Books 
breathe  the  same  language ;  and  I  be- 
lieve the  policy  of  the  Qovemment  may 
be  broadly  stated  to  be  this — ^it  means, 
and  has  meant  all  through,  to  persevere 
in  the  neutrality  which  they  have 
hitherto  observed,  and  that  liey  will 
not  depart  from  that  neutrality  until  it 
shall  be  indispensable  as  an  act  of  self- 
defence.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  in  a 
speech  recently  delivered,  expressed  his 
opinion  that  there  was  in  the  country  a 
mischievous  and  inflammatory  party  de- 
sirous to  urge  the  Government  into  war. 
Let  me  tell  the  House  where  that  party 
is  to  be  foimd.  Last  year  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Boe- 
buck)  taunted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich — and  the 
House  cheered  it  to  the  echo— with  a 
desire  to  involve  England  in  a  war 
in  company  with  Eussia  as  against 
Turkey.  What  a  pretty  mess  we  Miould 
have  found  ourselves  in  if  the  policy 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  credited  had  been  acted  upon  !  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
had  said  only  the  day  before  yesterday, 
when  seooncUng  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich,  that  he  lamented  that 
England  could  not  claim  the  calory  of 
having  shared  with  Eussia  in  the  work 
of  promoting  religious  liberty.  But  this 
meant,  if  it  meant  anything,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentileman  lamented 
the  £act  of  England  not  having  shared 

^ir  Rolert  Peel 


in  the  frightful  massacres  that  occurred 
in  Bulgaria  from  the  benevolent  protec- 
tion of  Eussia.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  repres^its  the  inflammatory 
party,  for  I  cannot  tmderstand  anyone, 
unless  he  wished  for  war,   suggesting 
that  England  should  take  up  arms  witSi 
Eussia   for  the    protection    of  people 
whose  status  involved  the  independence 
of  Turkey.    Last  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham truly  said  that  he  hoped  the  ex- 
periences of  1854-56  had  not  been  lost 
m  this  House.    They  certainly  have  not. 
I  remember  that  &e  voices    of   then 
powerfril  Ministers  urged  England  to  go 
to  war  for  the  independence  and  inte- 
grity of  Turkey;  and  I  remember  fur- 
Sier  that  much  of  what  was  said  caused 
me  to  come  to  the  determination  never 
again  to  vote  for  a  proposal  the  effect  of 
which    could    possibly    be    to   enable 
England  to  go  to  war  in  support  of  what 
was  called  the  independence  and  inte- 
grity of  Turkey.    But  the  times  have 
changed.    I  well  remember — ^indeed,  I 
never  can  forget — ^the  immortal  Parlia- 
mentary eloquence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  now  Member  for  Birming- 
ham, during  those  debates.    No  record 
of  those  speeches  can  ever  convey  an 
adequate  iaea  of  the  emotion  and  effect 
they  created  in  this  House.    I  was  a 
young  Member.    I  remember  how  I 
hung  upon  his  lips  and  was  ^itranced 
by  the  utterances  of  his  impassioned 
soul.     I  determined    from    that   time 
that  never  again    would  I  ever   give 
a  vote    in  favour  of  war  to  support 
the  independence  and  integrity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.    I  often  tlunk  of  those 
times,  having  now  sat  in  this  House  for 
nearly  30  years— of  those  poor  fellows 
whose  bones  lie  bleaching  on  Sebas- 
topol's  inhospitable  plain,  men  who  at 
the  call  of  duty  forsook  all  the  endear- 
ments   of  home,    and   sacrificed  their 
lives    in  the  vain  hope  of  curbing  the 
imgodly  lust  of  power  of  a  semi-barba- 
rous despot.    I  vowed  then,  and  have 
often  vowed   since,  that  never   again 
would  I  support  a  war  for  maintaining 
the  integrity  and  independence  of  Turkey. 
But  these  are  very  different  times.    No 
Government  woidd  endeavour  to  pro- 
mote such  a  war,  and  the  country  would 
never  tolerate  it.    While,  however,  we 
are  all  against  going  to  war  for  Turkey 
we  cannot  disguise  the  fact  that  there 
are  questions  of  immense  importance 
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now  raised  in  the  South-east  of  Europe 
which  must  affect  European  policy.  The 
keystone  of  South-eastern  Eiirope  ifr—to 
quote  from  the  admirable  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  other 
night — ^in  process  of  removal.  The  state 
of  things  which  we  have  for  centuries 
been  engaged  in  maintaining  is  being 
made  the  theatre  of  great  modifications. 
The  Government  have  a  most  difficult 
and  arduous  task  in  dealing  with  the 
upheaving  of  a  position  which  has  so 
long  been  maintained  partly,  if  not 
mainly,  by  the  influence  of  this  country. 
I  was  sorry  to  hear  ttie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  say  one  thing.  He  said,  in 
effect,  that  it  was  hardly  to  be  expected 
that  Bussia  would  not  ask  for  something 
in  the  way  of  territorial  indemnity ;  but 
Eussia  has  told  us  all  through  that  she 
did  not  intend  to  ask  for  anything  of  the 
kind,  p'  No,  no !  "  '*  Where  ?  "J  The 
Czar  of  Kussia  said  he  required  nothing 
like  an  indenmity  or  compensation. 
Eussia,  of  course,  is  not  consulting  her 
national  interests;  she  flghts  only  in 
order  that  civil  and  religious  liberty 
may  be  accorded  to  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Porte.  Yet  the  first 
thing  she  asks  is  that  Eoumania 
shoiud  cede  back  Eoumanian  Bessa- 
rabia. She  asks  for  Kars,  for  Batoum, 
for  Armenia.  They  are  nothing,  if  you 
like.  She  asks  for  them,  though  she 
gave  England  to  understand  that,  in 
the  patriotic  excitement  of  her  people, 
she  would  not  seek  her  own  material 
interest.  I  cannot,  in  the  face  of  this, 
understand  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who,  in  **  another 

Elace,"  on  Thursday  last,  said  he  should 
e  shocked  by  an  assertion  that  Eussia 
was  fighting  for  her  own  material  inte- 
rests, and  followed  his  assertion  by  ask- 
ing what  could  be  ''  baser  "  than  for  the 
Pnme  Minister  to  hold  that  were  our 
own  interests  to  be  attacked  we  should 
be  bound  to  protect  them  with  the  sword? 
I  do  not  call  that  a  very  patriotic  senti- 
ment. I  am  sure  the  country  would  not 
take  that  view.  In  the  year  1853,  Lord 
Palmerston,  writing  to  Lord  Clarendon, 
said  that  the  policy  of  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment, in  furtherance  of  its  practice 
to  push  forward  its  encroachments  as 
fast  and  far  as  the  apathy  or  want  of 
firmness  of  other  Governments  would 
allow,  was  to  use  moderate  language  and 
disinterested  professions  at  St.  Peters- 
burg and  London,  and  active  aggres- 


sion by  its  agents  on  the  scene  of  opera- 
tions. This  is  my  view.  I  must  say, 
speaking  honestly  and  fairly,  I  have  a 
great  distrust  of  Eussia.  The  record  of 
the  Treaties  of  L856,  1870,  and  1871 
clearly  show  to  this  country  that  we  can- 
not depend  upon  what  Eussia  may  pro- 
mise. It  is  said  she  is  fighting  not  for 
her  material  interests,  but  for  religion's 
sake  and  for  civil  and  religious  liberty. 
A  despot  fighting  for  civil  and  religious 
liberty!  No,  no,  that  will  not  do. 
Civil  and  religious  liberty  are  sacred 
words  in  this  country — emblems  of 
peace  and  good  will,  which  have  illus- 
trated the  career  of  statesmen,  and 
which  still  illumine  with  a  celestial 
flame  the  troublesome  paths  of  this 
world.  But  to  say  that  Eussia  is  fight- 
ing for  civil  and  religious  liberty — ^no, 
I  cannot  .allow  it.  Well,  it  is  said  that 
Eussia  is  fighting  for  religion.  Have 
any  of  us,  let  me  ask,  been  in  the  regions 
which  have  been  devastated  and  de- 
stroyed within  the  last  few  months  ?  Go 
there  and  see  the  desolation  and  destruc- 
tion which  have  resulted  from  famine 
and  the  sword.  See  how  they  have 
polluted  the  fairest  gardens  of  the  East, 
and  turned  the  smiling  valleys  of  the 
Balkans  into  ruinous  heaps,  and  then 
tell  me  that  Eussia  is  fighting  for  reli- 
gion only,  for  civil  and  religious  liberty, 
and  I  am  tempted  to  declaim  that  mag- 
nificent line  of  Lucretius — 

<<  Tantmn  religio  potnit  soadere  malorum." 

Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham is  going  to  vote  for  this  Eeso- 
lution.  He  did  not  say  last  night 
whether  he  would  vote  or  not ;  but  this 
I  can  say — that  I  shall  vote  for  it  myself, 
and  I  am  sure  it  will  also  be  supported 
by  a  large  majority  in  this  House.  That, 
however,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  sufficient. 
A  majority  in  Parliament  has  been 
proved  in  our  Constitutional  history  not 
to  be  sufficient  for  a  Government  imless 

Eublic  opinion  out-of-doors  is  at  its 
ack.  In  oiir  Parliamentary  history  we 
have  two  very  notable  instances  of  that. 
When  Lord  Bute  was  in  power,  in  l^e 
teeth  of  an  unbroken  mmority,  he  was 
driven  from  office  by  the  fcrce  of  public 
opinion,  and  by  the  outburst  of  popu- 
lar hatred ;  and  Mr.  Pitt,  when  he  was 
at  the  zenith  of  his  power  as  Minister 
— at  a  time  when  there  was  war  be- 
tween  Eussia   and    Turkey — was   re- 
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fused  by  the  House  of  Oommons  a  Vote 
of  money  wliich  was  asked  for,  with 
a  view  to  support  Eussia.  These  are 
two  notable  cases ;  but,  as  regards  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  beHeve  that 
public  opinion  is  with  them  in  this  matter. 
And  why  do  I  say  so  ?  Because,  as  we  are 
all  aware,  the  country  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  aims  and  exertions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  all  been 
directed  to  the  procuring  of  peace.  We 
have  been  told  that  the  weakness  of 
England  is  the  great  extent  of  her 
dominion ;  but  that  the  strength  of 
England  can  only  be  measured  by  the 
power  she  possesses  to  make  use  of  it. 
Sir,  it  is  that  strength  and  that  power 
we  want  placed  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  this  juncture, 
in  order  that  they  may  use  it  for  English 
interests  and  in  the  interests  df  peace. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  Eussian 
sympathies  and  Eussian  influences  in 
this  coimtiT.  My  sympathies-^-exoept 
those  which  I  have  in  common  with 
everybody  in  the  country  for  suffer- 
ing humanity — are  only  and  solely  in 
favour  of  the  honour  and  power,  the 
prestige  and  the  character  of  our 
country.  These  are  what  I  want  to 
see  maintained  in  the  face  of  Europe ; 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  House 
of  Commons  are  not  prepared  —  as  I 
believe  they  are — to.  give  their  sup- 
port in  a  very  ample  manner  to  tne 
Government  on  this  Motion,  I  sav  I  am 
satisfied  there  is  a  power  out-of-doors 
still  stronger  to  which  an  appeal  would 
not  be  made  in  vain.  And,  further,  I 
am  convinced  that  that  appeal  would 
have  no  other  effect  than  to  put  a 
ton^e  in  every  heart  in  England,  to 
excite  the  patriotism  of  the  country, 
and  to  ensure  to  the  Government  that 
increased  confidence  and  power  which 
the  miserable  tactics  of  !rarty  faction 
would  be  unable  to  destroy. 

Mb.  LOWE :  I  have.  Sir,  to  congra- 
tulate the  House,  if  so  humble  a  person 
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being  horrified  by  the  details  of  misery 
and.  desolation  to  which  we  have  re- 
cently been    accustomed.     I  have  no 
right,  perhaps,  to  make  the  obserTation ; 
but  I  confess  that  it  would  hate  giTen 
me  pleasure  if  I  had  heard  some  con- 
gratulation of  the  kind  from  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  the  Leader  of 
the  House.    It  may  be  that  he  thinks 
it  premature  to  indulge  in  such  oongra- 
tuiiation ;  but  I  cannot  mys^  doabt  the 
information  he  has  given  us,  and  that  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  has  either  been  signed 
or  will  be  signed  immediately.    It  is  the 
one  subject  on  which,  in  our  differences, 
we  may  be  and  ought  to  be  united.   Of 
course,  such  information  coming  upon 
me  suddenly,  I  can  hardly  pretend  to 
say  what  difference  it  may  make  in  my 
argument;  but  at  present  it  seems  to 
strengthen  extremely  the  case  of  those 
on  tlus  side  of  the  House.    There  is  no 
doubt  that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  asked  for  this  money  there 
was  a  double  purpose  for  which  it  might 
be  applied.    First,  it  might  have  been 
necessary  for  taking  steps  to  vindicate 
the  neutrality  of  England  in  the  war 
between   Turkey    and    Eussia ;  and. 
secondly,  it  might  have  been  required 
in    order  to  increase  the   influence  of 
England  in  the  contemplated  European 
Conference.    Now,  as  to  any  question  of 
active  hostility,  and,  therefore,  any  de- 
mand for  money  for  immediate  emer- 
gencies, the  case  is  dosed,  inasmuch  a^ 
the  armistice  has  been  signed.    Conse- 
quently, if  the  Government  make  out  a 
case  at  all  it  must  depend  entirely  on 
whether  the  House  is  convinoed  that 
there  is  a  necessity  for  the  Vote  so  tha< 
our  hands  might  be  strengthened  in  the 
Conference.     What  I  propose  to  do,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  is  to  sho^ 
whether  this  Grant  ought  to  be  made; 
and  in  order  to  do  so  I  will  point  out  to 
the  House  how  it  came  to  pass  that  the 
Grant  was  ever  asked  for.    The  histon 
of  the  matter  is  a  curious  one,  and  wiU 
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nay  be  in  their  power.    So  lon^  as  these  con- 
itions  are  not  iimiiiged,  my  attitude  will  oon- 

tmoethfisune." 

Nothing  could  be  more  satiBfactory  or 
clear  tiian  that.     But  the  Speech  went 

on  to  say— 

"Bat  I  cannot  conceal  from  myself  that, 
Md  hoBtilitice  be  imfortimately  prolonged, 
pme  unexpected  occurrence  may  render  it  in- 
cumbent on  me  to  adopt  measures  of  precaution. 
f^ach  measures  could  not  be  effectually  taken 
«TtIioat  adequate  preparation,  and  I  trust  to  the 
hViality  of  my  Farliament  to  supply  the  means 
•tich  may  be  re^^uired  for  that  purpose." 

Po  that  the  Queen's  Speech  was  directed 
entirrfy  to  the  case  of  a  breach  of  nen- 
Wity,  and  the  money  which  would  be 
asked  for  would  be  devoted  to  protecting 
England  against  a  breach  of  neutra^- 
lity.  Now,  however,  that  ground  is  ab- 
Bolutely  cut  away  by  the  news  we  have 
receiTed  ttus  evening.  The  ground  on 
which  the  (Jovemment  asks  for  the  Vote 
w.  Aerefore,  entirely  gone,  and  if  the 
Motion  is  to  he  supported,  it  must  be  on 
grounds  which  were  not  in  the  minds  of 
the'^Govemment  or  of  the  House  at  the 
ttmmencement  of  the  Session.  Then, 
Jgain,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Wonned  us  that  until  the  Government 
^  received  the  Eussian  demands  and 
eonditions,  they  would  have  no  proposal 
to  make  as  to  money.  At  the  present 
nioment  we  not  only  know  the  Bussian 
demands  and  conditions,  but  those  de- 
Dianda  and  conditions  seem  to  have  as- 
sumed the  form  of  an  armistice;  and 
that,  again,  appears  to  strengthen  the 
^ew  that  the  grounds  which  may  have 
existed  for  asHnff  for  the  money  have 
utterly  gone.  Onthe  Wednesday  foUow- 
^%m  announcement  of  the  Chancellor 
^t  the  Exchequer,  to  which  I  have  re- 
lerred,  the  Government  thought  fit,  for 
^118  which  I  will  not  go  into  now,  to 
order  the  Fleet  to  go  into  the  Darda- 
,  ^  with  the  view,  as  was  said,  of 
rearing  the  waterway  and  protecting 
^nfeshmtereste.  HerMajesty  had  called 
parliament  together  with  the  view  of 
&  .®  advice  and  assistance  of  Par- 


the  belligerents.  The  strictest  secrecy 
was  enjoined.  The  next  day  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  came  down  to  the 
House,  and  gave  Notice  for  a  grant 
of  money,  and  the  reasons  he  gave  for 
it  could  leave  no  doubt  that  it  was  in- 
tended as  the  sequence  and  part  of  the — 
I  will  not  say  hostile,  but  the  active — step 
taken  when  the  English  Fleet  was  sent 
inte  the  Dardanelles.  No  notice  was 
given  to  us.  The  fact  was  concealed 
nrom  us  about  the  Fleet ;  and  not  only 
was  the  fact  concealed  from  us  alto- 

§  ether,  reasons  were  given  which,  to  say 
le  least,  were  far  from  satisfactory.  We 
were  told  that  the  reason  this  money  was 
asked  for  was  because  Eussia  was  making 
rapid  advances  and  the  Treaty  of  Peace 
was  not  signed.  I  maintain,  on  the 
strength  of  what  we  now  know,  that  in 
giving  that  reason  the  Government  were 
not  dealing  fairly  and  candidly  with  the 
House.  H  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
chose  not  to  give  any  reason  that  was 
another  matter ;  but  if  he  undertook  to 
give  a  reason  for  it,  I  think  he  ought 
to  have  given  the  full  and  true  reason. 
That,  however,  was  not  done,  and  so  the 
matter  remained.  If  the  Fleet  was  only 
to  keep  the  waterway  open  and  protect 
British  interests,  why  was  the  matter 
kept  such  a  profound  secret  ?  Why  was 
not  Eussia  taken  into  our  council  ?  If 
it  was  to  nrotect  humanity,  an  arrange- 
ment surely  might  have  been  made ;  but 
the  strictest  secrecy  was  enjoined  and 
nothing  was  known  about  it.  The  next 
step  was — ^for  some  reason  or  other,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  say  I  cannot  tell  the  rea- 
son— the  Fleet  was  withdrawn  from  the 
Dardanelles.  I  say  I  cannot  tell ;  because, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  the  Home  Secretary  are 
in  direct  opposition  to  each  other  in  the 
reasons  they  give.  The  Home  Secretary 
says  that  the  Fleet  was  withdrawn  be- 
cause it  was  believed  the  terms  of  peace 
had  been  settled.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  speech  in  introducing 
the  Vote,  said  it  was  one  of  the  errors 
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how  to  reconcile  these  two  things.  I  do 
not.  I  have  given  the  words  I  took 
down  from  his  lips.  I  have  no  doubt  it 
is  capable  of  explanation ;  or,  perhaps,  it 
is  not  capable  of  explanation — that  is, 
that  is  one  of  these  mistakes  which  will 
arise.  I  have  quoted  the  matter  to  show 
how  necessary  it  is  to  have  a  little  charity 
in  public  aflfairs.  Two  Gentlemen,  nei- 
ther of  whom  would  be  capable  of  any- 
thing but  direct  and  fair  dealing,  appear 
on  the  first  sight  to  contradict  each  other 
on  a  matter  upon  which  they  must  both 
be  well  informed;  but  wifli  regard  to 
which,  if  I  were  to  use  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cross),  I 
might  say  a  "  lying  spirit "  prevails.  I 
will  not  say  that  I  believe  there  has 
been  a  mistake  somewhere ;  but  it  incul- 
cates upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  a  little  charity  and  moderation. 
Then  this  is  the  state  in  which  things 
were.  The  Fleet  was  suddenly  called 
back,  without  having  had  the  opportunity 
of  doing  anything,  and  this  was  met  by 
the  resignation  of  two  Secretaries  of 
State.  £  has  been  said  that  Lord  Derby 
wrote  an  excellent  despatch  in  regard  to 
neutrals — a  despatch  which  everybody 
was  content  to  be  bound  by ;  and  then  it 
is  asserted  by  the  Home  Secretary,  I 
think,  that  that  despatch  has  never  been 
infringed.  That  is,  perhaps,  a  matter 
to  be  decided  by  authority,  and  I  quote 
the  Minister  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  who 
resigned  his  office  because  he  considered 
the  Gt>vemment  had  infringed  it;  and 
he  not  only  resigned  because  he  thought 
so,  he  consented  to  return  to  office,  and 
he  still  retains  office,  holding  the  opinion 
that  that  proceeding  was  utterly  unjusti- 
fiable. There  is,  too,  the  case  of  the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon,  who  has  not  seen  fit  to 
return.  The  object  I  have  in  view  is  to 
show  the  House  what  position  the 
Government  had  arrived  at  at  the  time. 
It  had  already  Riven  Notice  in  the 
Queen's  Speedii  mat  money  would  be 
c^ed  for.  Then  it  wavered,  then  it 
gave  the  fresh  orders  recalling  the  Fleet, 
tken  this  expedition,  which  no  doubt 
would  have  been  put  forward  to  us  as 
the  ^unds  why  this  money  was  to  be 
voted,  vanished  into  thin  air,  and  then 
aU  that  remained  was  this  unhappy  Vote. 
What  was  to  be  done  with  mat?  In 
ihe  position  of  things  what  could  they 
do  with  it?  It  was  confronting  them, 
looking  them  hard  in  the  face;  how 
could  they  get  rid  of  it?    They  could 
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not  sav  they  asked  for  it  on  account  of 
the  advance  of  Bussia,  or  the  conceal- 
ment of  the  terms  of  peace.  It  would 
not  do  to  say  they  wanted  it  for  that,  or 
in  order  to  assist  our  operations  in  the 
Dardanelles.  What  was  the  reason  ?  I 
can  understand  what  sort  of  a  delibera- 
tion it  was.  I  can  understand  people 
asking — *  *  What  shall  we  hang  it  upon  ?  " 
One  would  say  —  **Let  us  take  it  as 
money  ^ven  in  order  to  secure  neutra- 
lity." I  can  imagine  another  saying — 
''  ConnUy  eonnUj  we  can't  have  that  dodge 
over  again."  I  fancy  I  see  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  or  somebody  else  rising 
at  the  end  of  a  long  and  wearisome  dis- 
cussion, and  saying — *'  I  have  discovered 
the  remedy.  It  is  quite  true  we  have 
put  it  out  of  our  power  to  say  anything 
about  the  severe  conditions  of  neu- 
trality, because  we  have  been  the  first 
to  break  them  by  sending  the  Fleet 
into  the  DardaneUes.  That  wiU  never 
do."  But  true  genius  is  only  found 
in  great  difficulties;  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  occurred  to  some  one  to 
say — "After  all,  we  have  worked  out 
the  idea  of  getting  the  money  for  the 
purpose  of  interfermg  between  the  bel- 
ligerents. But  the  friture  is  always 
open  to  us.  This  war  cannot  last  for 
ever,  and  when  it  comes  to  a  conclusion 
there  must  necessarily  be  a  Conference, 
and  when  there  is  a  Conference  it  is  de- 
sirable Ihat  we  cut  a  very  imposing 
figure,  and  in  order  that  we  may  cut  an 
imposing  figure,  ask  for  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence." In  other  words — *' We  will  work 
the  confidence  trick."  I  have  no  doubt 
that  that  was  the  reason  which  prompted 
them.  I  believe  it  is  simply  and  solely 
an  effort  to  get  rid  of  the  disagreeable 
and  uncomfortable  obligation  which  has 
been  thrown  upon  the  Government  be- 
cause they  chose,  instead  of  pursuing  a 
plain  and  open  course,  to  violate  the 
neutrality  thev  were  bound  to  observe, 
and  draw  back  from  their  declaration  of 
neutrality.  If  that  is  the  case,  the 
question  arises,  what  are  we  to  do  with 
this  Vote  ?  If  it  is  a  Vote  which  came 
into  existence  in  this  manner,  is  it  right, 
is  it  fair  in  the  circumstances,  that  we 
should  be  asked  to  support  it  ?  What 
possible  reason  can  be  given  why 
we  should  support  it  ?  I  wiB  take  the 
arguments  as  they  are  given.  We 
are  to  vote  this  because  it  is  neces- 
saiy  that  those  who  go  into  the  Con- 
ference should  be  strong,  and  because  it 
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18  necessary  that  the  Goyemment  should 
speak  with  the  fiill  foroe  of  England. 
And,  therefore,  we  are  called  upon,  in 
order  to  show  that  we  are  sfarong,  and  that 
England  entirely  approves  of  the  action 
of  the  GK>yemment,  to  pass  this  Yote.  If 
there  is  any  justice  in  any  of  the  things  I 
have  pointed  out,  it  is  almost  impossible 
for  us  on  this  side  to  approve  of  the 
action  of  the  Gt)vemment.  Unless  there 
can  be  given  some  explanation  infinitely 
more  satisfactory  than  anything  that 
has  been  put  before  us,  I,  for  one,  if 
you  put  me  to  torture,  could  not  say  I 
approved  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
It  is  extremely  hard  that,  because  the 
GK>vemment  gets  itself  into  this  scrape, 
it  should  put  us  in  such  a  dilemma  that 
we  are  called  upon  to  express  a  confi- 
dence we  do  not  feel  because  they  deem 
it  necessary  on  patriotic  grounds  to 
wrest  it  from  us.  There  are  things  a 
Government  has  a  right  to  demand  &om 
us ;  there  are  sacrifices  I  would  make  to 
support  a  Government  to  which,  unfor- 
tunately, I  am  opposed.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  Government  asks  for  a  general 
Vote  of  Oonfidence ;  it  does  much  worse 
— ^it  asks  the  Committee  to  participate 
in  a  course  of  vulgarity  and  snobbish- 
ness. It  says — "We  want  to  say  we 
are  strong,  and  the  way  is  to  show  how 
rich  we  are;  we  therefore  ask  for 
£6,000,000"— if  it  were  £60,000,000  it 
would  be  all  the  same,  so  far  as  I  can 
SCO  ■"  which  is  to  be  at  the  disposal  of 
the  GK>vemment  for  two  monlhs ;  and 
that  is  to  prove  our  strength.  It  does 
not  follow,''  as  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  "  that  a  single  shilling 
will  be  spent ;  all  the  Powers  of  Europe 
will  be  mghtened  by  the  mere  fact  of 
our  being  empowered  to  spend  it ;  and 
so  We  shall  have  our  own  way  in  the 
Conference,  and  shall  be  enabled  to  re- 
habilitate the  fallen  Turkish  power." 
It  is  an  abuse  of  the  powers  of  Govern- 
ment toput  before  us  such  a  proposi- 
tion, lliey  have  a  perfect  right — at 
least,  one  must  concede  it,  they  being 
the  stronger — to  deal  with  our  money, 
to  trample  upon  us,  to  torment  us,  to 
out-vote  us ;  but  there  is  one  thing  they 
have  no  right  to  do,  and  that  is  to  make 
us  do  what  no  gentleman  could  think  of 
doin^  without  repugnance.  They  have 
no  right  to  put  us  in  the  position  of  the 
«  Bourgeqis  Gentilhomme,"  rattling  the 
money  in  our  pockets  to  show  how  rich 
we  are.    Such  a  degradation  transcends 


the  limits  allowed  to  a  Parliamentary 
majority.  Not  only  have  they  no  right 
to  make  us  act  in  a  manner  unbecoming 
English  gentlemen,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  is  fair  upon  us  that  we  should  be 
made  extremely  ridiculous.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  make  many  sacrifices  for  the 
coxmtry ;  of  course,  everyone  is  prepared 
to  die  for  it ;  but  everyone  is  not  pre- 
pared to  make  himself  a  laughing-stock 
to  all  mankind.  And  it  involves  nothing 
less  that  we  should  really  seek  to  Mghten 
five  great  military  Powers,  not  by  arms, 
not  by  levies,  not  by  the  collection  or 
raising  of  money ;  but  by  the  mere  pos- 
sibility of  raising  money,  which  may  be 
applied  in  some  imknown  manner,  if  it 
be  possible  to  scrape  it  up  or  to  make 
an  excuse  for  doing  it,  and  that  within 
less  than  two  months,  because  the 
frightening  period  cannot  begin  until 
the  Conference  meets.  It  has  not  met 
yet.  Observe  another  thing  about  this 
theory  of  imparting  supematurid  power 
by  granting  millions  of  money.  By 
March  81  the  spell  will  be  spent.  Only 
think  of  the  miserable  position  of  our 
Minister  in  the  Conference  at  midnight 
on  the  31st  of  March  or  the  1st  of  April. 
The  position  of  Samson  when  his  last 
locks  were  falling  off  under  the  shears 
of  Delilah  would  be  nothing  to  it.  He 
will  say — 

"But  yesterday,  the  word  of  Caesar  might 
Have  stood  against  the  world ;  " 

but  now  'tis  12  o'clock !  I  go  further, 
and  maintain,  with  some  plausibility, 
not  only  that  they  have  no  right  to  make 
us  vul^ir  and  ridiculous,  but  they  have 
no  right  to  enlist  our  sympathies  in  » 
cause  which  is  utterly  futile.  No  man 
except  the  Prime  Itfinister  can  really 
imagine  that  five  jpeat  military  Monar- 
chies— ^any  one  of  which  can  put  into 
the  field  five  times  as  many  men  as  we 
can — are  to  be  terrified,  not  because  we 
have  resorted  to  a  conscription  or  a  levy 
&n  moisey  or  any  preparation  for  despe- 
rate resistance ;  but  because  we  havd  put 
it  into  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
spend  a  certain  sum  of  money  during  a 
period  of  two  months.  I  do  not  under- 
value the  capacity  and  good  sense  of 
hon.  Gentiemen  opposite;  and  I  have 
too  good  an  opinion  of  them  to  think 
that  they  would  propose  anything  so 
utterly  preposterous  and  ridiculous  if  it 
had  not  been  that  I  could  trace  the  mo* 
tive  in  the  manner  I  have  done  to  the 
miserable  necessity  they  were  under  of 
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doing  something.     By  the  two  totally 
different  versions  given  of  their  inten- 
tions,  they  have  entirely  overreached 
themselves.    As  far  as  I  know,  this  Yote 
is  one  without  precedent ;  if  I  am  wrong, 
I  can  be  set  right  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  has  access  to  the 
best    information.      Everybody   knows 
how  we  proceed  on  such  occasions.    In 
military  matters  we  begin  with  men ; 
we  treat  all  other  matters  as  depending 
upon  the  number  of  men ;  and,  having 
determined  that,  then  follows  the  stores 
and  arms  necessary  for  them.    I  cannot 
understand  voting  so  much  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  other  matters  with  absolute 
discretion  to  the  Gt)vemment  to  do  as 
they  please.      Instead    of  frightening 
Plenipotentiaries   when    they    are    as- 
sembled, I  think  you  will  frighten  any- 
one who  has  any  respect  for  the  British 
Constitution,  if  it  has  come  to  be  ac- 
cepted as  a  principle  that  whenever  we 
want  to  bolster  ourselves  up  in  the  eyes 
of  foreign  coimtries  we  are  to  say  it  is  a 
question  of  a  Vote ;  if  it  is  a  small  diffi- 
culty,  that    £3,000,000  will   probably 
frighten  them;  if  it  is  a  bigger  diffi- 
cult, it  may  require  £5,000,000,  and  if 
it    is    a   very   lai^e    one,  it    may  be 
£20,000,000.    If  this  sort  of  thing  is  to 
go  on,  you  will  make  wreck  of  your 
finances  in  no  time.    There  never  will 
be  a  time  when  the  Government  will  not 
want  its  hands  strengthened  by  grants 
of  money.    I  entirely  protest  against 
being  drawn  into  this  matter.    It  is  not 
a  question  of  patriotism  with  me.    I 
think  in  some  cases  a  Government  may 
fairly  ask  for  much  from  us ;  but  this  is 
past  all  the  limits  of  human  patience ; 
and  no  people  who  view  the  thing  as  I 
do,    can   possibly    acquiesce  in   it.    I 
would  really  hope  it  is  not  too  late  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  re-consider 
the  question.    What  we  have  heard  this 
evening  renders  the  matter  less  pressing 
than  ever ;  and  can  it  be  worth  the  while 
of  the  Government  to  force  the  matter 
further,  as  they  undoubtedly  can  in  their 
omnipotence  and  with  their  command 
over  their  own  side  ?    They  might  com- 
mand this  side  also  if  it  were  a  case  in 
which  the  honour  and  the  interests  of 
the  country  were  concerned;   but  for 
what  honour  or  interest  they  are  going 
to  make  this  country  contemptible  and 
supremely  ridiculous  I  cannot  imagine. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of  peace 
or  war.     I  trust  there  is  good  sense 
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enough — I  will  not  say  sense  of  the  ridi- 
culous enough — ^here  to  enable  us  to 
laugh  this  tmng  out  of  the  House.  I 
thii^  the  (Government  could  very  easily 
dispense  with  this  Vote.  I  think  they 
want — and  it  is  a  very  proper  thing  for 
them  to  want — ^to  have  a  united  Eng- 
land when  they  go  into  the  Congress. 
No  desire  is  more  legitimate,  and  there 
is  none  we  ought  to  make  more  sacri- 
fices for.  The  way  to  obtain  unity  is 
exceedingly  simple.  It  is  not  to  be 
done  with  silver  and  gold,  nor  yet  with 
iron.  The  reason  you  are  in  difficulties 
in  going  into  the  Conference  is  because 
you  know  well  that  a  very  considerable 
part  of  the  intellect,  of  the  education,  of 
the  wealth  of  England  is  against  any- 
thing that  would  tend  to  keep  up  this 
detestable  abomination  of  TurHsh  domi- 
nation in  Eastern  Europe.  So  recently 
as  the  25th  of  December  it  has  been  said 
that  the  Gh)vemment  undertakes  to  get 
the  best  terms  it  can  for  Turkey.  What 
does  that  mean?  The  best  terms  for 
Turkey  are  the  worst  possible  terms  for 
the  wretched  people  tney  have  misgo- 
verned. Whenever  the  Prime  Minister 
has  a  chance,  he  always  does  something 
to  let  it  be  thought  that  his  opinions 
and  those  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  country  are  against  the 
delivery  of  these  wretched  populations. 
He  did  it  a  year  and  a  half  ago  in  the 
celebrated  speech  about  a  second  and  a 
third  campaign.  This  year  his  tone  im- 
plied disbelief  in  the  word  of  the  Em- 
peror, and  was  in  the  highest  degree 
unbecoming.  I  would  suggest  a  simple 
remedy.  Muzzle  your  Pnme  Minister. 
If  you  cannot  do  that,  let  it  be  at  once 
understood  that  in  these  frisky  hours  he 
does  not  represent  the  opinions  of  the 
Government.  If  you  want  the  people  of 
England  to  be  imited,  consider  their 
feeBngs  and  wishes.  Do  not  look  at  the 
matter  in  such  a  stiff,  stately,  and  buck- 
ram manner  as  you  do.  Consider  that 
you  are  dealing  with  flesh  and  blood. 
Think  the  peome*s  thoughts;  use  their 
language ;  and  lead  them  to  understand 
that,  instead  of  giving  everything 
grudgingly  and  unwillingly,  as  they  are 
apt  to  imagine,  you  are  their  leaders, 
to  lead  them  in  the  course  they  wish. 
It  is  not  an  unreasonable  course.  They 
wish  for  freedom,  for  liberation  from 
misery  and  suffering  to  a  large  class  of 
people.  Tou  yourselves  share  their 
feehngs,  .and  why  will  you  be  at  such 
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pains  to  make  everybody  believe  you 
are  hostile  to  this  course  ?  If  you  only 
do  that  you  may,  indeed,  do  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  most  justly 
wished  should  be  done — you  may  go 
into  the  Congress  with  a  united  Eng- 
land behind  you,  and  speak  with  a 
weight  you  will  not  attain  even  if  you 
get  liberty  to  spend  £100,000,000. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  observed 
that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer brought  forward  this  Motion  on 
Monday  he  treated  it  as  a  subject  of 
grave  importance.  It  seemed  to  him 
tiiat  when  a  statement  was  made  by  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown  that 
this  Vote  should  be  granted,  it  was 
hardly  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  the 
House  and  the  gravity  of  tms  question 
to  meet  the  proposal  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  with  an  Amendment 
saying  it  should  not  be  acceded  to  be- 
cause that  would  increase  the  financial 
burdens  of  the  people.  Much  as  he  was 
in  favour  of  economical  administration, 
bethought  it  was  not  right  to  oppose 
the  Vote  on  that  ground.  A  Motion  of 
this  kind  ought  to  have  been  met  by  a 
direct  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  Had 
such  a  step  been  taken  he  knew  how  it 
would  have  been  met,  and  what  would 
have  been  the  answer  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  that  when  the  division  took  place 
Europe  would  be  convinced  that  England 
was  in  earnest,  and  that  her  earnestness 
originated  out  of  a  desire  to  secure  a 
satisfactory  peace.  He  hoped,  further- 
more, it  womd  show  that  she  was  tho- 
roughly prepared  to  defend  her  own 
interests.  Turkey  being  now  in  a  con- 
dition which  would  not  serve  our  pur- 
poses, should  we  trust  Eussia  to  settle 
the  destinies  of  people  in  the  Turkish 
Provinces  ?  He  was  willing  to  give 
Russia  every  credit  for  good  intentions ; 
but  it  needed  all  our  charity  to  put  a 
favourable  construction  upon  the  course 
of  Eussia  during  the  last  month.  He 
thought  there  could  be  but  one  answer 
to  the  question.  We  were  not  prepared 
to  leave  Eussia  to  settle  the  matter. 
The  wisest  course  we  could  take  was  to 
say  we  would  not  let  things  go  by  chance 
— ^that  we  had  a  definite  poucy,  that  we 
were  prepared  to  maintain  the  engage- 
ments which  this  and  other  countries 
had  entered  into,  and  would  insist  that 
England  and  Europe  should  have  a  voice 
in  me  settlement  of  this  important  ques- 
tion, and  the  securing  of  the  peace  of 


Europe  for  some  time  to  come.  The 
(Government  were  perpetually  called 
upon  to  say  what  they  were  afraid  of, 
and  why  they  asked  for  this  money. 
When  the  facts  of  the  case  which  the 
Government  could  make  out  against 
Eussia  were  stated,  the  danger  would  be 
that  they  would  so  inflame  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  this  country  that  they 
would  not  listen  to  reason  on  the  matter 
of  peace  or  war,  and  something  might 
happen  to  force  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  bring  about  that  war 
which  we  were  all  so  desirous  of  avoid- 
ing. The  Government  had  been  at- 
tacked ;  but  it  was  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  they  had  all  along  been  placed  in 
a  very  awkward  and  difficult  position. 
They  came  into  office  inheriting  the  old 
traditions  of  the  Foreign  Office,  one  of 
which  was  that  Turkey  was  to  be  kept 
as  a  bulwark  against  Eussia.  But  Si 
of  a  sudden  the  conscience  of  the  people 
seemed  to  wake  up,  and  they  said — 
«  We  won't  keep  up  Turkey  any  more." 
It  was  extremely  difficult  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  adapt  themselves  to  that  altered 
state  of  things;  but  everybody  must 
admit  that  they  had  kept  us  out  of  war 
up  to  the  present  time.  He  believed  the 
House  and  the  coxmtry  would  be  ready 
to  consider  everything  that  might  be 
fairly  advanced  by  Eussia  with  regard 
to  terms  and  the  compensation  she  might 
ask  for  her  sufferings  and  losses.  Cer- 
tainly the  terms  which  were  read  out 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
other  night  sounded  very  large ;  but  the 
country  would  be  anxious  to  Sscuss  them 
dispassionately  so  far  as  they  did  not 
militate  against  justice  and  right,  and 
to  settle  the  question  of  peace  on  a  per- 
manent basis.  As  to  the  point  which  was 
put  before  the  House  last  night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  relative 
to  the  Dardanelles,  no  one  in  common 
fairness  could  dispute  that  Eussia  had  a 
real  cause  of  complaint.  If  we  were 
not  driven  to  point  out  what  the  action 
had  been  which  had  driven  the  Govern- 
ment to  ask  for  this  Vote — for  that  could 
not  be  done  without  danger  of  the  war 
feeling  being  pushed  to  extremity — we 
might  look  to  a  happy  termination  of  the 
troubles  which  had  so  long  oppressed 
that  portion  of  Europe.  He  aid  not 
agree  on  many  points  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan) ;  but  he  did  agree  with  him, 
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that  it  was  England's  interest  that  this 
question  should  be  put  on  a  permanent 
basis — not  on  such  a  basis  that  we  might 
be  saved  from  embarrassment  for  some 
ten  years  to  come;  but  that  it  should  be 
settled  once  for  all  in  the  interest  of 
England  and  of  Europe,  and  that  con- 
tentment, justice,  and  prosperity  might 
be  the  lot  of  those  fair  lands  to  which 
that  boon  had  so  long  been  denied. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  said,  he 
had  listened  with  the  greatest  pleasure 
to  the  able  and  temperate  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  who 
had  given  atone  to  the  debate  it  did  not 
before  possess.  He  listened  to  speeches 
last  night  the  beginning  and  the  end  of 
which  was  peace,  but  their  inside  was  as 
full  of  powder  as  a  fish  torpedo.  He 
quite  admitted  that  an  Empire  such  as 
ours  might  require  at  some  time  or  other 
to  be  defended  by  the  sword ;  and  if  such 
an  occasion  should  arise  the  Government 
appealing  to  the  country  in  such  a  cause 
would  be  speaking  in  the  name  of  united 
England.  But  he  asked  himself,  was 
England  now  united?  We,  he  feared, 
required  a  new  definition  for  the  term 
unanimity.  Ten  days  ago  we  were  told 
that  the  Government  was  united;  but 
now  we  were  informed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  that  for  the  last  month  two 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  had  been  in  a 
chronic  state  of  resignation.  Was  the 
country,  then,  unanimous  in  support  of 
this  policy  ?  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
unanimous  the  other  way.  There  was 
scarcely  a  town  in  England  from  which 
remonstrances  against  this  Vote  had  not 
arrived.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
this  was  a  mob  agitation.  He  had  ob- 
served that  whenever  out-of-door  agita- 
tion, though  carried  on  by  the  greatest 
scamps  and  scoundrels  in  the  country, 
was  in  favour  of  the  (Government,  it 
was  the  voice  of  the  nation ;  but  if  it 
was  against  them  it  was  mob  agita- 
tion and  the  work  of  a  "  ^T^^  spirit." 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Siding 
of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  C.  B.  Denison)  had 
said  he  did  not  mean  to  be  governed  by 
a  mobocracy.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  be  disposed  to  agree  with  him, 
but  then  he  would  include  under  the 
name  of  mobocracy  even  an  assemblage 
at  the  Guildhall  under  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  London.  In  Perth  and  Leith  the 
candidates  opposed  to  this  Vote  had 
defeated  the  candidates  in  ikvour  of  it 

Sir  John  Kmnaway 


by  3  to  1 ;  and  in  Ghreenock  his  hon. 
Riend  had  defeated  a  Conservative  op- 
ponent with  a  Liberal  and  Radical 
thrown  into  the  scale.  This  House  of 
Commons  had  not  been  elected  to  decide 
on  questions  of  peace  or  war ;  and  until 
an  appeal  was  made  to  the  country  he 
should  continue  to  believe  that  the  heart 
of  England  was  not  with  this  Vote. 
With  regard  to  the  Russian  terms  of 
peace,  he  asked  was  it  right  and  patriotic 
of  the  Home  Secretary  to  have  said 
thin^  about  the  Emperor  of  Russia 
whidi  no  common  jury  in  England  would 
be  allowed  to  assume  against  a  defen- 
dant in  a  matter  in  which  only  a  few 
pounds  were  at  stake?  It  might  now 
fairly  be  assumed  that  the  delay  in  sit- 
ing the  terms  of  peace  was  due  to  mili- 
tary, diplomatic,  and  political  difficulties 
which  had  arisen.  It  was  exactly  a 
fortnight  sinde  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  assured  us  in  the  most  solemn 
terms  that  nothing  had  occurred  to  call 
for  the  Vote  of  Credit  foreshadowed  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne ;  and  there- 
fore if  anything  had  occurred  it  must 
have  occurred  since  then.  In  one  sense, 
a  great  deal  had  occurred  since  then.  In 
the  first  place,  we  have  been  on  the  verge 
of  war.  Indeed,  he  was  not  sure  that  we 
had  not  been  at  war  without  knowing 
it.  Some  of  his  hon.  Friends  held  that, 
though  we  had  not  declared  war,  we  had 
made  war  without  declariM  it.  We 
had  sent  our  Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles 
and  called  it  back  again — a  proceeding 
which  reminded  him  of  what  had  been 
once  done  by  a  King  of  France — 
**  The  British  Fleet,  with  twenty  thousand  men. 
Steamed  up  the  Straits,  and  then — steamed 
down  again.*' 

It  was  said  that  Russia  desired  to  have 
a  quid  pro  quo.  She  desired  a  war  in- 
demnity, no  doubt,  as  Germany  had 
desired  it  when  she  exacted  it  from 
France  and  held  a  material  guarantee 
until  the  indemnity  was  paid.  He  could 
not  express  his  ratification  at  the 
thought  that  the  gallant  State  of  Monte- 
negro should  have  gained  the  indepen- 
dence for  which  it  had  so  bravely  fought. 
With  regard  to  Servia,  he  was  not  con- 
cerned to  defend  her;  but  surely  they 
did  not  want  £6,000,000  to  deal  with 
that  part  of  the  question.  Austria  was 
much  more  interested  in  respect  to  it 
«than  we  were,  and  yet  she  was  not  add- 
ing £6,000,000  to  her  Budget.  With 
regard  to  the  formation  of  Bmgaria  into 
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an  autonomous  State,  under  a  Bussian 
Prince— who  now  turned  out  to  be  as 
apocryphal  as  the  Bussian  princes  who 
used  to  be  met  at  Homburg  and  Baden- 
Baden — ^he  thought  that  was  the  very 
object  for  which  they  had  all  desired 
before  the  breaking  out  of  the  war. 
Mr.  Layard,  indeeo^  said  it  would  be 
the  destruction  of  the  Turkish  Empire ; 
but  the  destruction  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire was  a  process  which  had  been 
going  on  for  many  years  past.  The  case 
of  Tairkey  in  Europe  was  not  merely 
that  of  the  sick  man — she  was  dead,  and 
it  was  vain  to  try  to  resuscitate  her. 
They  had  been  endeavouring  to  gal- 
vanize a  corpse.  Even  if  they  were  to 
guarantee  Turkey  now — pressed  as  she 
was  on  the  one  side  by  the  Slav  race  and 
on  the  other  by  rising  Hellenic  nationali- 
ties fired  with  new  ambition — she  would 
fell  to  pieces  in  two  years.  Bussia,  with 
all  her  faults,  had  the  germs  of  national, 
municipal,  and  communal  life ;  but 
where  was  the  national  life  of  Turkey  ? 
If  we  put,  in  the  place  of  a  dying  Power 
a  youn^,  vigorous  nationality,  of  whom 
we  could  make  a  friend,  and  with  whom 
we  could  act  in  concert,  that  would  be 
the  best  course  to  adopt  for  British  in- 
terests. The  British  Government  wanted 
to  go  to  the  Conference  with  cheque-book 
in  one  hand  and  a  loaded  revolver  in  the 
other.  For  what  ?  To  make  themselves 
look  respectable  ?  If  every  nation  did  the 
same  the  Conference  would  be  a  forest 
of  bayonets.  With  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Dardanelles,  to  talk  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  and  the  Sultan  set- 
tling it  between  them  was  very  like  sheer 
nonsense.  It  was  a  European  question, 
and  it  must  be  settled  by  European  opi- 
nion. But  there  was  a  feeling  growing 
up  in  Europe  that  Eneland  was  playing 
her  own  hand,  and  they  might  call  it 
independence,  but  it  looked  very  like 
isolation.  Yet,  within  the  last  few 
days,  a  report  had  prevailed  that  this 
money  was  required,  not  to  back  up 
England,  but  to  re-assure  Austria.  Well, 
he  said,  that  the  interests  of  Austria 
and  those  of  England,  were  not  the 
same.  We  ought  to  be  aware  of  en- 
tangling alliances,  or  of  allowing  our- 
selves to  drift  into  war.  It  was  easy  to 
generate  and  to  foster  national  animosi- 
ties. Formerly,  Englishmen  and  French- 
men regarded  each  other  as  natural 
enemies.  Thank  Qodl  that  miserable 
feding  had  passed  away.  But  it  seemed 


that  exactly  the  same  thing,  or  something 
very  like  it,  was  arising  in  regard  to 
Bussia.  Surely  two  great  nations,  bound 
together,  not  only  by  dynastic  alliances, 
but  by  a  common  interest,  and  which 
ought  to  be  the  pioneers  of  civilization 
in  the  East — where  there  was  room  for 
them  both  —  were  created  for  better 
things  than  to  cut  each  other's  throats  ? 
Men  talked  glibly  of  throwing  10,000 
blue- jackets  into  Gallipoli,  just  as  14 
years  ago  they  talked  glibly  of  throwing 
30,000  red-jackets  into  Diippel ;  but  the 
first  shot  that  was  fired  between  England 
and  Bussia  would  kindle  Europe  into  a 
blaze,  and  then  their  £6,000,000  would 
be  found  to  go  a  very  little  way.  Yet, 
though  very  little,  indeed,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  war,  that  sum  was  a  heavy 
price  to  pay  for  a  Vote  of  Confidence 
which  they  did  not  altogether  feel.  More- 
over, at  present,  in  his  part  of  the  coun- 
try, the  springs  of  industry  were  almost 
dned  up  ;  the  iron  trade  was  nearly 
gone ;  scarcely  a  coal  mine  paid  its  way ; 
and  the  people  were  in  a  state  of  great 
misery  and  privation.  And  when  he 
thought  of  such  Votes,  and  the  starving 
chil£en,  and  the  poor  creatures  huddled 
together  at  the  workhouse  door  or  trudg- 
ing barefoot  through  slush  and  snow  to 
receive  their  scanty  pittance  he  could 
not  bring  himself  to  support  a  Vote  that 
was  either  wantonly  extravagant  or 
ridiculously  inadequate. 

Me.  BALFOUB  said,  that  in  his 
opinion,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
not  shown  any  consciousness  of  the 
gravity  of  the  step  they  were  about  to 
take.  While  admitting  that  the  Vote 
before  the  House,  not  through  any 
action  of  the  Government,  but  because 
of  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  involved 
the  question  of  confidence,  he  would 
appecd  to  the  supporters  of  the  Amend- 
ment to  say  whemer  they  desired  the 
Amendment  to  be  carried,  or  if  it  was  a 
patriotic  course  to  pursue  to  try  to  turn 
their  opponents  out  of  office  in  the  present 
very  grave  position  of  aflPairs,  when  they 
must  know  that  there  was  no  chance 
whatever  of  their  being  able  to  replace 
them  in  the  event  of  their  appealing,  as 
they  necessarily  would  do,  to  the  verdict 
of  the  country.  He  contended  that  they 
had  one  of  the  two  objects  in  view — 
either  they  really  desired  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  carried,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  turning  out  the 
only  Gh)venunent  which  could  possibly 
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carry  on  public  Business ;  or  else  they 
did  not  desire  this,  in  which  case  it  was 
a  mere  paper  Amendment,  which  they 
thought  it  good  policy  to  flourish  in  the 
face  of  the  country.  It  could  not  be 
said  that  the  proposal  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  was,  on  the  fece  of  it,  extravagant. 
Eussia  was  known  to  be  ambitious;  she 
was  not  known  to  be  very  scrupulous ; 
and  it  would  hardly  be  maintained  that 
this  demand  for  £6,000,000  was  an  out- 
rageous one,  seeing  that  from  one  end 
of  the  Continent  to  the  other  men's 
minds  were  agitated  by  rumours  of  war, 
and  that  there  was  hardly  a  nation  from 
Denmark  to  Greece  which  was  not  arm- 
ing, preparing  to  arm,  or  which  had  not 
already  armed.  The  feeling  by  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  influenced 
seemed  to  be  a  survival  of  the  feel- 
ing shown  by  the  country  in  1876- 
1877  ;  but  circumstances  had  entirely 
changed  since  that  agitation  had  oc- 
curred. The  Power  miich  perpetrated 
the  outrages  which  had  horrmed  Europe 
which  had  defied  the  Great  Powers  at 
the  Conference  was  now  as  much  blotted 
out  as  the  Turkey  that  formerly  threat- 
ened the  liberties  of  Europe  and  marched 
its  armies  to  the  very 'gates  of  Vienna. 
Every  argument  which  did  not  take  ac- 
count of  this ;  every  argument,  he  might 
almost  add,  which  was  of  older  date  than 
three  weeks  was,  therefore,  an  anachro- 
nism ;  since  the  Ottoman  Power — ^the  per- 
secutor of  its  Christian  subjects — was 
really  no  more,  and  the  basis  on  which 
so  much  of  the  agitation  of  the  last  18 
months  was  founded  no  longer  existed. 
When,  therefore,  foreign  nations  saw 
that  the  efforts  to  hamper  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government  continued 
when  the  avowed  objects  of  those  eflfbrts 
had  by  the  mere  march  of  events  ceased 
to  exist,  they  could  only  put  one  inter- 
pretation on  the  conduct  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. They  would  say  that  its  real 
motive  throughout  had  been  a  cowardly 
horror  of  war — ^that  so  long  as  a  decent 
cloak  could  be  found  for  this  in  general 
philanthropy,  philanthropy  was  the  order 
of  the  day;  but  that  when  this  failed 
some  other  excuse  was  seized  upon, 
drawn  either  from  an  ill-timed  economy 
or  the  minutiee  of  Constitutional  pre- 
cedent. If  such  an  idea  really  prevailed 
on  the  Continent  nothing  comd  exag- 
gerate its  danger,  and  he  was  very  much 
afraid  that  it  would  lead  to  a  state  of 
things  which  would  make  war  inevitable. 

Mr.  Bdlftmr 


Much  had  been  said  about  the  absurdity 
of  our  going  armed  into  the  Conference ; 
but  he  would  ask  those  who  spoke 
thus  what  ground  except  our  strength 
had  we  to  justify  our  interference  in  the 
affairs  of  any  other  coxmtry  than  our 
own  ?  Our  real  title  to  take  any  such 
step  laid,  not  in  the  fact  that  we  had  a 
sort  of  historic  right  to  do  so,  but  because 
it  was  undoubtecfly  the  fact  that  we  were 
a  GreatPower.  A  Ghreat  Power  was  not 
a  Power  which  had  a  command  of  fine 
sentiments,  but  a  Power  which  could  be 
dangerous  to  its  enemies,  useful  to  its 
friends,  and  which  possessed  great  re- 
sources which  it  could  and  would  use. 
If  we  ceased  to  possess  these  qualities, 
we  might,  indeed,  attend  the  Con- 
ference ;  but  the  mere  fact  that  we  had 
been  once  a  Great  Power  would  give  us 
no  weight  there.  In  a  Conference  affairs 
were  not  settled  as  in  a  Gas  Committee, 
by  a  majority  of  voices,  but  by  the  com- 
parative influence  derived  ultimately  and 
not  very  remotely  from  the  material 
power  of  the  nations  who  took  part  in 
it.  Befusing,  therefore,  to  our  Delegates 
the  weight  which  the  Vote  now  asked 
for  was  calculated  to  give  them,  in  their 
endeavours  to  bring  about  a  satisfactory 
and  durable  peace,  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite seemed  to  him  to  be  incurring  a 
grave  responsibility,  and  he  did  most 
earnestly  ask  them  to  consider  whether 
the  Amendment  they  had  annoimced 
their  intention  of  supporting  was  not 
calculated  to  produce  exactly  the  oppo- 
site effects  to  tnose  which  they  desired. 
Mb.  W.  cart  weight  said,  he  had 
taken  no  part  in  what  was  caUed  the 
agitation  in  regard  to  this  question.  He 
had,  however,  tried  to  the  best  of  his 
abiUty  to  ascertain  the  nature  of  the 
Vote  which  was  submitted  to  the  House, 
and  of  the  reasons  uiged  against  it.  It 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  Vote  of  immediate 
Confidence  based  on  recent  occurrences 
that  was  asked  from  the  House.  He 
had  had  very  great  difficulty  in  making 
up  his  mind  as  to  how  he  should  vote ; 
but  the  small  Correspondence  pre- 
sented to  the  House  since  the  opening 
of  the  Session  had  supplied  him  with 
data  which  had  led  him  to  a  conclusion 
that  would  sway  his  vote  on  the  present 
occasion  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  about  "British 
interests,"  and  beyond  doubt  there  were 
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intereets  which,  in  the  present  political 
juncture,  might  be  touched  in  a  sense 
adverse  to  the  interests  of  this  country ; 
but  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and 
notably  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
had  also  recognized  the  fact  that  amongst 
these  interests  many  affected  other  na- 
tions of  the  Continent;  and  which,  there- 
fore, were  to  be  regarded  asgeneral  Euro- 
pean interests,  "m  dealing  with  these  in- 
terests, therefore,  there  should  be  concert 
and  co-operation,  and  it  was  of  capital 
importance  that,  in  the  present  critical 
state  of  affairs,  this  country  should  be 
prepared  to  take  its  share  in  such  con- 
cert and  co-operation  with  the  Great 
Powers.  He  searched,  however,  in  vain 
through  that  Correspondence  for  any 
evidence  as  to  the  co-operation  with  the 
other  States  of  Europe,  and  he  was 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
not  the  a^ement  which  ought  to  exist 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Governments  of  the  other  Great 
Powers.  With  regard  to  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  the  basis  of 
which  he  ^ould  define  as  conditional 
neutrality,  by  which  he  understood  abso- 
lute impartiality,  subject  strictly  to  cer- 
tain conditions  not  being  infringed,  the 
point  of  real  importance  was  that  having 
reference  to  Constantinople.  Lord  Derby, 
in  his  despatch  of  6th  May,  had  stated 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  be  prepared  to  witness  with  indiffer- 
ence the  passing  into  other  hands  than 
its  present  possessors  a  capital  holding 
BO  peculiar  and  conmianding  a  position. 
The  reply  to  that  despatch  on  the  part 
of  Russia  had  been  that,  while  accepting 
this  proposition,  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment of  Kussia  could  not  prejudge  the 
course  and  issue  of  the  war ;  and  that 
reply  had  been  received  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  without  protest  and 
without  remark  at  the  time  against 
this  distinct  reservation.  On  the  12th 
of  December  the  Turkish  Government, 
being  then  sorely  pressed  after  the  fall 
of  Plevna,  addressed  an  appeal  to  the 
Powers  of  Europe  to  intercede.  On  the 
very  following  day  a  despatch  was  indited 
by  Lord  Derby  and  addressed  to  Prince 
Gt)rtchakoff,  which  involved  a  departure 
from  the  original  conditions.  He  (Mr. 
Cartwrieht)  contended  that  the  despatch 
to  which  he  referred  did  not  maintain 
the  position  originally  taken,  while  the 
contention  of  the  Home  Secretary  on  the 
previous  evening  was  that  Her  Majesty's 

VOL.  CCXXXVn.  [thibd  SEMES.] 


Government  had  never  swerved  jftrom  the 
points  laid  down  in  Lord  Derby's  de- 
spatch of  May  last.  On  the  6th  May  ob- 
jection had  been  confined  to  the  transfer 
of  the  possession  of  Constantinople;  but, 
on  the  13th  December,  objection  was 
extended  to  the  tempoTOXj  occupation 
of  Constantinople  by  Russia.  A^ain,  on 
January  12th,  Lord  Derby  further  de- 
parted from  his  position  by  this  new 
condition  for  the  maintenance  of  Eng- 
lish neutrality — that  there  should  be  no 
Russian  advance  even  to  Gallipoli.  The 
despatch  of  the  6th  May  was  written  after 
protracted  diplomatic  Correspondence  as 
the  maturely  considered  expression  of 
British  conditions,  and  it  was  not  till 
the  Turkish  collapse  arose  that  these 
modifications  in  the  original  conditions 
were  made.  Her  Majes^'s  Gt)vemment 
had  professed  also  to  coimne  itself  to  the 
position  of  the  mere  channel  of  com- 
munication between  Russia  and  Turkey 
upon  the  subject  of  peace,  and  yet  there 
was  evidence  that  the  Government  had 
itself  sat  in  judgment  upon  the  Russian 
proposals.  For  although  the  Russian 
reply  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  January  29th,  no  communica- 
tion had  been  made  for  a  whole  week  to 
Constantinople ;  while,  in  the  interval,  the 
Russian  Government  had  been  asked  to 
make  modifications  in  its  answer  to  suit 
the  views  of  the  English  Government. 
In  regard  to  Turkey,  he  maintained  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  pursued 
a  course  which  approached  very  nearly 
to  benevolent  neutrality.  That  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  on  the  14th 
December  the  Foreign  Secretary  in- 
formed the  Turkish  Ambassador  that 
the  Government  would  do  their  utmost 
to  obtain  the  best  possible  terms  for 
Turkey.  Nothing  was  more  remarkable 
in  recent  transactions  connected  with 
this  question  than  the  inaccuracy  of  the 
information  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  who  was, 
of  course,  himself  misled.  He  (Mr.  Cart- 
wright)  would  not  say  one  word  against 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  there  could 
be  no  question  that  there  were  misstate- 
ments in  his  despatches,  and  that  the 
intelligence  which  came  from  Constan- 
tinople was  more  or  less  ambiguous 
and  doubtful.  There  appeared  to  bo 
an  air  of  mystery  nmning  through 
the  Correspondence,  and  a  remai^- 
able  instance  of  it  was  conveyed  in 
the  telegram  from  Constantinople  con- 
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veying  the  terms.  These  were  inaocnrafce; 
but  it  possibly  occurred  that  the  Mini- 
sters  of  the  Sultan^  hastily  reading  them 
over,  might  have  misapprehended  their 
meaning;  but  how  was  it  that,  so  far 
as  the  Correspondence  showed,  there 
had  been  no  subsequent  correction  of 
this  great  inaccuracy?  In  matters 
outside  the  area  of  that  reticence  which 
public  interest  required,  when  the  Go- 
vernment appealed  for  the  confidence 
of  the  nation  in  a  critical  moment,  it 
was  bound  to  give  the  most  ample  in- 
formation ;  and  this  information  he  had 
not  been  able  to  find  in  the  Blue  Books 
which  had  been  published  on  the  subject. 
On  the  contraiy,  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  mystery,  and  a  great  deal  left  out  in 
the  Papers  which  might  have  been  com- 
municated to  the  House;  and  he  re- 
garded as  unwarrantable  the  action  of 
Sie  Government  in  withholding  any 
documents  which  they  could  produce  in 
relation  to  Greece.  That  evening  they 
had  received  very  important  intelli- 
gence ;  but  it  had  not  come  £rom  Mr. 
Layard  in  Constantinople,  but  from 
Musurus  Pasha  in  London.  There  had, 
no  doubt,  been  a  great  many  despatches 

fiven  to  the  House  by  the  Government ; 
ut  he  wanted  to  know,  had  the  Go- 
vernment made  frank  communication 
of  matter  which,  as  regarded  present 
negotiations,  there  could  be  no  ground 
for  concealing  ?  The  Government  asked 
for  a  Vote  of  Confidence;  but  he,  for 
one,  could  not,  although  he  had  tried 
hard  to  find  it,  discover  a  reason  why 
that  confidence  should  be  given  them. 
One  word  more  he  desired  to  say.  The 
war  was  practically  at  an  end;  diplo- 
matic action  would  now  begin.  He  hoped 
that,  in  whatever  was  done  in  the  future, 
when  the  Conference  met,  the  influence 
of  this  country  would  not  be  thrown  into 
the  scale  in  favour  of  an  obsolete  for- 
mula— "the  integrity  and  independence 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,"  but  that  it 
would  be  given  in  favour  of  those  rising 
elements  of  strength  in  the  East  which 
were  indigenous  to  the  soil,  and  which, 
at  the  same  time,  were  capable  of  being 
raised  to  a  nation  which  might  prove  an 
obstruction  and  barrier  to  designing  or 
ambitious  foreign  Powers.  There  was 
one  point  more — that  of  the  possible  oc- 
cupation of  Constantinople.  As  to  the 
occupation  of  Constantinople,  let  them 
remember  as  a  warning  that  in  our 
own  time  there  had  been  an  occupation 

Mr,  W,  Cwrtwright 


hastily  undertaken  which  had  proved 
most  disastrous  to  the  Power  that  under- 
took it.  That  was  the  occupation  of 
Home  by  the  French,  in  behalf,  it  was 
said,  of  ancient  interests.  The  French 
went  easily  to  Eome,  but  once  there 
they  were  grievously  perplexed  how  to 
extricate  themselves  from  a  most  un- 
toward entanglement,  and  that  occupa- 
tion continued  to  hang  like  a  millstone 
around  the  neck  of  the  French  Empire. 

Me.  BENTINCK  said,  he  had  been 
struck  with  two  remarkable  facts  which 
were  very  closely  connected  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  during  the  last  15  months  marvel- 
lous hallucinations  had  existed  through- 
out the  country.  Not  only  that,  but  they 
had  seen  a  large  number  of  persons, 
supposed  to  be  in  full  possession  of  their 
senses,  doing  their  best  to  bring  about 
the  precise  results  which  they  professed 
most  to  deprecate.  As  to  the  origin  of 
this  war — ^there  was  no  use  in  mincing 
matters;  hon.  Members  would  be  able 
to  fill  up  the  details — ^but  he  would  as- 
cribe it  to  the  agitation  got  up  by  an  ex- 
Minister  in  search  of  a  **  political  ciy." 
[**0h,  oh!"]  He  desired  to  speak 
with  no  discourtesy ;  but  he  waa  stating 
his  impression,  and  he  believed  what  he 
had  said  would  be  endorsed  by  the 
general  opinion  of  the  country.  The 
agitation  was  supported  by  well-mean- 
ing but  misguided  persons,  who  had 
brought  themselves  into  the  strange 
belief  that  Christianity  and  carnage 
were  convertible  terms,  and  that  the 
best  way  to  relieve  an  oppressed  na- 
tionality was  to  put  it  through  a  course  of 
fire  and  sword,  and  subsequently  consign 
it  to  the  rule  of  a  Iriranny  much  more 
grinding  and  intolerable  than  that  from 
which  it  suffered.  What  surprised  him 
was  that  the  persons  who  were  taking 
this  line  were  me  very  persons  who  de- 
claimed against  war,  and  yet  who  were 
chiefly  instrumental  in  giving  rise  to  it. 
He  did  not  approve  the  course  taken  by 
the  Government,  and  thought  they  were 
in  some  degree  responsible  for  what  had 
occurred.  He  was  convinced  that  if  the 
Qt)vemment  had  interposed  a  year  ago, 
and  told  Russia — "You  shall  not  be  per- 
mitted to  go  beyond  certain  limits,"  the 
war  would  never  have  taken  place.  He 
had  heard  a  great  deal  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  about  the  existence  of 
a  war  Party — a  Party  determined  at  all 
riskS;  without  reason,  without  an  object. 
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to  driye  the  oountry  into  war.  All  lie 
ooold  sttj  was  that  if  snoh  a  Party  existed 
llie  persons  composing  it  ought  to  be  con- 
fined in  Bedlam.  He  and  mose  who  sat 
near  him  were  not  advocates  of  war ; 
they  deprecated  war  ;  they  would  resort 
to  it  only  when  it  became  a  painful 
necessity;  but  that  did  not  make  them  a 
war  Party,  and  such  a  Party  did  not 
ezist.  Last  year  all  England  was  de- 
luged with  speeches  and  pamphlets  on 
atrocities — atrocities  which  were  manu- 
factured for  a  political  purpose,  and  an 
endeayour  was  made  to  prove  that  the 
Turks  were  utter  barbarians,  and  not 
fit  to  live  on  the  earth,  and  that  there- 
fore they  ought  to  be  exterminated. 
But  it  was  discovered  eventually,  upon 
investigation,  that  the  atrocities  com- 
mitted by  the  Turks  were  equalled  by 
atrocities  committed  on  the  other  side, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  to  choose 
between  Bashi  -  Bazouk  and  Cossack. 
The  misRovemment  of  Turkey  he  would 
be  the  last  to  uphold,  but  he  could 
not  understand  why  England  should  be 
the  European  policeman  to  interfere 
with  it.  History  also  showed  that  the 
Turkish  Government  contrasted  favour- 
ably with  that  of  Eussia.  He  confessed 
frankly  that  during  this  struggle  his 
sympathies  had  been  with  the  Turks, 
for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Turk  had,  against  overwhelming  odds, 
been  fighting  for  his  home  and  country 
with  a  courage  worthy  of  an  English- 
man ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  he  felt  the 
conviction  that  the  war  undertaken  by 
Bussia  against  Turkey  was  for  aggres- 
sion and  spoliation.  [''Hear,  hear!"] 
He  would  withdraw  the  latter  asser- 
tion if  the  Emperor  kept  his  word. 
He  would  go  further,  and  say  that  the 
Turks  had  been  fighting  the  battie  of 
England  and  of  Europe.  ["No!"! 
Well,  wait  till  the  Conference  met,  ana 
then  they  would  see  that  the  cause  of 
the  Turk  must  be  taken  up  by  those 
Powers  who  were  not  prepared  to 
submit  to  Eussian  domination.  They 
might  like  or  dislike  the  Turk,  but  there 
he  was,  and  he  was  the  inevitable  Turk, 
and  they  could  not  get  rid  of  him.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  hon.  Gentie- 
men  opposite  were  going  to  do  with 
him.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  the 
credit  of  inventing  what  was  called  the 
"bag-and-baggage"  policy.  Let  t^e 
Bouse  assume  for  a  moment  that  such 


a  policy  could  be  carried  out,  and  that 
they  could  remove  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment and  the  20,000,000  of  Turks  into 
Armenia,  what  were  they  going  to 
do  with  the  territory  ?  There  was  a 
littie  difficulty  for  diplomatists  to  sur- 
moimt.  Another  policy,  which  had 
been  a  good  deal  spoken  of,  was  an 
older  policy,  and  known  as  the  peace-at- 
any-price  policy ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright) 
were  in  his  place,  he  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
should  like  to  ask  him  whether  he  was 
prepared  to  maintain  that  the  peace-at- 
any-price  policy  could  be  upheld  by 
Chreat  Britain,  and  whether  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  that  policy  would  not 
subject  this  country  to  greater  disasters 
than  any  war  could  produce  ?  He  had 
always  contended  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  armaments  of  this  country, 
because  he  believed  that  was  the  true 
peace  policy.  He  would  only  add  a 
word  with  respect  to  the  division  they 
were  to  take.  Li  his  belief  it  could 
not  be  a  Party  vote.  That  was  impos- 
sible. As  for  the  Government,  they 
could  not  be  turned  out ;  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ghreenwich  had  inade  any 
other  Government  impossible.  Therefore, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  he  regretted 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
had  been  moved.  His  belief  was  that 
the  friends  of  peace  throughout  the 
country  would  rejoice  that  means  were 
to  be  given  to  the  Government  of  exer- 
cising a  strong  voice  in  the  Councils  of 
Europe.  The  honour  of  the  House 
was  involved  in  the  Vote  they  were 
about  to  give.  Every  Member  of  the 
House  who  voted  would  be  compelled 
to  say  one  of  two  things — either  that 
he  was  prepared  to  uphold  the  honour 
and  defend  the  rights  of  this  country, 
or  that  he  was  prepared  to  sacrifice  both 
the  honour  and  rights  of  his  country 
for  the  miserable  and  sordid  objects  of 

Party  warfare.    

Mr.  p.  J.  SMYTH :  Sir,  I  do  not 
regard  this  question  as  one  of  confidence 
or  no  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Although  I  disapprove  of 
the  negative  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Opposition^— and  the  front  Opposition 
Bench  has  never  favoured  us  with  any 
other  on  the  Eastern  Question — I  deem 
it  my  duty  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W,  E.  Forster).    Dis- 
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ffuise  it  as  we  may,  the  proposition  of 
tne  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  me  Chancellor 
of  the  fjzoheqner  isinterpreted  by  Europe 
as  a  demonstration  in  support  of  Turkish 
domination  in  Eastern  Europe.  That 
domination  is  virtually  overthrown,  and 
I  believe  it  to  be  for  the  interest  of 
mankind  that  it  should  wholly  cease.  If 
I  plead  guilty  to  the  weakness — if  such 
it  be — of  being  attracted  towards  a  great 
Prime  Minister  who  has  the  courage  of 
his  convictions,  I  cannot  be  insensible  to 
the  fact  that  this  question  involves  great 
principles  which  I  feel  that  I  could  not 
abandon  in  the  East  without  ceasing  to 
uphold  in  the  West.  The  time,  happily, 
has  arrived,  when  the  phrase  "condi- 
tional neutraliiy,"  of  which  we  have  had 
for  the  last  eight  months  such  a  weari- 
some iteration,  must  give  up  its  meaning. 
It  is  an  ambiguous,  and,  as  appears 
from  a  recently  published  despatch,  an 
elastic  phrase.  Ifneutrality  was  meant, 
why  not  say  neutrality  unqualified  by 
any  epithet  ?  Bead  by  the  ught  of  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  the  despatch  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs — that  of  the  6th  of  May 
— it  meant  absolute  neutraliiy  as  regards 
the  events  of  the  war,  though  they  should 
lead  to  a  Eussian  occupation  of  Constan- 
tinople, with  a  reservation  of  the  right 
of  the  Government  to  exercise  its  in- 
fluence at  the  final  settlement.  That  is 
the  neutrality  of  Austria  as  defined  by 
Count  Andrassy.  There  are,  however, 
some  enthusiastic  persons  in  this  country 
who  attach  to  the  phrase  another  mean- 
ing ;  who  see  a  menace  to  clearly  defined 
British  interests  in  every  Russian  victory, 
and  in  the  exercise  by  Bussia  of  the 
plainest  of  belligerent  rights.  It  is 
time  that  this  confusion  should  cease, 
and  that  it  should  be  avowed  that  British 
neutrality  is  actually  neutrality  as  under- 
stood by  the  rest  of  the  world — that  is, 
neutrality  pure  and  simple,  and  subject 
to  no  condition  save  that  Russia  shall 
not  seize  and  occupy  that  road  whose 
existence  as  yet  is  a  mystery  to  all  except 
the  TurcophUe  geographers  who  pin  their 
faith  to  small  maps.  Hitherto,  I  admit, 
the  two  great  Parties  in  this  country, 
though  differing  widely,  apparently,  in 
their  sympathies,  have  been  substantially 
united  on  the  basis  of  neutraliiy.  No 
matter  how  the  organs  of  one  Party  may 
have  denounced  Russia,  those  of  the 
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other  Turkey,  the  result  practically  has 
been  a  Joint-Stock  Do-Nothing  Company, 
Limited  by  British  Interests.  Every 
nation,  especially  in  time  of  war,  is 
bound  to  keep  a  watchful  guard  over  its 
interests,  but  this  ostentatious  avowal  of 
a  policy  of  unmitigated  selfishness  marks 
a  new  era  in  humanity.  The  policy  may 
have  been  a  wise  one  or  the  reverse — a 
little  time  will  tell — ^but  heretofore  men 
and  nations  have  been  wont  to  daim, 
even  for  questionable  proceedings,  the 
sanction  of  noble  motives.  No  doubt — 
though  the  motive  has  never  before  been 
so  openly  prodcumed — a  regard  for 
Britidi  interests  was  the  mainspring  of 
the  conduct  of  this  nation  in  the  great 
convulsions  which  have  affected  the 
destinies  of  mankind  for  the  last  100 
years — from  the  American  Revolution  to 
the  Franco-German  War — ^but,  calmly 
surveying  those  events,  must  it  not  be 
admitted  now  that  a  too  exclusive  devo- 
tion to  British  interests  has  led  the 
British  nation  into  serious  mistakes,  and 
that  at  times  she  was  belligerent  when 
she  ought  to  have  been  neutral,  and 
again,  neutral  when  she  ought  to  have 
been  belligerent  ?  She  has  been  neutral 
in  this  conflict,  and  I  hold  that  she 
ought  to  have  been  belligerent  from  the 
beginning — not  for  Russian  purposes, 
nor  for  Turkish,  nor  yet  for  purposes 
specifically  British;  but  for  justice,  truth, 
and  right,  and  for  the  sake  of  that 
politicfi2  liberty  which  ought  to  be  for 
her  the  dearest  of  British  interests.  Sir, 
I  ventured  to  give  expression  to  this 
sentiment  on  the  first  occasion  on  which 
the  Eastern  Question  came  before  this 
House  last  Session.  I  am  more  than 
justified  in  repeating  it  now,  and  in 
repeating  also  that  the  cause  in  issue  on 
theDanxioe  and  the  Balkans  was  and  is — 
not  Russian  versus  Turkish  domination ; 
but  liberty  or  slavery,  weal  or  woe,  life 
or  death  for  Christian  peoples.  Such 
being  unmistakably  the  issue,  a  policy 
of  neutrality  is  a  policy  of  effacement 
and  desertion — effacement  as  regards 
England  herself,  as thehighest expression 
of  Constitutional  freedom;  desertion  as  re- 
gards the  oppressed  nationalities,  which 
hadbeen  taught  to  turn  their  eyes  towards 
this  country  as  a  protector  and  a 
Mend.  What  have  we  beheld?  laterest 
lifted  above  duty,  national  prestige 
sacrificed  to  national  jealousy,  and  a 
thousand  British  pamphlets,  Britain's 
only  offering  to  a  cause  which  a  hundred 
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thousand  BritiBh  swords  should  have 
leaped  from  their  scabbards  to  uphold. 
Seventy  years  ago  England  in  her  own 
person  could  defy  the  eagle  of  Napoleon 
— now,  her  highest  ambition  is  to  be  the 
fly  on  the  diplomatic  wheel.  She  was 
first,  then — ^is  the  second,  now?  What 
may  be  her  position  to-morrow  ?  A  lo- 
calized war  implies  a  localized  treaty 
of  peace.  The  idea  of  excluding  this 
coimtry  from  a  participation  in  the  final 
settlement  has  never,  I  am  convinced, 
been  entertained  for  a  moment  by  either 
of  the  principal  belligerents;  but  she 
would  do  well  to  remember  that  as  a 
neutral  she  coidd  advance  no  claim  of 
right  to  participate,  except  for  the  pro- 
tection of  certain  specifically  defined  in- 
terests. In  other  respects,  the  only 
claim  she  could  advance — and  it  is  one 
which  will  not  be  contested — ^must  be 
founded  not  on  her  individuality  as  a 
nation,  but  on  her  membership  of  the 
European  family.  But  a  treaty  of  peace 
concluded  with  or  without  her  partici- 
pation, is  there  not  some  reason  to  ap- 
prehend that  its  legacy  for  her  will  be 
peace  with  a  war  establishment,  to  be 
followed  at  no  distant  day  by  a  war 
without  Allies  ?  She  cannot  look  to  the 
Turk,  whom,  in  his  sorest  strait,  she  aban- 
doned ;  she  cannot  look  to  the  Eussian, 
in  whose  face  she  has  flaunted  the  banner 
of  British  interests;  she  cannot  look, 
above  all,  to  the  nationalities,  to  whom 
in  the  crisis  of  their  fortunes  she  could 
extend,  indeed,  the  cheap  comfort  of 
lectures  and  resolutions,  but  not  the 
solid  help  of  a  man  or  a  gun.  War 
begets  war ;  and  this  is  especially  true 
of  that  device  of  modem  philanthropic 
diplomacy,  the  localized  war.  But  there 
are  eternal  principles  which  will  not  be 
localized,  and  which  will  overleap  the 
barriers  which  a  selfish  diplomacy  may 
erect.  Witness  Servia.  She  was  ad- 
monished, she  was  threatened,  she  was 
implored  not  to  complicate  the  situation ; 
she  was  told  that  if  she  drew  the  sword 
she  would  greatly  displease  her  neutral 
Mends,  and  seriously  compromise  her 
own  position.  This  was  the  language 
of  diplomacy,  but  Nature  spoke  a  dif- 
ferent language,  and  to  it  Servia  heark- 
ened. Wny,  Sir,  for  four  centuries  the 
sword  of  Servia  has  never  kissed  the 
scabbard.  As  a  drawn  sword  it  is  repre- 
sented on  the  arms  of  the  reigning  Prince. 
It  could  not,  it  dare  not  seek  repose 
untii  it  had  re-established;  with  a  seoure 


frontier,  and  in  Sovereign  independence, 
the  Serb  nation.  Dij^omacy  has  also 
been  practising,  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
with  disastrous  effect,  upon  the  Greeks. 
We  have  now  the  deplorable  admission 
that  all  the  influence  of  this  country  was 
exerted  to  keep  Ghreece  quiet.  Hopes 
were  held  out,  promises,  I  fear,  were 
actually  given,  tnat  if  she  kept  quiet 
the  quiescent  Greeks  would  obtain  at 
the  settlement  the  same  benefits  as  the 
insurgent  Slavs.  Such  promises,  it  is 
needless  to  say,  cotdd  not  be  redeemed, 
and,  therefore,  if  made,  they  shoidd  not 
have  been  made.  The  Greeks,  being 
neutral  in  the  war,  should  necessisuily  be 
ignored  in  the  settlement.  Ah!  before 
listening  to  this  deceitful  counsel,  the 
Greeks  should  have  remembered  how 
little  they  are  indebted  for  their  King- 
dom to  European  diplomacy.  It  robbed 
them  of  the  legitimate  fruits  of  a  victory 

Eurchased  by  incredible  sacrifices,  and 
y  deeds  of  daring  unsurpassed  in  the 
annals  of  warfare.  The  statesmanship 
of  Canning,  the  heroism  of  the  Greeks, 
and  the  sword  of  Bussia,  sufficed  to  libe- 
rate a  race ;  but  a  barbarous  diplomacy 
stepped  in  at  the  dose,  and,  in  defiance 
alike  of  nature  and  of  justice,  constituted 
a  Kingdom  of  Ghreece  minus  the  Isles  of 
Greece  and  the  land  of  Achilles.  The 
external  Greeks,  who  are  attracted  to- 
wards the  Kingdom  like  the  bees  to 
Hymettus,  and  the  internal  Greeks,  who 
naturally  sympathize  with  their  brethren 
under  the  Turkish  yoke,  felt  that  the 
hour  had  come,  when,  by  one  last 
heroic  effort,  they  might  crown  the 
edifice  of  national  freedom.  But  a 
Protector  stopped  the  way.  England, 
by  treaty  arrangement,  is  a  Protector 
of  Greece,  and  she  discharges,  it  ap- 
pears, that  function,  by  dissuading  her 
protegS  from  seizing  an  opportunity — 
the  like  of  which  she  will  not  have  for 
many  an  aeon— threatening  her,  that  if 
she  dared  to  draw  the  sword  against  her 
ancient  enemy,  the  Protector  would  per- 
mit Grecian  cities  to  be  bombarded,  and 
the  Orescent  re-erected  on  the  Acropolis. 
In  the  economy  of  Providence  an  op- 
portunity arrives  for  every  oppressed 
nationality,  and  woe  to  the  nation  that 
then  talks  instead  of  acts,  or*  looks  to 
foreign  diplomacy  for  the  freedom  which 
native  swords  alone  can  win.  Is  the 
manner  in  which  the  name  of  India  has 
been  used  throughout  this  controversy 
consonant  with  the  dignity  of  .Engli^nd^ 
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or  just  towards  that  Empire  wliich  gives 
a  title  to  Her  Most  Qracious  Majesty  ? 
What  connection  can  there  possibly  be 
between  Turkish  rule  in  Bulgaria  and 
British  rule  in  India  ?  Or,  is  the  Indian 
Empire  a  structure  so  frail — a  glittering 
pagoda  without  a  pillar  to  support 
it  —  that  a  blast  of  liberating  war 
£rom  the  Danube  sends  a  tremour 
through  every  fibre  ?  India  apart, 
Constantinople  and  the  Suez  Canal 
are  not  British  but  European  inte- 
rests. Monsieur  de  Lesseps  always  in- 
tended that  his  great  work  should  be 
maintained  as  an  international  highway 
for  the  ships,  public  and  private,  of  all 
nations.  That  is  the  design  with  which 
the  Suez  Canal  was  constructed.  The 
generous  object  might  be  best  secured, 
perhaps,  by  means  of  an  International 
Commission,  and  by  making  the  Delta 
neutral  territory,  under  the  guarantee 
of  the  Powers.  The  claim  of  any  one 
of  the  great  Powers,  whether  in  virtue 
of  purchased  shares  in  the  Canal  or  of 
territory  adjoining,  to  exercise  exclusive 
control  over  that  mtemational  highway 
would  infallibly  excite  jealousies,  and 
lead  ultimately  to  complications  fatal  to 
the  peace  of  Europe  and  pregnant  with 
peril  to  India.  The  Me£terranean 
States,  Fr^ce  especially,  could  not  be 
expected  to  look  with  complacency  on  a 
British  occupation  of  Egypt.  I  remem- 
ber many  years  ago  resMding  on  a  sign- 
board at  Charleville  Forest — a  place 
familiar  to  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  King's  County — ^the  cabalistic  words 
— *'Man  Traps  and  Poluphloisboio  set 
here !  "  The  advocates  of  Egyptian  an- 
nexation fancy,  I  presume,  that  a  similar 
notice  erected  on  the  North  coastof  A&ica 
would  strike  terror  into  all  poachers 
from  the  Mediterranean.  Eoad  to  India! 
Why,  the  effect  of  Egyptian  annexation 
would  virtually  be  to  place  India  on  the 
Mediterranean,  with  the  certain  result 
that  the  fall  of  British  Egypt  would  be 
the  fall  of  British  India.  Constantinople 
has  been  described  as  a  barrier  between 
Europe  and  Asia.  Yes,  a  barrier  against 
enlightenment  and  religion  seekmg  to 
regain  their  source.  But  why  should 
such  a  bazrier  be  ?  Why  not  rather  a 
bridge — ft  bridge  of  gold — by  means  of 
which  the  West  might  repay  a  portion 
of  the  immeasurable  debt  she  owes  to 
the  Bast  ?  Why  not,  in  the  form  eiiJier 
of  a  free  city  or  in  that  of  the  capital  of 
ft  revived  Eastern  Empire,  a  star  whose 


beams  would  illumine  two  continents? 
Yesterday  the  indispensable  barrier  was 
the  Isthmus  of  Suez,  to-day  it  is  Con- 
stantinople. Science  has  levelled  the  one 
— civilization  rejects  the  other.  Barriers, 
interests,  concerts,  lines  of  demarcation ; 
but  vanished  the  proud  boast — 
*' Britannia  needs  no  bulwark,  no  towers 
along  the  steep !" 

But  Constantinople  as  a  barrier  is  worth* 
less,  it  appears,  without  that  other  bar- 
rier, the  Bosphorus  and  the  Dardanelles. 
If  the  artificial  waterway  connecting 
the  Mediterranean  with  the  Bed  Sea 
must  be  regarded  as  the  common  pro- 
perty of  all  commercial  nations,  then, 
d  fortiori,  the  natural  highway  between 
the  Mediterranean  and  the  Black  Sea 
must  likewise  be  so  regarded.  Why 
proclaim  free  trade  on  uie  Canal  and 
uphold  protection  in  the  Straits  ?  What 
interest  has  France,  or  Italy,  or  Ger- 
many, or  Austria,  or  Spain,  in  the  main- 
tenance of  this  unnatural  blockade? 
And  here  is  England,  the  champion  of 
free  trade,  with  a  Fleet  equal  in  power 
to  the  combined  Fleets  of  Europe,  pre- 
tending— ^for  I  can  regard  it  only  as  a 
pretence — ^to  rest  the  security  of  her  road 
to  India  on  the  maintenance  of  this 
barrier  of  a  barrier.  What  road  is 
meant,  I  should  like  to  know?  Is  it 
the  Euphrates  Valley  ?  I  have  searched 
the  Stock  Exchange  list,  but  I  can  find 
no  quotation.  Is  it  the  Suez  Canal? 
That  is,  or  ought  to  be,  absolutely  neu- 
tral. I  fail  to  discover  any  possible  con- 
nection between  a  blockaded  Dardanelles 
and  any  actual  or  possible  road  to  India; 
and,  even  if  I  did  make  such  a  discovery, 
I  would  say,  away  with  the  barrier  that 
contravenes  the  manifest  designs  of  na- 
ture and  is  a  standing  afi&ont  to  the 
commerce  of  the  world.  The  freedom, 
we  are  told,  of  the  Bosphorus  and  the 
Dardanelles  would  convert  the  Black 
Sea  into  a  Eussian  lake.  Well,  at  pre- 
sent it  is  a  Turkish  lake.  Bemove  the 
barrier,  and  it  becomes,  not  a  Bussian, 
but  a  European  and  an  American  lake. 
The  world— the  Old  World  and  the 
New,  with  all  their  continents — ^would 
gain  by  the  transformation,  and  I  fail 
to  see  in  what  India  would  suffer  detri- 
ment. The  danger  to  India,  if  danger 
there  be,  is  from  within  and  not  mm 
without.  Base  your  administration  unon 
justice,  efface  by  gentleness  the  reooUeo- 
tions  of  the  Company's  dark  deeds,  and 
find  in  the  contentment  of  the  subject- 
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races  a  securiiy  wliich  no  external  barrier 
can  confer  and  no  road  can  take  away. 
States  based  on  justice  need  no  rampart 
save  that  which  justice  herself  creates, 
like  the  protecting  reef  which  the 
coral  architect  throws  around  his 
fairy  isle.  By  all  means  let  England 
watch  over  and  be  ready  to  defend 
her  special  interests — ^that  is  her  duty ; 
but  is  it  her  whole  duty?  Does  she 
acknowledge  no  duty  to  humanity, 
to  civilization,  to  liberty  ?  Happily,  her 
duty  to  principles  identified  with  her 
name  is  not  incompatible  with  her  duty 
to  interests  which  she  is  bound  to  guard. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  in  an  eloquent  passage,  com- 
pared Turkey  to  the  withered,  decaying 
trunk,  the  nationalities  to  the  living, 
but  struggling  tree.  What  is  the  moral? 
"  Cut  down  the  trunk,  why  cumberethit 
the  ground  ? ' '  Protect,  befriend  the  liv- 
ing, but  struggling  tree,  that  so,  when  it 
attains  maturity,  it  may  cast  a  friendly 
shade  over  those  very  interests  in  whose 
name  a  passive  or  an  active,  a  benevolent 
or  a  malevolent  neutrality  would  arrest 
its  growth.  A  year  ago  every  heart  in 
England  thrilled  with  joy  at  the  an- 
nouncement that  the  entombed  colliers 
had  been  rescued.  Whole  races  are 
entombed  in  the  South-east — ^they  have 
been  entombed  for  centuries.  What 
will  be  be  the  verdict  of  history  on 
the  selfish  neutrality  that  bade  this 
great  free  nation  look  on  in  sullen 
apathy,  while  the  magnanimous  despot 
of  the  North  sacrificed  blood  and  trea- 
sure in  the  glorious  effort  to  liberate  and 
save?  ["Oh,  oh!"]  If  the  phrase 
**  magnanimous  despot "  offends  the 
susceptibilities  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  I 
withdraw  it.  I  will  substitute  atrocious 
tyrant — yea,  the  atrocious  tyrant  who, 
a  few  years  ago,  was  cheered,  fited,  and 
applauded  in  this  metropolis.  This  is 
not  mere  sentiment — though  it  should 
be  remembered  that  in  our  own  day 
sentiment  has  created  a  Kingdom  of 
Oreece,  a  Kingdom  of  Belgium,  freed 
Venice,  and  restored  Hungary — it  is  the 
dictum  of  the  best  statesmanship  as 
accepted  five  years  ago  by  the  noble 
Earl  himself,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affiairs.  The  discussions  which 
took  place  in  this  House  last  Session, 
and,  during  the  Becess,  out-of-doors, 
have  had  the  effect  at  least  of  dispelling 
some  fallacies.  Among  them  none  was 
more  mischievous  than  that  very  modem 


one,  the  integrity  and  independence  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire  —  as  if,  for  two 
centuries,  under  the  eye  of  Europe,  the 
work  of  disintegration  had  not  been 
going  on.  The  Treaties  of  Cwlowitz, 
of  Belgrade,  of  Kainardji,  of  Jassy,  of 
Bucharest,  of  Ackermann,  and  of  Ad- 
rianople,  all  tell  the  same  story — a  de- 
caying Empire,  and  one  whose  integrity 
was  not  deemed  to  be  essential  to  the 
European  equilibrium.  As  regards  its 
independence,  that  has  never  been  ad- 
mitted. Witness  the  Crusades,  the 
Wars  of  Venice  and  Genoa,  Lepanto 
and  Navarino.  Witness  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Turkish  garrisons  from  the  Ser- 
vian fortresses,  at  the  instance  of  the 
late  Lord  Derby,  in  1862.  Witness  the 
Conference  at  Constantinople,  and  the 
London  Protocol ;  witness  Canning  in 
1827  ;  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  1829  ; 
and  Lord  Derby  in  1877.  As  for  the 
Treaties  of  1856,  they  are  gone — thoy 
can  never  more  be  appealed  to.  The 
British  interest  fallacy  was  virtually 
dispelled  by  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  and  by  the 
Gortchakoff  Letter.  There  remains  only 
the  neutrality  fallacy.  It  has  survived 
all  the  rest,  because  of  its  dexterity  in 
changing  its  form,  rendering  it  impos- 
sible to  grapple  with  it.  Egypt  may 
wage  a  vile  and  mercenary  warfare 
against  Russia,  but  Russia  may  not  re- 
taliate and  make  war  upon  Egypt.  It 
is  neutrality,  but  is  it  fair  play  ? 
Threats  of  terrible  things  to  occur  in  the 
event  of  Russia  setting  fire  to  the  Per- 
sian Gulf,  and  dumping  a  pyramid  into 
the  Suez  Canal — it  is  neutrality,  but  is 
it  digpdty  ?  Wait  till  both  combatants 
are  exhausted,  and  then  strike  home  for 
British  interests — it  is  neutrality,  but  is 
it  chivalry  ?  At  one  period  Besika  Bay 
was  found  to  be  an  inconvenient  station, 
and  so  the  Fleet  was  removed.  A  little 
later,  the  same  bay  was  found  to  be  a 
convenient  station,  and  so  the  Fleet  re- 
turned. I  do  not  complain  either  of  the 
coming  or  the  going,  ^but  I  do  complain 
that  in  its  searches  for  a  convenient 
station,  a  British  Fleet  should,  at  a 
critical  juncture,  have  overlooked  the 
Bay  of  Cattaro,  from  which  the  rainbow 
fiag  of  England  might  have  cast  a  gleam 
of  hope  and  sunshine  on  the  unnamed 
demi-fi^ods  who  coidd  only  die  in  defence 
of  the  liberty  of  their  unconquered  moun- 
tain.   There  is  a  universal  wish  that 
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negotiations  may  eventuate  in  peace.  I 
share  that  wish,  provided  that  the  final 
Treaty  shall  embody  the  conditions  of 
lasting  peace.  To  do  so  it  must  satisfy 
the  legitimate  aspirations  of  the  nation- 
alities— Roumamans,  Bulgarians,  Mon- 
tenegrins, Servians,  Greeks.  However 
ardent  the  desire  for  peace,  it  is  the  part 
of  wisdom  to  contemplate  the  possibility 
at  least  that  ne^tiations  may  fail.  In 
such  an  eventuality,  the  war  will  enter 
on  a  new  phase,  and  assume  wider  di- 
mensions than  before.  What  then  will 
be  the  attitude  of  England  ?  Whatever 
the  sympathies  of  hon.  Members,  it  must 
be  admitted  that  Eussia,  in  declaring  war 
against  Turkey,  was  strictly  within  the 
limits  of  her  national  right  and  of  the 
public  law.  No  hon.  Member  can  point 
to  any  act  of  Eussia,  from  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Danube  to  the  present  hour, 
inconsistent  with  the  declaration  of 
Livadia.  To  draw  the  sword  against  her, 
except  in  necessary  defence  of  vital  in- 
terests w^tonly  assailed,  would  be  a 
crime  as  black  as  any  in  history.  Such 
a  war  would  degrade  the  sword*  of 
Wellington  and  Napier  to  the  level  of  the 
yataghan  of  the  Circassian  and  the  Kurd. 
It  would  be  a  war  against  nationality, 
liberty,  and  law,  and  in  support  of  des- 
potism, slavery,  and  crime.  It  would  be 
disaster  now,  and  infamy  for  ever.  Neu- 
trality, I  conceive,  would  mean  abdica- 
tion in  the  present,  and  humiliation  in 
the  future.  There  is  a  third  course — it 
is  alliance  offensive  and  defensive,  not  with 
selfish  and  ungratefril  Austria,  but  with 
the  uprisen  nationalities  of  the  East,  and 
therein  alone,  I  do  firmly  believe,  lies  the 
path  of  honour,  of  duty,  and  of  interest. 
The  highest  interest  of  a  great  nation, 
with  proud  traditions,  is  not  peace — it  is 
prestige.  Prestige  may  be  forfeited  by 
a  wicked  or  a  disastrous  war ;  but  it  may 
more  easily  be  forfeited  by  an  unprin- 
cipled neutrality,  or  an  ignoble  peace; 
and  the  nation  whose  prestige  is  gone 
is  an  extinct  volcano,  unworthy  the 
notice  even  of  the  passing  traveller.  The 
policy  I  advocate  is  litfle  in  harmony, 
I  know,  with  the  feeling  of  this  House. 
I  am  all  the  more  grateful,  therefore, 
for  the  indulj^ence  extended  to  me.  It 
is  a  policy  of  war,  and  of  war  for  that 
despised  thing — an  idea.  But  the  idea 
is  of  the  class  that  ennobles  men  and 
glorifies  States.  It  is  the  idea  that  im- 
pelled John  Sobieski  to  raise  the  Siege 
of  Vienna — it  is  the  idea  that  moved 

Mr.  P.  /.  Smyih 


Cyrus,  after  the  conquest  of  Babylon,  to 
set  the  captive  Jews  at  liberty,  bidding 
them  return  to  the  land  of  their  fathers, 
to  csirry  back  their  sacred  vessels,  aod 
rebuild  the  Temple. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  said,  that  in  rising,  as 
he  did,  to  continue  the  debate  after  his 
distinguished  countryman  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth),  he  must  na- 
turally do  so  with  some  disadvantage  and 
hesitation.  That  hon.  Gentleman  never 
addressed  the  House  without  entrancing 
it  with  the  charms  of  his  eloquence,  and 
still  more  so  with  the  fine  and  lofty  feel- 
inc^  which  they  all  must  recognize.  But 
if  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  were,  on  that  occasion, 
to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into  the 
vast  domain  of  subjects  which  he  had 
opened  up — with  much  eloquence,  he 
admitted — he  should,  he  thought,  be 
trespassing  unduly  upon  the  indulgence 
and  time  of  the  House,  and  be  negligent 
of  the  issue  before  die  House,  which 
was  very  simple,  though  a  very  grave 
one— very  simple  compared  with  tiie 
range  of  subjects  discussed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  addressing  himself  to 
the  subject  now  before  the  House,  he 
hoped  he  should  be  able  to  do  so  without 
offending  any  of  those  foregone  con- 
clusions which  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  had  arrived  at  on  that 
question ;  for  nobody  could  have  observed 
the  feeling  of  the  country  on  the  subject 
for  the  last  two  years  without  being  con- 
vinced that  certain  foregone  conclusions 
had  been  arrived  at  which  no  argument 
could  shake,  which  no  logic  could  alter. 
Therefore,  when  they  saw  that  in  that 
House  foregone  conclusions  had  been 
arrived  at  on  the  question,  he  thought  it 
would  be  great  presumption  on  his  part 
if  he  were  to  attempt  to  argue  against 
foregone  conclusions,  which  in  reality 
had  very  little  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject now  before  the  House.  For  instance, 
there  were,  no  doubt,  hon.  Members  in 
the  House  who  believed,  and  who  always 
had  believed,  that  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  for  the  future  civilization  of  the 
East  if  Turkev  were  dismembered  and 
destroyed.  There  were  other  persons  in 
the  House  who  said  that  we  ought  from 
the  first  to  have  taken  our  stand  and  to 
have  drawn  the  sword  for  the  great 
principle  of  fidelity  to  Treaties,  notwith- 
standing the  calamitous  events  which  had 
taken  place  in  Eastern  Europe.  But,  as 
he  had  already  said,  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  thoiso  foregone  con- 
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elusions.  Parliament  had  not  been 
called  together  to  consider  foregone  con- 
clusions. They  had  to  deal  with  issues 
far  more  limited  and  far  more  practical, 
and  all  Europe  was  now  looking  to  that 
House  with  expectation  to  see  what  the 
issue  of  this  great  debate  would  be.  He 
did  not  suppose  for  one  moment  that 
Europe  believed  that  England  had  an 
intention  of  drawing  the  sword  for  the 
suppression  of  liberty,  whether  that 
liberty  was  the  liberty  of  (Jreece  or  of 
any  other  State.  But  Europe  did  believe 
that  England  had  vital  interests  in  the 
East — interests  involving  the  liberties  of 
Europe  and  the  commerce  of  the  world. 
He  would  also  remind  the  House  that 
discussing  the  question  from  the  point  of 
view  that  he  did,  he  must  be  to  some 
extent  on  that  occasion  tongue-tied ;  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  reveal  many 
of  the  transactions  which  had  occurred. 
He  believed  that  if  he  could  treat  upon 
those  subjects  without  reserve  there 
would  not  be  a  single  opponent  of  the 
Vote  before  the  House.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  earlier  part  of 
his  speech  the  other  night,  described  all 
those  events  which  preceded  the  collapse 
of  the  military  power  of  Turkey,  and 
the  proposal  for  an  armistice.  Nobody 
coulddoubt  that  they  had  before  them  one 
of  those  great  chasms  in  history,  dividing 
the  past  and  present  from  the  unknown 
future ;  and  that,  if  they  had  interests  in 
the  East,. in  the  Mediterranean,  and  in 
India,  it  was  the  duty  of  this  ooimtry 
to  do  everything  it  could  to  secure  for 
those  interests  in  the  future  that  con- 
sideration to  which  their  importance 
entitled  them.  Nobody  could  take  up 
the  map  of  Eastern  Europe  and  observe 
some  of  the  preliminaries  for  the  armis- 
tioe  without  seeing  that  there  was  truth, 
and  a  great  deal  of  truth,  in  an  obser- 
vation to  be  found  in  a  despatch  of  Mr. 
Layard,  to  the  effect  that  if  these  ar- 
rangements were  carried  out  the  Ottoman 
Empire  might  be  looked  upon  as  gone. 
["  Hear,  hear !  "1  That,  no  doubt,  was  a 
consummation  which  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  some 
hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
could  not  help  rejoicing  at;  but  he 
thought  it  was  our  duly  and  the  duty  of 
Europe  to  look  far  beyond  any  sentiment 
of  that  kind,  because  we  could  not  but 
feel  it  was  our  duty,  not  only  not  to 
witness  its  destruction,  but  to  do  all  we 
oould  to  ensure  that  this  Eastern  Ques- 


tion, which  had  caused  so  many  wars,  in 
the  political  re-settlement  that  must  come 
over  the  whole  of  these  vast  regions, 
should  be  settled  in  a  way  that  would 
be  productive  of  permanent  good  in  the 
future.  When  they  considered  the  vast 
regions  that  the  re-settlement  must  em- 
brace, extending  from  the  Fruth  to  the 
Adriatic,  and  from  the  Black  Sea  to  Asia 
— when  they  took  up  a  map  and  then 
looked  at  these  preliminaries  for  an  armis- 
tice— ^they  could  not  shrink  from  the  feel- 
ing that  they  were  called  upon  to  assist  at 
a  re-settlement  in  regard  to  races  that 
differed  from  each  other  in  nationality, 
in  religion,  and  in  many  other  respects ; 
and  they  could  not  but  feel  that  they 
had  presented  to  them  problems  of  the 
greatest  magnitude  and  difficuliy.  These 
were  problems  that  had  baffled  European 
statesmen  for  centuries  past,  that  had  led 
to  wars  innumerable,  to  secret  compacts, 
to  misgovemment  of  every  description, 
and  to  jealousies  which  had  ever  been 
fruitful  of  danger.  If,  therefore,  there 
was  a  new  order  of  things  bursting  into 
existence,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  this 
country,  if  it  possibly  could,  to  assist  in 
making  such  arrangements  as  would  not 
only  benefit  the  races  immediately  con- 
cerned, whether  they  were  Christian  or 
Mussulman,  but  would  contribute  to  the 
establishment  of  a  permanent  peace.  It 
would  depend  on  Europe  whether  such 
a  satisfactory  settlement  as  that  should 
be  made,  or  one  which  would  only  sow 
the  seeds  of  future  wars  and  fresh  dis- 
turbances. No  one  could  doubt  that  the 
preliminaries  of  the  armistice,  so  far  as 
they  knew  them,  were  vague— that  they 
were  open  to  various  constructions,  and 
that  they  were  so  general  that  they 
might  be  described  as  wholly  uncertain. 
As  representing  the  Foreign  Office  and 
looking  forward  to  this  coimtry  taking 
a  part  in  a  great  re-settiement,  it  would 
be  gross  imprudence  in  him  to  speculate 
upon  how  those  blanks  were  to  be  filled 
up,  and  how  that  great  edifice  which 
they  saw  foreshadowed  should  be  erected, 
the  scaffolding  of  which  had  hardly  been 
presented  to  their  gaze  in  those  terms. 
He  saw  in  the  Amendment  the  words 
"  burthens  of  the  people  ";  but  it  was 
with  the  view  of  preventing  those  bur- 
dens from  being  increased  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  asked  them  for 
this  Vote.  It  was  to  enable  Her  Ma- 
jesj^'s  Government  to  sp^ak  with 
authority  when  tiiey  came  to  the  Oon- 
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gross  or  Conference  with  regard  to  the 
pacification  of  the  East ;  and  if  that  end 
was  successfully  accomplished,  it  would 
prevent  future  burdens  being  imposed 
upon  the  people.  One  of  the  great  disad^ 
vantages  under  which  we  laboured  as  a 
Constitutional  country  was  that  in  all  our 
negotiations  with  foreign  States  those 
negotiations  were  carried  on  with  mighty 
Powers  which  were  already  armed,  and 
which  coidd  mobilize  their  forces  first 
and  find  the  money  afterwards,  whereas 
our  Gt>vemment  was  forced  to  come  to 
Parliament  and  ask  for  grants  of  money 
when  necessiiy  arose.  The  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  on  Eastern 
affairs  had  often  been  enunciated.  Our 
interests  had  been  defined  in  the  most 
categorical  manner ;  and  certainly  there 
was  now  one  ffreat  interest  to  be  consi- 
dered which  nad  not  been  very  often 
mentioned  in  that  discussion — namely, 
that  of  the  permanent  pacification  of  the 
East,  including  therem  a  harmonious 
modm  Vivendi  for  the  various  races  in 
that  region.  K  that  was  a  great  obiect 
which  fiiey  were  to  promote  when  they 
went  into  the  Conference,  surely  it  was 
not  unreasonable  that  the  G-ovemment 
should  ask  Parliament  for  the  means  of 
putting  themselves  on  an  equality  with 
those  Powers  which  they  would  liave  to 
meet  there ;  for  they  might  depend  upon 
it  that  the  Powers  which  met  tiiere 
would  not  be  estimated  by  their  number, 
but  by  their  strength.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Bright)  G^ke  of  riding  into  the 
Conference  with  shotted  guns  and  re- 
volvers. That,  of  course,  was  a  figure  of 
speech;  but  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  said,  in 
answer  to  it,  that  it  was  much  more 
likely  to  produce  peace  than  war,  if  they 
went  there  having  an  outwaxd  and 
visible  sign  of  the  strength  of  this 
country,  such  as  that  Vote  would  sup- 
ply— he  thought  it  would  be  safer  and 
more  likely  to  effect  the  desired  purpose 
than  hollow  panegyrics  and  meaningless 
phrases.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
peared to  think  England  had  no  great  in- 
terest in  this  question,  and  that  all  these 
mattersoughttobesettled  between  thetwo 
belligerents.  He  alluded  to  the  Franco- 
GFerman  War,  and  the  case  of  Alsace 
and  Lorraine,  but  there  was  no  similariiy 
between  that  case  and  this  case  of 
Turkey.  There  were  Treaties  no  doubt 
which  still  existed  which  they  were  bound 
to  respect,  altitough  they  haa  been  rudely 

Mr,  Bourha 


dealt  with  of  late.    The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)  asked 
him  (Mr.  Bourke)  a  Question  which  he 
thought  it  would  be  convenient  for  him 
now  to  answer.    He  asked  him  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  allowed 
Mr.  Layard  to  communicate  to  the  Turks 
the  pledgee  given  by  the  Eussian  Gtrvem- 
ment — that  they  *'had  no  intention  of 
directing  their  military  operations   on 
GallipoH  unless  Turkieli  reg^ular  troops 
should  concentrate   there?''     Now,  he 
(Mr.  Bourke)  had  placed  on  the  Table 
that  evening  Papers  which  would  give 
an  answer  to  that  Question,  and  which 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
to-morrow.   From  those  Papers  it  would 
be  found  that  Mr.  Layard  did  inform 
the  Turks  of  the  answer  of  the  Eussian 
Government;  but  he  could  not  be  au- 
thorized, without  further  communication, 
to  state,  in  the  name  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment,  that  the  pledge  would  be 
observed.     Of  course,  that  would  have 
entailed  a  responsibility  which  he  was 
not  prepared  to  undertake.     Lord  Au- 
gustus Loftus  was,  however,  instructed 
to  ask  the  Eussian  Government  if  they 
would  authorize  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  communicate  it  in  their  name  to 
the  Porte;    and  the  Eussian  Govern- 
ment having,  in  their  answer  received 
that  day,  given  their  consent  on  condition 
that  the  whole  text  of  their  assurances 
should  be  oommimicated  to  the  Porte, 
instructions  to  that  effect  had  been  sent 
to  Mr.  Layard.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  Ernest  Noel)  had  com- 
plained that  the  Government  had  not 
stated  their  opinion  on  the  bases  of  peace, 
or  their  policy  in  the  matter.    Now,  his 
answer  to  thieit  was  that  they  did  not 
know  what  the  bases  of  peace  were — 
they  had  not  the  slightest  idea  what 
they  might  be  more  than  waa  already 
before  the  House.    The  policy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  Ghreeoe  had 
been  several  times  alluded  to  by  hon. 
Members  during    that    debate.    Well, 
their  policy  on  that  point  had  been  per- 
fectly frank  and  imiform  from  the  first. 
They  had  ^ven  Greece  originally  the 
friendly  advice  that,  looking  to  her  own 
interests,  it  would  be  imprudent  that  she 
should  engage  in  war  with  Turkey,    He 
could  assure  the  House — and  the  fact 
would  be  proved  by  the  Papers — ^that  it 
was  not  from  the  slightest  hostility  to 
the  aspirations  of  Greece  iiiat  they  gave 
her  that  counsel.    They  had  felt  tl^t  it 
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was  their  duty  to  localize  as  much  as 
possible  the  area  of  belligerent  opera- 
tions; and  seeing  that  in  all  probability 
Turkish  troops,  regular  and  irregular, 
would  have  inyaded  Ghreeoe,  they  had 
thought  it  incumbent  on  them  to  dis- 
courage Gbeece  from  entering  into  war 
with  Turkey ;  but  from  first  to  last  they 
had  never  shown  an3rthing  but  the  most 
friendly  feeling  towards  that  State.  They 
had  never  offered  her  any  menace ;  but 
it  did  strike  him — although  he  would 
not  now  enter  into  that  subject,  because 
it  was  not  his  duty  to  do  so— it  did  strike 
him  on  taking  them  up  that  the  arrange- 
ments foreshadowed  by  those  prelimina- 
ries of  peace,  if  carried  out,  might  not 
suit  the  interests  of  Oreece.     He  could 
not  see  that  to  make  such  arrangements 
as  the  ones  proposed  would  suit  the  as- 
pirations of  Greece.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Universiiy 
of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  had  made  a  very 
lucid    and  amusing   speech;   but    one 
which  was    based,   he   thought,   upon 
assumptions    which   were    entirely  er- 
roneous.    He  had  displayed  great  in- 
genuity in  building  up  arguments  from 
a  state    of  things   which  was  entirely 
devised  by  his  own  imagination,  and 
afterwards  throwing  them  to  the  winds. 
Nothing  could  be  more  erroneous  than 
his  statement  as  to  the  movements  of 
the  Fleet.    He  had  also  mentioned  Lord 
Carnarvon  in  support  of  his  case ;  but 
they  knew  that  Ix)rd  Carnarvon  had 
told  the  House,  and  had  told  the  country, 
that  he  approved  of  the  Vote  which  had 
been  proposed.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  said  that  they  had  com- 
mitted a  breach  of  neutrality.    He  (Mr. 
Bourke)  did  not  know  what  breach  of 
neutrality  they  had  committed — ^perhaps 
they  should    hear    further  on    in    the 
debate.     The  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  said  that  tiiey 
were  going  to  flaunt  their  money  bags 
in  the  face  of  Europe,  and  he  said  that 
that  was  an  act  which  he  should  cha- 
racterize as  snobbish.     He  quite  agreed 
with  him  that  a  snob  was  objectionable, 
but  he  thought  there  was  a  kind  of 
person  still  more  objectionable,  and  that 
was  the  person  who,  having  said  that 
he  would  defend  the  rights  of  his  country, 
at  the  last  moment  shrank  from  taking 
the  steps  necessary  for  defending  t^em. 
Some  people  called  that  a  war  Vote, 
and  others  caUed  it  a  paper  Vote.  It  was 


neither  a  war  Vote  nor  a  paper  Vote. 
It  was  a  Vote  proposed  by  a  Govern- 
ment which,  during  all  the  negotiations 
whi^  they  had  had  to  conduct  during 
the  last  two  years,  had  carried  them  on 
in  such  a  way  that  the  country  had  not 
been  involved  in  war.     Their  voice  had 
from  the  first  been  in  favour  of  peace. 
When  the  insurrection    broke  out    in 
Bosnia  and  the  Herzegovina  they  re- 
commended to  the  Forte,  in  the  most 
earnest  and  the  strongest  language  that 
diplomacy  knew  of,  that  the  Forte  should 
take  immediate  measures  for  restoring 
peace.    Was  not  that  a  policy  which  the 
most  ardent  lover  of  peace  would  wish 
to  pursue?    When  Servia  again  pro- 
posed to  go  to  war,  they  recommended 
ner    strongly  to    avoid  those  miseries 
which  that  war  had  entailed  on  her. 
They  saw  that  she  would  very  likely  be 
made  the  victim  of  ot^er  Fowers,  and 
he  had  yet  to  learn  that  by  going  to 
war  she  had  gained  any  advantc^.    At 
the  Conference  they  md  the  best  they 
could  to  maintain  peace,  and  when  un- 
happily the  war  broke  out,  they  pro- 
tested in  the  stron^st  manner  against 
Eussia  taking  the  violent  course  she  did; 
and  they  took  the  earliest  opportunity 
after  it  did  break  out  of  endeavouring 
to  bring  about  a  peace.    Whether  they 
had  been  successful  in  those  efforts  or 
not  there  was,  he  maintained,  abundant 
evidence  to  show  that  this  was  not  a  war 
Ministry.    It    was  idle,  therefore,  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  contend  that 
the  Vote  was  intended  to  carry  out  a 
warlike  demonstration  and  a    warlike 
policy.    Such  a  policy  was  entirely  in- 
consistent not  only  with  what  they  in- 
tended to  do  in  the  friture,  but  with  every- 
thing which  they  had  done  in  the  past. 
All  he  had  to  say,  in  conclusion,  was 
that  if  the  Congress  did  meet,  and  if  the 
Fowers  of  Europe  were  adced  to  deal 
with  these  great  questions,  they  would 
certainly  be  called  upon  to  meet  nations 
who  had  great  forces  at  their  command. 
Would  they  then  refuse  to  those  persons 
who  were  to  represent  them,  the  outward 
and  visible  sign  of  England'sresolution  to 
protect  her  rights,  and  to  show  to  the 
Fowers  of  Europe  that  England's  voice 
would  not  be  raised  in  vain  ?    He  asked 
them,  he  asked  the  House,  in  the  name  of 
their  common  country,  to  give  them  the 
means  of  performing  their  duty  to  their 
oountxy  and  themselves. 
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Mb.  GOSGHEN  said,  lie  expected 
that  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreim  Affairs 
rose  to  address  the  House,  he  would, 
after  the  news  which  had  been  commu- 
nicated to  hon.  Members  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening  with  regard  to  the 
signature,  or  alleged  signature,  of  an 
armistice,  have  inK>rmed  them  how  that 
intelligence  was  likely  to  influence  the 
action  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  speaking  in  the 
name  of  his  Department,  had  told  the 
House  that  England  was  on  the  verge 
of  a  most  dangerous  chasm ;  but  he  al- 
lowed it  to  be  supposed  that  in  his  opi- 
nion the  difficulty  could  be  overleaped 
by  the  granting  of  a  Vote  of  Credit 
which  would  expire  on  the  31st  of  next 
March.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
have  noticed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  alluded  \ij  one  single  sentence 
to  the  real  or  alleged  advance  of  Eussian 
troops  from  stage  to  stage,  a  circum- 
stance which  formed  the  staple  of  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  on  the  pre- 
ceding night.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  signature  of  the  armistice  had  or  had 
not  aUered  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  wished  to 
point  out,  it  had  been  dropped  out  of 
that  night's  debate.  Why  nad  not  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  alluded  to 
those  dangers  on  which  the  Home  Se- 
cretary had  dwelt  so  much  on  the  pre- 
vious night  ?  He  hoped  that  if  the  ar- 
mistice had  been  really  signed,  the 
Home  Secretary  sincerely  regretted  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  not  four-and- 
twenty  hours  before.  If  tiie  Govern- 
ment really  believed  in  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  how  was  it  that  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  not  indicated  that  the  danger 
which  was  supposed  to  exist  on  the  pre- 
vious night  still  existed  ?  They  nad 
been  asked  to  adopt  the  Vote  on  the 
previous  eveningmamly  because  theEus- 
sians,  as  they  had  been  told  from  time  to 
time  with  dramatic  effect,  were  advanc- 
ing tcoxn.  point  to  point  in  the  direction 
of  Constantinople.  Now,  however,  that 
the  armistice  was  said  to  have  been 
signed,  not  a  word  of  information  had 
been  vouchsafed  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  whether,  if  that  state- 
ment should  prove  to  be  accurate,  it 
would  influence  either  their  opinions  or 
their  conduct.     The   noble   liord   the 


Member  for  Liverpool  (Yisoount  Sandon) 
had  asked  them  last  night  after,  not  be- 
fore, the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
not  to  indulge  in  recrimination.  That 
was  a  little  rebuke  he  had  administered 
to  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Cross),  for  a  more  biting  speech, 
and  one  more  full  of  recrimination,  had 
never  been  delivered.  Though  the 
noble  Lord  had  asked  for  no  recrimina- 
tion after  that  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  could 
hardly  expect  that  the  words  he  had 
uttered  last  night  should  not  be  dwelt 
upon  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord  had 
exhorted  them  to  be  charitable,  and  he 
(Mr.  Gosc^en)  woiUd  be  charitable  both 
to  the  Under  Secretary  and  to  the  Home 
Secretary  in  supposing  that  the  Under 
Secretary  had  composed  the  speech  he 
had  just  delivered  before  the  signature 
of  the  armistice;  and  that  l^e  Home 
Secretary  had  composed  his  speech  be- 
fore he  had  heard  tne  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  not  answered  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  GFentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  but  had  answered  a  speech 
which  he  expected  to  hear,  but  which 
had  never  been  made  at  all ;  and  when 
an  observation  had  been  made  to  him  on 
the  subject,  the  Home  Secretary  replied 
that  he  believed  he  had  heard  that  kind 
of  speech  made  out-of-doors.  Was  that 
tiie  way  to  deal  with  an  important  speech 
like  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford?  If  the  Home  Secretary  had 
been  anxious  to  strengthen  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  in  the  negotiations  which  were 
about  to  issue,  he  ought  to  have  picked 
out  those  parts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  which  indicated  the  points 
of  policy  on  which  this  country  would 
be  unanimous.  He  ought  to  have 
pointed  out,  and  dwelt  in  the  face  of 
Europe,  on  that  most  conciliatory  and 
temperate  part  of  the  speech  which 
showed  that  on  many  points  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  side  would  unite  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  maintaining 
the  interests  of  this  country.  The  Home 
Secretary,  however,  had  had  nothing  to 
say  to  that  part  of  the  speech ;  but  had 
accused  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  with  having  called  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen oppose  a  *'war  Party,"  imply- 
ing tJiatne  had  made  speedhes  out  of 
the  House  which  he  did  not  dare  to 
make  in  the  House  of  Commons.    He 
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(Mr.  Gbsohen)  did  not  wish  to  miflrepre- 
sent  the  Home  Secretary,  but  h^  be- 
lieved that  was  the  effect  of  his  state- 
ment. NoW;  if  there  was  one  man  more 
than  another  with  regard  to  whom  such 
a  statement  ought  not  to  have  been 
made,  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford,  who,  of  all 
persons  in  that  House,  had  the  courage 
of  his  opinions — not  to  get  up  in  liuit 
House  supported  by  cheers,  and  make 
somewhat  ofEensive  attacks,  but  to  meet 
his  own  constituents  and  to  tell  them 
when  he  did  not  agree  with  them — a 
far  truer  courage  than  to  make  accusa- 
tions in  that  House,  backed  up  by  the 
cheers  of  an  excited  majority,  a  majority 
which  cheered  unfair  allegations  made  in 
the  most  ofiPensiYe  language.  He  re- 
gretted that  he  should  have  to  dwell  on 
such  a  point ;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
tended,  on  a  question  of  such  great  Impe- 
rial importance,  to  raise  the  character  of 
their  debates  when  a  Home  Secretary,  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  spoke,  after  a 
pointed  allusion  to  speeches  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side,  spoke 
of  a  '*  lyinff  spirit "  being  abroad.  Did 
hon.  Members  opposite  think  that  the 
Opposition  would  be  mealy-mouthed 
when  they  had  to  reply  ?  A  more  offen- 
sive Parliamentary  phrase  had  seldom 
been  heard  in  that  Mouse.  The  Home 
Secretary  began  his  speech  by  stating 
tiiat  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  ambiguous.  Now  it  happened  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  l^e  Border  Burghs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  observed  that  that 
speech  was  particularly  specific,  and  that 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition  he  went  almost  be- 
yond the  practice  in  defining  the  policy, 
and  indicating  the  points  upon  which  he 
would  be  prepared  to  support  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Notwithstanding 
the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretarv,  it  was  important  that  they 
should  not  be  misled  on  that  side  of  the 
House  by  taunts  and  gibes,  that  they 
should  not  be  led  aside  by  being  called 
Mends  of  Bussia,  &om  the  position  they 
had  taken  up.  That  attitude  was  that, 
for  reasons  that  had  been  observed, 
although  they  could  not  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  Vote,  yet  there  were 
certain  points  on  which  the  House  of 
Commons  would  be  unanimous  if  those 
interests  of  the  country  on  which  they 
were  all  agreed  should  be  attacked.  The 
Home   Secretary   had  spoken   of  the 


despatch  of  the  6th  May — the  famous 
despatch  which  was  the  charter  of  the 
pohcy  of  the  Gt)vemment — and  he  said, 
and  said  truly,  but  with  a  certain  amount 
of  bombast,  the  Gt)vemment  would  never 
swerve  from,  the  line  of  policy  there  laid 
down.  For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr. 
Goschen)  hoped  they  would  not.  No 
one  accused  them  of  going  to  abandon 
the  interests  laid  down,  no  one  invited 
them  to  do  so,  and  many  hon.  Members 
on  that  part  of  the  House  would  be  pre- 
pared to  endorse  some  of  the  points  as 
being  English  interests.  But,  he  asked, 
were  those  interests  going  to  be  at- 
tacked? They  did  not  hear  of  one. 
Not  E^pt,  for  they  were  agreed  upon 
that.  Were  their  interests  going  to  be 
attacked  in  the  Straits  ?  These  de- 
bates would  be  shortened  if  it  might 
be  assumed  that  the  Government 
were  satisfied,  as  they  appeared  to 
be,  that  as  regards  the  Straits,  the 
voice  of  England  was  to  be  heard. 
If  the  voice  of  England  was  to  be  heard, 
he  was  anxious  that  it  should  not  be 
misrepresented,  and  for  his  part  he 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
any  unilateral  arrangement  by  which 
Bussian  men-of-war  alone  were  to  be 
admitted  to  the  Black  Sea  would  be  un- 
satisfactory to  this  country,  and  that  the 
Government  were  bound  to  protect  our 
interests  in  this  respect.  Let  them  not 
be  misled  by  taunts  into  conveying  to 
any  foreign  country  the  idea  that  mey 
were  indifferent  on  this  subject.  He 
should  greatly  regret  the  results  of  these 
debates  if  by  statements  on  the  Mini- 
sterial side  it  should  appear  abroad  that 
hon.  Members  were  disagreed  on  those 
subjects  on  which  they  were  really 
agreed,  or  agreed  upon  a  policy  with 
which  they  cSsagreed.  Certainly  every 
hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 
desired  that  England  should  be  able  to 
speak  with  a  strong  voice  at  the  Con- 
ference. They  differed,  however,  from 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  one  material 
point — that  was  upon  what  constituted 
real  strength  when  they  went  into  Con- 
ference. Was  it  a  piece  of  paper — the 
war  Vote,  or  the  sham  Vote,  as  it  had 
been  called  ?  Would  the  Gbvemment 
not  go  into  the  Conference  equally 
strong  if  Europe  had  the  knowledge  that 
they  represented  a  policy  approved  by 
the  country,  and  that  in  support  of  it  the 
country  would  be  prepared  to  vote  not 
onlyi£6,000,000,but£60,000,000?  Even 
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the  noisiest  of  hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite 
would,  he  belieyedy  in  their  oalmer  mo- 
ments, prefer  that  it  should  be  thought 
in  Europe  that  the  Liberal  Party  did 
care  for  the  interests  of  England,  and 
would  support  the  Oovemment  in  main- 
taining those  interests  even  if  they  did 
not  support  this  Vote.  We  ought  not  to 
be  charged  with  a  desire  to  weaken  the 
influence  which  both  the  Oovemment 
and  the  Opposition  would  exercise  in  the 
Councils  of  Europe  in  this  question. 
Well,  the  policy  of  the  Government,  he 
would  assume,  was  to  maintain  the  in- 
terests of  England  as  they  had  been  de- 
fined by  themselves,  and  to  secure  the 
voice  of  England  being  heard  with  effect 
in  the  Council  or  Congress  that  was  to 
take  place.  MeanwMe,  what  means 
were  they  taking  to  secure  their  influence 
and  their  power,  and  to  strengthen  the 
hope  that  when  they  were  in  Congress 
they  would  be  able  to  act  effectively  ? 
They,  in  fact,  dealt  with  the  matter  in 
several  ways  ;  but  one  of  the  main  ob- 
jects which  seemed  to  have  been  pur- 
sued during  the  last  few  days,  and  one 
which  he  (Mr.  Qoschen)  deprecated,  had 
been  to  excite  in  the  country  a  fear  and 
jealousy  of  Eussia.  He  must  say  that  from 
that  point  of  view  he  regretted  beyond 
measure  the  speech  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  night.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  met  the  Eussian 
Government  in  several  different  ways.  In 
thefirstplace,  they  had  written  despatches 
and  diplomatic  notes.  He  did  not  And 
any  great  fault  with  them  for  what  they 
had  written,  if  they  stood  alone.  Such 
communications  constituted  a  proper  and 
traditional  weapon  with  whicn  to  flght 
Eussian  diplomacy ;  but,  besidesf  sending 
the  despatches,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  had  recourse  to  other  methods 
of  action.  They  had  been  meeting  Eus- 
sian diplomacy  by  moving  the  British 
Fleet  to  and  fro;  and  this  very  night 
a  new  discrepancy  had  been  exhibited 
with  regard  to  the  motives  which  had 
induced  them  so  to  act.  An  en- 
deavour had  been  made  to  get  at  the 
bottom  of  the  reasons  which  had  led  to 
the  Fleet  being  moved  to  and  fro,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  denied,  in 
the  strongest  terms,  that  the  reason 
stated  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  was 
the  one  that  had  influenced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  give  the  order  for 
the  movements  of  the  Fleet.    He  had 
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understood  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
to  say  that  the  movements  of  the  Meet 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  protection  of 
British  interests ;  but  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  last  night  that  the 
Fleet  had  been  ordered  to  &e  entrance 
of  the  Dardanelles  for  the  protection  of 
British  interests.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  very  ingenious  in  re- 
conciling the  various  statements  which 
had  been  made  on  this  subject ;  but,  so 
fax  as  the  House  and  the  public  were 
concerned,  they  were  simply  bewildering. 
Although  it  was  wished  to  keep  the 
movement  secret  which  was  so  to  act, 
giving  that  order  to  the  Fleet  to  move  to 
and  m>  was  a  comparatively  innocent 
mode  of  attempting  to  meet  Eussian 
diplomacy;  but  the  third  method  of 
effecting  that  object,  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  adopted  on  the 
eve  of  a  Conference,  in  view  of  which  it 
was  desirable  that  we  should  establish 
friendly  relations  with  Eussia,  was  to 
inflame  the  public  mind  against  that 
country,  and  that,  too,  while  they  were 
still  proceeding  upon  imperfect  informa- 
tion. ['*No,  no!"]  What,  did  they 
not  try  to  inflame  the  public  mind  ? 
Was  not  that  the  aim  and  object  of  the 
speech  delivered  by  the  Home  Secretary 
the  previous  night?  What  was  the 
meaning  of  the  words  bls  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
heard  them  ?  The  speech  of  the  Home 
Secretary  would  tell.  It  meant,  of  course, 
that  he  had  raised  a  strong  presumption 
against  or  established  a  case  of  duplicity 
on  the  part  of  the  Eussian  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
made  that  speech,  reminded  him  more  of 
a  barrister  in  the  Central  Criminal  Court, 
weaving  a  web  of  circumstantial  evi- 
dence around  a  prisoner  in  the  dock  than 
of  a  British  Minister  speaking  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  that  passage  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  which  said  that  Her 
Majesty  believed  Eussia  was  observing 
the  conditions  of  neutrality.  There  was 
one  point  that  was  essential  in  such  an 
indictment,  and  that  was  that  it  should 
be  correct.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asserted  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich  had  charged  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  having  delayed  the 
negotiations  for  peace,  and  he  denied 
that  they  had  in  any  way  contributed  to 
the  delay.  But  what  were  the  facts? 
Of  course,  he  did  not  for  a  moment  im- 
pute to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
they  were  not  most  aoxioos  to  avoid 
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delay;  but,  no  doubt,  ikere  had  been 
unayoidable  diffioultieB  arising  out  of 
that  unanimous  state  of  the  Cabinet  of 
which  so  much  had  been  heard.  What 
were  the  facts?  He  must  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  refer 
to  two  or  three  dates,  in  order  to 
answer  the  challenge  which  the  bold 
Home  Secretary  had  thrown  out. 
The  first  application  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  to  the  Eussian 
Government  was  made  on  December 
29th.  In  that  application  they  informed 
the  Bussian  Oovemment  of  the  desire 
of  Turkey  to  treat  for  peace,  and  made 
their  now  famous  suggestion  on  -that 
subject.  On  the  same  day,  he  thought 
— at  all  events,  within  24  hours — ^the 
Bussian  Qovemment  returned  an  an- 
swer to  the  effect  that  the  Oommanders- 
in-Ohief  in  the  field  would  be  able  to 
state  the  terms ;  but  no  answer  was  re- 
turned by  our  Government  to  that  com- 
munication until  six  days  afterwards, 
and  then  it  was  suggested  that  the  nego- 
tiations should  be  through  the  two  Go- 
vernments. Again  Bussia  answered 
within  24  hours,  rejecting  that  view  of 
the  case — he  did  not  say  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly — and  again  Her  Majesty's 
Government  took  three  days — ^from  the 
6th  to  the  8th  of  January — ^to  consider 
the  point.  The  result  of  the  considera- 
tion was  that  on  the  latter  date  ihej 
telegraphed  accepting  the  very  idea 
which  had  been  proposed  by  Bussia  on 
the  29th  of  December.  Thus,  through 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
no  fewer  than  1 1  days  were  lost  in  the 
negotiations  for  peace.  Did  this  not 
show  that  there  had  been  delay  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
There  had  been  delay ;  and,  so  far  as 
he  could  make  out,  not  that  of  a  wearied 
Ministry  taking  a  holiday,  but  he  be- 
lieved it  was  due  to  the  absence  of 
union  in  the  Cabinet — an  absence  of 
union  which,  for  au^ht  they  knew, 
might  still  prevail,  and  which  must  be 
taken  into .  consideration  when  the 
House  was  asked  to  pass  a  Vote  like 
Ihat  which  was  now  under  discussion. 
Well,  on  the  29th  of  December,  as 
he  had  said,  the  Government  heard 
heard  that  the  Bussian  Government  pro- 
posed that  the  negotiations  should  be 
conducted  through  the  Commanders-in- 
Chief.  On  the  1st  of  January  there 
was  an  article  in  a  well-informed  organ 
of  public  opinion,  &(tating  &at  the  £^- 


lish  Government  had  been  insulted,  and 
there  was  to  be  a  drumhead  Conference. 
On  the  2nd  of  January  Lord  Carnarvon 
made  his  famous  speech,  and  hung  out 
his  signal  of  distress.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, until  the  4th  that  an  answer  was 
sent  to  Bussia.  Was  it  not  dear  that 
the  delay  in  the  negotiations  was  due 
to  the  differences  existing  in  the  Cabinet  ? 
It  was  on  account  of  discord  in  the 
Cabinet  that  five  days  were  lost,  and 
then  Her  Majesty's  Government  made 
the  suggestion  to  treat  through  the 
European  Cabinets.  The  Bussians  re- 
mained firm  to  their  point,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  remained  for 
three  diays  apparently  considering  whe- 
ther they  comd  accept  the  decision  of 
Bussia,  and  not  until  the  9th  did  they 
inform  Turkey  of  the  result.  He  called 
that  a  rather  significant  history,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  bore  in  a  not 
unimportant  manner  on  what  the  right 
hon.  Gontleman  had  cited  when  he 
spoke  of  the  delay  caused  by  Bussia  in 
order  to  throw  odium  upon  that  Power, 
to  stimulate  the  country,  and  to  make  a 
speech  that  would  tell,  and  which,  for 
all  he  knew,  had  told.  It  had  told  be- 
cause the  country  did  not  know  these 
facts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
tried  to  throw  the  odium  of  delay  upon 
Bussia,  when  for  1 1  days  the  English 
Cabinet  was  responsible.  And  it  should 
be  remembered  that  these  were  1 1  most 
important  days,  for  on  the  2nd  of  Janu- 
ary Sofia  was  taken,  and  on  the  9th  and 
10th  the  Schipka  Pass.  These  great 
events,  which  changed  the  military  situa- 
tion, took  place  while  Ihe  English 
Cabinet  were  considering  in  what  way 
Bussia  should  be  addressed.  He  did 
not  cite  those  facts  to  prove  that  Bussia 
was  right,  but  to  show  the  danger  of 
casting  out  insinuations,  merely  to 
stimulate  the  House  into  voting  the 
money  asked  for,  that  Bussia  was  caus- 
ing the  delay  while  her  armies  were 
marching  on  from  post  to  post.  Then 
as  to  the  Bussians  having  sent  their 
terms  of  peace  by  messenger,  the  Home 
Secretary  made  something  of  that  point 
last  night.  He  (Mr.  Goschen)  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  had  shown,  in  reference  to  the 
orders  to  the  Fleet,  how  dangerous  it 
was  to  send  important  information  by 
telegraph.  He  supposed,  because  he 
was  urging  that  there  had  been  delay 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty'sGovenunent, 
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lie  should  be  told  that  he  was  pleading 
the  cause  of  Bnsaia.  They  on  that  ode 
of  the  House  were  accustomed  to  that ; 
but  they  must  not  be  discouraged  from 
doing  &eir  duty  by  such  false  insinua- 
tions. Bussia  sent  these  terms  by  mes- 
senger. Her  messenger  left  on  Uie  drd 
or  4th  of  January,  and  he  arrived  on  the 
13thy  or  four  days  after  the  intimation 
had  been  given  to  Turkey  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government.  Hierefore,  assuming 
that  Bussia  was  wrong  in  sending  the 
terms  bjr  messenger,  she  would  omj  be 
responsible  for  ibur  days'  delay,  while 
the  English  Government  would  be  re- 
sponsible for  1 1 .  He  could  pursue  the  point 
onward  from  the  13th  to  the  24th,  but 
he  would  not  at  that  time  of  the  night 
attempt  the  task.  Since  the  24th  of 
January  we  had  had  no  kind  of  informa- 
tion, and  he  must  say  that  he  thought  it 
was  surprising  that  in  the  absence  of 
information  the  Home  Secretary  should 
have  pursued  that  point,  and  have 
pressed  the  charge  against  Bussia  of 
intentional  duplicity  in  suppressing  any 
communication  wiUi  regard  to  the  ar- 
mistice in  order  that  she  might  advance 
her  armies.  For  his  part,  he  objected 
to  insinuations  against  a  foreign  Power 
unless  they  could  be  proved  and  embo- 
died in  a  despatch  to  be  communicated 
to  that  Government.  It  was  not  the 
duty  of  an  English  Minister  to  come 
down  to  the  House  of  Oommons  and 
make  a  speech  of  that  kind  which  could 
not  be  answered,  and  which  could  only 
tend  to  produce  a  kind  of  hostile  and 
bitter  feeling,  even  if  explanation  should 
afterwards  be  offered.  That  kind  of 
thing  was  of  a  piece  with  the  rumour 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  me  Exchequer  with 
regard  to  the  Bussian  Prince  who  was 
io  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the  Province 
of  Bulgaria.  No  Minister  spoke  that 
night  before  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  but  he  should 
have  thought  that  an  early  statement 
would  be  made  with  respect  to  the 
bearing  of  the  news  as  to  the  signing  of 
the  armistice.  Where  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  get  the  information 
from  with  regard  to  a  Bussian  Prince  ? 
They  had  a  right  to  demand  of  the  Go- 
vernment either  to  substantiate  or  to 
withdraw  that  statement  that  a  Bussian 

Prince  was  to  rule  over  Bulgaria.     

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  I  never  made  any  such  state- 

Mr.  Ooschen 


ment.  I  merely  spoke  of  it  as  a  rumour. 
Mb.  G0SCH£N  said,  then  it  was  not 
a  statement — ^it  was  only  a  rumour.  A 
rumour  the  source  of  which  the  right 
hon.  G^tleman  did  not  state — a  rumour 
with  regard  to  which  he  was  obstinately 
dumb.  Why  was  the  rumour  circu- 
lated? Was  it  not  in  order  to  inflame  the 
public  mind  against  Bussia?  [''No, 
no!"]  Then,  what  was  the  object? 
Were  they  to  believe  the  rumour,  or 
were  they  not.  Was  it  true?  He  was 
anxious  to  know,  for  his  mind  had  been 
inflamed.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe) 
had  said  it  was  ridiculous  to  vote  money 
with  the  foregone  conclusion  that  it  was 
not  to  be  roent ;  but  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
would  do  his  best  to  vote  any  actual 
money  to  the  Government  if  they  would 
tell  the  House  that  they  themselves 
believed  a  Bussian  Prince  was  going  to 
be  put  into  Bulgaria.  He  mignt  men- 
tion that  he  understood  the  rumour  had 
been  contradicted  in  the  official  journal 
of  Bussia.  \_Laughter,'^  He  did  not 
wonder  at  the  Party  which  jeered  when 
the  name  of  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  was 
mentioned,  jeering  at  the  Bussian  Press. 
They  would  swallow  any  story  told 
against  Bussia,  and  no  rumour  was  too 
absurd  for  them  to  swallow,  not  only 
with  delight,  but  with  positive  gluttony. 
A  very  significant  incident  had  occurred 
that  evening.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  TamworSi  (SirBobert  Peel) 
made  an  amusing  speech,  and  they  en- 
joyed it  very  much ;  but  they  were  silent 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  left  behind 
the  jocular  vein,  and,  speaking  with  real 
earnestness  and  eloquence,  made  a  vow 
that  he  would  never  again  vote  money 
on  behalf  of  the  Turkish  cause.  [  JfTtni- 
st&rial  eheersJ]  Those  posthumous  cheers 
were  all  very  fine,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  cheered  when  he 
spoke  of  his  vow.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer last  evening  spoke  of  the  bases  of 
peace,  and  when  it  was  made  dear  that 
all  that  had  been  demanded  at  the  Con- 
ference had  been  achieved,  he  had  not  a 
word  of  sympathy  for  all  that  had  been 
achieved  by  Bussia  in  the  course  of  her 
military  successes.  What  was  the  reason 
that  no  sympathy  was  shown  ?  Did  not 
the  Government  know  full  well  that  the 
objects  of  the  Conference  had  been 
achieved,  and  achieved  by  other  than 
Fingliflh  means?    He  hoped  that  it  was 
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not  jealousy  of  the  victorieB  of  another 
country.    ["Oh,  oh!"]     He  beHeved 
there  was  something  in  that.    He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  a  feeling  of  jealousy 
at  the  success  of  Eussia,  but  he  would 
be  only  too  glad  if  that  was  repudiated 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     He  en- 
treated them  to  repudiate  it.    \_Ckeer8.'] 
Were  they  really  jealous  of  the  growing 
power  of  Eussia?    ["No,  no!"  from 
the  Ministerial  henehei,']    That  was  the 
first  satisfeu^ry  cheer  he  had  heard  from 
that  side.    Well,  if  it  were  not  jealousy, 
was  it  fear?    ["No,  no!"]    Neither 
fear  nor  jealousy  ?    ["  No,  no ! "]    And 
still  the  Gh>yemment  wanted  money.  He 
did  not  mean  pusillanimous  fear,  but  that 
fear  which,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master General  said,  made  them  draw 
the  sword  and  not  dieathe  it  until  the 
lily  of  peace  was  twined  round  it.    He 
had  been  under   the  impression    that 
writers  in  the  Press  and  the  summoners 
of  public    Conservative  meetings  had 
been  filled  with  alarm  at  the  encroach- 
ments of  Eussia.    That,  it  seemed,  was 
a  mistake,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  were  now,  he  supposed,  to 
congratulate  themselves  upon  Eussian 
successes.   ["No,  no!"]  What!  There 
was  no  jealousy,  there  was  no  fear,  there 
was  no   congratulation!     WeU,  then, 
hon.  Gentlemen  viewed  the  whole  thing 
with  indifference.    And  yet  they  asked 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country  to  vote 
£6,000,000  of  money.     He  wished  to 
know  what  were  the  dangers  against 
which  this  money  was  intended  to  guard  ? 
Were  the  grounds  assigned  those  on 
which  the  £iberal  Party  could  support 
the  Yote  ?    Last  night  fliey  might  have 
thought  it  was  to  be  the  seizure  of  Gal- 
lipoU,  or  the  occupation  of  Constanti- 
nople.    But  no  mention  of  either  of 
those  fears  had  been  made  that  night 
by  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Had  that  alarm  disappeared  ? 
If  so,  the  Government  ought  to  say  so, 
and  not  ask  them  to  vote  money  for  a 
purpose  which  was  not  defined.    Other- 
wise they  would  be  perfectly  justified  in 
refusing  to  vote  the  money.    If  the  Go- 
vernment would  say  they  believed  the 
danger  still  existed,  they  would  perhaps 
obtain  unanimous  support ;  would  they 
appeal  for  that  support?    He  trusted 
that  the  alarm  causea  by  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary  would  be  allayed. 
He  wished  to  support  the  Government  if 
ho  could,  but  they  would  not  say  what 

VOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thibd  SEMES.] 


they  wished  him  to  do  except  that  they 
did  not  wish  to  "leap  into  a  chasm." 
What  were  the  dangers  that  were  to  be 
obviated  by  this  Vote  of  £6,000,000? 
They  had  got   satisfactory  assurances 
about  the  Straits.    According  to  hon. 
GFentlemen  opposite,  it  was  to  be  voted 
not  on  accoimt  of  any  feeling  of  jealousy 
against  Eussia,  not  because  our  interests 
were  being  attacked,  not  because  of  any 
fear  of  Eussia,  but  simply  to  express 
confidence  in  Her   Majesty's   (Jovem- 
ment.      He    (Mr.    Goschen),  however, 
preferred  the  Under  Secretary's  phrase 
that  they  wanted  an  "  outward  and  visi- 
ble sign."    We  knew  they  had  never 
swerv^  from  the  lines  they  had  laid 
down,     although     everybody    thought 
thev  had  wavered  a  good  deal.    ["  No, 
no!"]     Of  course  hon.  Members  op- 
posite believed    everything  they    said 
before   they   said   it— ["No,    no!"]— 
cheering  contradictions  before  they  heard 
them— ["No,  no!"]— which  he  hoped 
they  would  not  do  again.  Why  did  they 
want  an  "  outwemi  and  visible  sign  ?  " 
He  was  afraid  it  was  because  the  diplo- 
matists were  too  hard-hearted  and  im- 
believing  to  have  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment. In  his  opinion,  it  was  wanted 
to  convey,  among  other  things,  to  foreign 
Powers  that  we  meant  business.    But 
would  not  the  Powers  believe  it  with- 
out the  Vote  ?    The  Government  simply 
asked  for  the  confidence  of  Parliament 
in  order  to  make  those  Powers  feel  that 
we  meant  business.     The  Government 
wished  to  be  supported  in  the  eyes  of 
Europe,  and  therefore  they  came  to  the 
House  of  Commons  for  "an  outward 
and  visible  sign"  that  they  had  the 
confidence  of  the  House.    It  had  been 
asked,  was  this  a  sham  Vote  or  a  war 
Vote?    The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  said  that  some  said 
it  was  the  one  and  some  the  other.    He 
(Mr,  Goschen)  would  show  it  was  both. 
Because  it  was  intended  to  be  a  menace, 
it  was  a  war  Vote.    It  was  a  sham  Vote 
because  it  was  to  be  bounce.    Jf  the 
right    hon.  Gentleman  asked    K>r  the 
money  in  advance,  and  said  he  did  not 
intend  to  spend  it,  then  it  was  not  to 
strengthen  our  armaments,  it  was  not  to 
build  ships  or  purchase  stores,  but  it  was 
to  be  an  outward  and  visible  sign  in  the 
Conference.    That  was  why  it  differed 
from  the  Vote  of  1870.    Then  the  men 
were  raised  and  the  money  was  spent. 
But  what  was  the  present  Ministry  going 
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to  do  ?    Were  they  going  to  spend  it,  or 
were  they  not  eoing  to  spend  it  ?    "Wliy, 
if  he  pressed  wem  too  much,  he  began 
to  fear  that  they  would  spend  it.    On 
the  day  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
wanted  the  money,  or  wanted  ships,  let 
him  come  to  the  House  of  Commons  and 
state  the  actual  objects  for  which  he 
required  it,  and  then  the  House  would 
consider  whether  they  should  incur  tiie 
req)onsibility   of  voting   it.      But   he 
trusted  to  the  sense  of  fairness  in  the 
Government,  and  the  sense  of  justice  in 
the  country,   that  they  should  not  be 
charged  with  refusing  necessary  Supplies 
in  an  emergency,  when  they  were  only 
asked  for  an  outward  and  visible  sign — 
for  Supplies  that  were  not  necessary,  but 
only  to  DO  used  till  the  dlst  of  March 
next.    They  were  not  refusing  Supplies 
which  the  Government    wanted.     He 
denied  it  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  and 
would  deny  it  in  any  place  he  mi^ht  be 
called  upon  to  speaJk.     He  denied  ih&t 
for  the  honour  or  the  interests  of  this 
country  this  money  was  wanted ;  it  was 
wanted  to    strengthen   the  voice  of  a 
Government  which  oueht  to  be  strong 
without  it,  which  ought  to  be  able  to 
speak  with  authority,  and  without  allow- 
ing foreign  nations  to  throw  it  in  their 
teeth  that  they  had  not  got  the  con- 
fidence of  the  country.    [**  Oh,  oh ! "] 
He  was  only  paraphrasing  the  speech  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said, 
«  No  one  would  be  listened  to  unless  he 
was   strong."     Were  they  not  strong 
without   that    piece    of  paper?     Ay, 
stronger  without  it,  because  then  they 
had  the  resources  of  England  at  their 
back.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said — 

*^  We  desire  that  we  should  be  anned  with 
this,  whioh  would  be  not  only  a  Vote  of  Credit, 
but  a  Votp  of  Confidence." 

And  afterwards^  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

"  We  do  not  desire  a  Vote  of  £6,000,000  to  be 
spent  iivthis  way  or  in  that,  but  in  order  that  the 
Government  may  be  able  to  go  into  the  nego- 
tiations with  the  voice  of  England  at  theax 
back." 

It  they  were  to  be  any  use  in  Con- 
ference there  should  be  some  **  outward 
and  Tisible  sign."    Oh,  he  had  been  com- 

flimentinff   fiie    Under   Secretary    for 
'oreign  Affiairs  under  a  mistake.    He 
was    dreadfully  disappointed  that  the 

Mr.  OoBchm 


Bepresentatiye  of  the  Foreign  Depart- 
ment had  not  contributed  at  least  one 
remarkable  expression  to  their  debates, 
and  now  he  found  that  ''  outward  and 
visible   sign "  was   a    Cabinet  phrase. 
Well,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exonequer 
said  if  they  were  to  be  of  any  use  in  the 
Conference  there  should  be  some  "  out- 
ward   and    visible    sign"    that    they 
possessed  the  confidence  of   England. 
If  they  were  to  be  told  that  the  opinion 
of  England  was  not  to  be  expressed  by 
them,  but  by  "  So-and-so,"  that  would 
be  not  only  humiliating  to  them,  but 
injurious  to    the  country.    The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  use   of 
the  slipshod  phrase  about  "  So-and-so  " 
expressing    the   feelings  of    England. 
But  who  was  "  So-and-so  ?  "    He  knew 
who    "So-and-so"    was.     What   the 
(Jovemment  wanted  in  the  Conference 
was  not  this  Vote  of  money ;  what  they 
wanted  was  a  division.    They  said  they 
wanted  union;  but  that  was  a  rhetoricfd 
expression.    They  wanted  to  take  the 
division  list  with  them  into  the  Confer- 
ence and  to  say — "  Look  at  our  majority, 
we  are  able  to  speak  in  the  name  of  So- 
and-so  and  So-and-so."    In  other  words, 
they  wanted  to  speak  in  the  name  of  a 
body  created  by  flie  Patronage  Secretary 
of    the    Treasury.      [^LaugkUr],      He 
trusted  he    had    not    spoken    on    the 
present  occasion  with  any  unbecoming 
levity.    ["  Oh,  oh ! "]    He  must  apolo- 
gize to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  if  he 
was   not    able  to  speak  m  a   "lying 
spirit ;  "  but  he  begged  to  assure  uiem 
that  he  felt  deeplv  and  strongly  on  the 
question  before  the  House,  because  he 
mought,  to  use  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  it  would  be  humiliating  and 
unbecoming  in  this  coimtry  that  the 
Government  could  not  go  into  the  Con- 
ference except  with  those  "  outward  and 
visible  signs"  of  a  sum  of  money  which 
there  was  no  intention  to  spend.    It  was 
not  flattering  to  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  me  Government  did  not  ieel 
themselves  in  a  position  to  take  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Conference,  unless 
they  passed  a  Vote  to  which  in  their 
consciences  they  could  not  assent.    That 
was  not  the  position  for  the  (Jovemment 
to  take  up.    He,  for  one,  was  anxious 
that  the  Government  should  go  into  the 
Conference  strong  ;  but  he  regretted  the 
proposal  of  the  Vote  for  tms,   among 
other  reasons — ^that  if  they  went  into  it 
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with  the  diviBion  list,  the  other  Powers 
woidd  he  ahle  to  say  there  was  a  large 
section  of  their  fellow-oountrymen  whom 
they  did  not  represent.  When,  how- 
ever, they  went  into  the  Conference, 
having  passed  the  Vote  h^  their  majority, 
he  would  nevertheless  wish  them  to  state 
that  although  they  might  not  be  sup- 
ported by  the  minority  on  a  particular 
question,  that  minority  would  support 
fliem  if  any  single  point  were  mooted 
which  was  contrajj  to  the  real  honour 
and  interests  of  ^gland.  They  might 
truly  say  that  whatever  might  be  the 
divisions  among  us,  every  Englishman 
was  prepared  to  make  sacrifices  when- 
ever any  real  question  was  touched  in 
which,  as  was  so  eloquently  pointed  out 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that  honour  and 
those  interests,  not  leaving  out  of  si^ht 
the  position  of  those  populations  which 
had  BO  long  suffered,  were  involved.  In 
that  event,  they  wotdd  find  the  minority 
added  to  tiie  majority  without  the  loss 
of  a  single  man. 

Sib  mCHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH  said, 
he  could  not  well  understand  the  position 
which  had  been  taken  up  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Goschen).  He  expressed  a  desire 
to  support  Her  Majesty^ s  Gt>vemment, 
but  he  had  not  offered  to  the  House  any 
idea  of  the  way  in  which  he  intended  to 

five  practical  effect  to  that  desire.  He 
edared  himself  anxious  that  they  should 
speak  out  with  a  strong  voice,  and  should 
be  supported  in  their  defence  of  British 
interests;  but  he  himseK  suggested  no 
way  of  protecting  those  interests,  and 
dedined  to  agree  to  the  way  that  the 
Government,  speaking  with  the  respon- 
sibility of  Advisers  of  Her  Majesty,  pro- 
posed to  Parliament.  He  said  if  mey 
wanted  to  build  ships  or  to  raise  men  he 
would  support  a  Vote  for  that  purpose. 
But  knowing  that  their  neutrality  was 
conditional — knowing  that  they  intended 
to  preserve  peace  umess  certain  condi- 
tions were  infringed — he  said  with  the 
same  voice  that  he  would  give  them  no- 
thing to  prepare  for  those  possibilities 
Xinst  which  he  desired  to  guard,  and 
ch  all  must  admit  could  not  be  met 
without  due  preparation.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-^each)  could  not  under- 
stand that  position  were  it  not  that  imder 
the  whole  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  common  with  that  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  had  preceded 
him,  might  be  detected  the  real  motive 


of  their  action — namely,  that,  though 
knowing  the  importance  of  the  crisis, 
and  atoiitting  that  tiie  Government 
possessed  the  confidence  of  the  country, 
they  were  led  by  mere  personal  feeling 
against  the  Prime  Minister  to  refuse  to 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who 
had  acted  very  differently  towards  them 
in  similar  emergencies,  that  support 
which  was  necessary  for  the  defence  of 
the  interests  and  honour  of  the  country. 
But  he  believed  that  the  people  were 
beginning  to  appreciate  this  conduct, 
and  iJiat  a  knowledge  of  this  might  have 
led  to  the  singular  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Boroer  Burghs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  that  evening.  That  hon. 
Gentleman  and  those  who  agreed  with 
him  had  attempted  the  imconstitutional 
course  of  appealing  to  mass  meetings  in 
order  to  overawe — or  at  any  rate  to 
bias — the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and^  greatly  to  their  disappoint- 
ment, the  monster  they  raised  had  turned 
agcdnst  them.  Why  was  it  that  they 
had  heard  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  talk  of  the  necessity  of 
securing  order  and  decency  at  public 
meetings;  why  was  it  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  reduced  to  make  a 
pitiful  appeal  to  his  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach's)  right  hon.  FWend  (Mr.  Cross) 
as  the  guardian  of  law  and  order,  and 
to  denounce  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London 
and  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  as  leaders 
of  organized  gangs,  with  the  natural 
sympathy,  evidenced  by  his  cheers,  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  to  say  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
Lord  Mayor  I  was  not  attending  to  his 
observations. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
The  hon.  Member's  cheer  was  readily 
recognized ;  but  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  never  said  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  cheered  the  particular  reference  to 
the  Lord  Mayor.  He  had  heard  him 
cheer  the  denunciation  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Trevelyan)  of  these  terrible 
meetings  that  had  been  held  in  the  coun- 
try. He  did  not  wonder  that,  after  the 
experience  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  as  to  the  feeling  of  his  consti- 
tuents  

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Mr.  Speaker— 
P*  Order !  "] — I  only  wish  to  repeat  that 
1  was  not  in  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  possession  of  the  House, 
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and  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  can 
make  any  statement  he  may  wish  in  the 
course  of  the  debate. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS. BEACH: 
He  should  sympathize  in  the  denuncia- 
tion delivered  by  his  hon.  Friend.  With 
regard  to  the  objections  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  ^Mr.  Gos(£en)  to  any  state- 
ments indicating  suspicion  of  Eussia,  he 
wished  to  express  his  own  belief  that 
the  Emperor  of  Eussia  would  meet  the 
promises  if  circumstances  permitted.  He 
believed  that  the  generals  and  diplo- 
matists of  Eussia  would  show  as  much 
sincerity  in  the  future  as  they  had  shown 
in  the  past ;  and  he  should  be  extremely 
Sony  to  excite  one  spark  of  fear  or 
jealousy  in  the  coimtry  or  in  that  House 
by  anything  which  he  might  s^  with 
regard  to  the  proceedings  of  Eussia. 
But  he  would  just  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bear  in  mind  that,  al- 
though he  had  very  justly  deprecated 
any  language  of  unnecessary  or  improper 
strength  being  used  towards  a  J?ower 
with  whom  we  were  on  friendly  terms 
like  Eussia,  yet  no  speaker  who  sat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  had  ever, 
as  far  as  he  remembered,  deprecated 
any  language,  however  violent,  however 
unfair,  applied  to  another  Power  with 
whom  we  were  also  on  friendly  terms — 
namely,  Turkey.  The  Government  were 
asked  to  justify  the  Vote  thev  were  pro- 
posing to  the  House.  The  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
stated  that  he  saw  no  reason  for  voting 
imnecessary  Supplies.  That  was  the 
pith  of  the  question.  Were  the  Supplies 
necessary  or  were  they  not  ?  The  riffht 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
said — **  Oh,  the  situation  is  changed  by 
the  armistice  of  which  they  had  so  re- 
cently heard.'* 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  asked  whether  it 
was  changed  ?  I  did  not  give  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other,  but  asked  for  in- 
formation. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HECKS -BEACH 
would  also  hesitate  to  express  a  decided 
opinion ;  because,  in  the  first  place,  he 
was  not  sure,  although  he  hoped  the 
news  was  true,  that  the  armistice  had 
been  signed ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
he  did  not  know  what  the  terms  of 
that  armistice  might  be.  It  was  pos- 
sible—he spoke  without  knowledge — 
that  there  might  be  terms  in  that  armis- 
tice more  duigerous   to  Europe  than 

Mr.  Speaker 


anything  which  appeared  in  the  bases  of 
peace  which  had  oeen  communicated  to 
Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment.  It  was 
possible  mere  might  be  questions  of  the 
occupation  of  territory  or  of  fortresses, 
which  might  make  the  circumstances 
even  graver  than  they  had  hitherto  ap- 

E eared.  He  did  not  say  that  it  was  so ; 
ut  he  said  that  before  &ey  expressed  an 
opinion  as  to  the  effect  of  the  armistice, 
they  must  know — ^first,  whether  it  had 
been  actually  signed;  and,  next,  what  the 
terms  were.  T^e  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Cross)  as  basing  me  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  contmued  advance  of  the 
Eussians.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
very  properly  referred  to  that  continued 
advance  as  a  serious  element  among  the 
circumstances  which  the  House  had  to 
consider ;  but  he  had  not  for  a  moment, 
neither  had  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  based  the 
case  of  the  Government  in  proposing 
that  Vote,  either  solely  or  mainly,  on 
that  advance ;  though,  he  must  add  on 
this  point  that,  for  all  we  knew,  that 
advance  might  be  continuing  still.  But 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  had  listened 
with  amazement  to  the  hypothesis  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — ^that  dis- 
sensions within  the  Cabinet  had  led  to 
delay  in  the  negotiations.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  reiterate  arguments 
in  order  to  show  who  were  responsible 
for  that  delay — ^it  was  enough  for  him 
to  know  that  those  who  had  profited  by 
it  were  the  Eussians,  and  that  was  a  fact 
worth  any  amount  of  argument.  But 
putting  dl  this  aside,  supposing  the 
bases  of  peace  accepted,  a  satisfactory 
armistice  concluded,  tmd  the  Eussian 
advance  checked,  was  there  no  necessity 
for  preparation  on  the  part  of  this  coun- 
try? Let  them  look  for  a  moment  at 
the  relative  positions  of  the  two  parties 
to  this  war.  There  was  no  longer  any 
equality  between  the  contending  forces — 
adopting  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
the  scale  of  the  Turks  had  kicked  the 
beam — an  expression  which  very  fairly 
described  the  overwhelming  defeat  which 
had  overtaken  the  Turki^  arms.  The 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  further 
admitted  that  there  was  legitimate 
ground  for  jealousy  of  Eussia,  and  that 
the  safest  and  most  effective  check  on 
Eussia  was  to  be  found  in  the  concert  of 
Europe.    In  that  concert  Her  Majesty's 
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Goyemment  hoped  to  have  their  fair 
share.  But  they  knew  that  the  other 
Powers  were  in  a  state  of  armed  pre- 
paration, which  it  was  the  boast  of  this 
country  that  our  forces  were  never  in, 
during  times  of  peace.  And  besides  this, 
some  at  least  of  the  other  Powers  were  in 
such  a  geographical  position  that  they 
could  almost  immediately  interfere  by 
force  to  secure  that  their  interests  should 
be  respected ;  and,  imder  these  circum- 
stances, was  there  no  need  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  place  this  country 
on  an  equality  in  this  European  Con- 
ference with  other  Powers.  Her  Mwesty's 
Government  did  not  regard  this  Vote  as 
an  empty  thing,  though  they  believed 
that  by  asking  the  House  to  assent  to  it, 
they  were  taking  the  best  means  to  se- 
cure that,  not  only  this,  but  a  far  larger 
expenditure,  should  not  be  incurred. 
It  was  strange  to  observe  how  quickly 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  discovered 
that  they  wanted  a  policy  of  peace,  al- 
though, when  the  interest  of  their  own 
country  was  not  touched,  they  had  advo- 
cated a  policy  of  war.  But  if  they  did 
want  such  a  policy,  it  would  be  more 
certainly  attained  by  supporting  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter  of  that  Yote,  than 
by  confining  them  to  a  miserable  inac- 
tion, which  was  the  only  alternative  pro- 
posed, which  would  cause  England's  ene- 
mies, if  she  had  any,  to  rejoice,  and  her 
Mends — and  she  had  friends —  to  mis- 
trust her.  That  was  the  reason  why  the 
Government  asked  for  this  Vote.  If  re- 
quired to  protect  those  interests  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  themselves  ad- 
mitted must  be  protected,  the  money 
would  be  spent ;  but  he  again  repeated 
that  the  Government  believed  the  Vote 
to  be  one  of  peace  rather  than  war,  and 
it  was  with  the  hope  and  intention  of 
securing  and  maintaining  peace  that 
they  proposed  it.  But  let  him  for  a  mo- 
ment refer  to  the  published  bases  of 
peace.  Was  there  nothing  in  them 
that  suggested  some  kind  of  preparation 
on  the  part  of  this  coimtry  for  what 
might  possibly  occur?  He  hoped  he 
might  allude  to  the  question  of  the 
Straits,  without  being  charged  with 
attempting  to  excite  the  fear  or  jealousy 
of  Bussia.  What  had  happened  with 
regard  to  this  subject,  which  it  was 
essential  should  be  clearly  and  con- 
cisely put  before  the  country  ?  On  the 
2l8t  of  January  the  Eussian  Ambas- 
sador stated  that  in  the  bases  of  peace 


sent  to  the  Grand  Duke  Nicholas  no 
mention  was  made  of  the  Straits.  On 
the  24th  of  January  Mr.  Layard  in- 
formed Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  question  of  the  Bosphorus  and  the 
Dardanelles  was  to  be  settled  between 
the  Sultan  and  the  Emperor  of  Eussia. 
On  the  25th  of  January  the  Eussian 
Ambassador  communicated  the  bases  of 
peace  in  which  these  words  occurred — 
**  Ulterior  understanding  for  safeguard- 
ing the  rights  and  interests  of  Eussia  in 
the  Straits."  On  the  30th  of  January 
Prince  Gortchakoff  declared  that  the 
Article  referring  to  the  Straits  was  vague 
and  unnecessary,  and  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  suppress  it  altogether.  He 
denied  that  it  referred  to  an  understand- 
ing between  Eussia  and  Turkey  alone, 
and  stated  most  categorically  that|Eussia 
considered  the  question  of  the  Straits  a 
European  question,  which  could  only  be 
settled  in  concert  with  other  Powers. 
Well,  that  was  a  very  satisfactory  result 
so  far  as  it  went ;  but  why  was  the  Ar- 
ticle ever  inserted  in  the  bases  of  peace  ? 
Could  we  suppose  it  was  due  to  the 
haste  with  which  those  bases  were  pre- 
pared ?  Why,  we  had  been  led  to  un- 
derstand that  they  were  so  carefully 
framed,  so  complicated,  and  so  volumi- 
nous that  they  could  not  be  transmitted 
by  telegraph,  but  had  to  be  sent  by 
courier  at  tne  cost  of  precious  time  and 
a  continuance  of  the  war  for  perhaps  a 
fortnight  longer  than  was  necessary. 
These  facts  appeared  to  him  to  be 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  House 
and  of  the  coimtry,  especially  when 
taken  in  connection  with  the  fact  that 
three  times  during  this  century  —  in 
1807,  in  1829,  and  in  1833— the  Eus- 
sians  had  endeavoured  to  force  the 
Porte  to  grant  them  the  exclusive  right 
to  pass  through  the  Straits  at  all  times 
and  under  all  circumstances,  and  that 
when  Turkey  had  been  reduced  to  her 
present  position  it  was  scarcely  likely 
that,  having  been  abandoned  by  all  the 
European  Powers,  she  should  care  to  in- 
sist on  the  exclusion  from  the  Treaty  of 
a  condition  so  peculiarly  desirable  to 
Eussia,  and  which,  however  injurious  to 
the  interests  of  European  Powers,  might 
appear  to  the  Porte  to  have  compara- 
tively little  influence  on  her  own  for- 
tunes. He  would  now  turn  to  the  article 
in  the  bases  of  peace  affecting  Bulgaria, 
and  he  must  say  he  was  really  unable 
to  understand  how  it  was  that  hon. 
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Gtentlemen  opposite  should  both  in  and 
out  of  the  House  be  always  stating  that 
the  Government  and  the  Conservative 
Party  fook  no  interest  in  the  condition 
of  the  Christian  populations.  Why,  he 
could  quote  despatches  without  end  to 
show  the  interest  which  had  been  taken 
in  their  condition  by  the  Government. 
Perhaps,  however,  he  might  be  told  that 
despatches  were  mere  waste  paper ;  but 
he  could  also  refer  to  the  action  of  Lord 
Salisbury  as  the  Plenipotentiary  of  Eng- 
land at  the  Conference,  when  it  would 
be  admitted  that  reforms  were  agreed 
to  by  all  the  Plenipotentiaries  or  the 
European  Powers,  including  the  Pleni- 
potentiary of  Eussia,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  the  good  government  and  free- 
dom, as  far  as  it  could  be  given  to  them, 
of  the  inhabitants  of  those  districts.  But 
those  reforms  were  essentially  different 
from  the  Article  proposed  in  the  present 
bases  of  peace,  for  there  never  was  a 
question  at  the  Conference  as  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  tributary  State.  That 
point  was  distinctly  reserved  in  the 
bases  of  the  Conference  as  one  which 
should  not  be  considered.  What  did 
we  find  in  the  bases  of  peetce  ?  An 
autonomous  Bulgaria,  of  indefinite  ex- 
tent ;  but  possibly  implying  the  evacua- 
tion of  the  Quadrilateral  by  the  Turks, 
and  the  substitution  of  a  new  State  for 
the  greater  part  of  the  present  pos- 
sessions of  Turkey  in  Europe.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  position  of  things  was 
now  changed.  But  what  did  the  pro- 
posed Bulgaria  really  mean?  It  was 
conceivable — athough  the  interpretation 
might  not  be  accurate,  and  he  noped  it 
was  not — that  Bulgaria,  as  defined  in 
this  base,  might  mean  a  Principality 
which  should  be  neither  free,  nor  auto- 
nomous, nor  Bulgaria.  It  might  mean 
a  Principality  which  would  not  neces- 
sarily be  under  a  Eussian  Prince,  but 
subject  to  Eussian  influence,  guided  by 
Eussian  officers  and  advisers,  maintained 
by  means  derived  from  Eussia ;  and,  in 
fact,  having  its  whole  policy  directed  by 
Eussia,  as  had  been  the  case  with  other 
autonomous  Principalities  in  times  past. 
[*'0h,  oh!"]  He  did  not  say  this 
would  be  so,  out  that  it  might ;  and  if 
his  supposition  were  true,  would  such  a 
State  be  a  peaceable  neighbour  to  the 
remnant  of  Turkey  on  the  South,  or  to 
some  other  Power  on  the  North  ?  On 
the  contrary,  it  was  likely  to  become  a 
hotbed  of  insurrection,  and  to  lead  to  a 

Sir  Michael  Rioh^Beach 


renewal  of  all  the  troubles  which  consti- 
tuted the  history  of  most  of  the  Northern 
Provinces  of  Turkey  for  many  years  past. 
This  was  a  point  which  he  mentioned 
now  because  several  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  seemed  to  think  that  this 
Article  in  the  bases  of  peace  was  so 
satisfactory  that  it  could  only  result  in 
a  durable  peace.  He  had  not  heard  it 
stated  in  the  course  of  the  evening's  de- 
bate that  the  Vote  was  a  war  Vote,  mough 
it  had  been  freely  spoken  of  as  such 
elsewhere.  He  denied  that  this  was  so, 
and  said  that  this  might  fairly  be  de- 
scribed as  less  of  a  war  Vote  than  that  of 
1870 ;  because,  while  that  was  voted  to 
be  spent  at  once,  the  Government  had 
stated  that  this  was  not  to  be  spent  until 
it  was  clearly  necessary  to  do  so.  In 
1870,  at  the  very  commencement  of  the 
war  between  Germany  and  France,  be- 
fore there  was  a  sign  that  Belgium 
would  be  attacked,  the  Government 
asked  for  a  Vote  of  Credit  to  strengthen 
the  Military  and  Naval  Forces  of  Ureat 
Britain  for  the  protection  of  Belgium. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  the  Vote  now 
asked  for  was  a  departure  from  a  policy 
of  neutrality,  it  was  less  so  than  was  the 
Vote  taken  in  1870.  But  that  was  no 
departure  from  a  policy  of  neutrality. 
What 'did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  say  with  regard 
to  it  ?  The  present  Prime  Minister  spoke 
of  the  position  of  this  country  at  the  time 
as  being  one  of  "armed  neutrality." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  took  great  exception  to 
that  expression.  The  pnrase,  he  said,  was 
eminently  unsuited  to  the  circumstances 
and  to  the  unequivocal  friendliness  this 
country  entertained  for  both  parties  to 
the  war.  He  described  the  position  of 
Great  Britain  as  that  of  a  neutral. 
What  was  the  difference  between  the 
position  of  affairs  at  that  date  and  the 
present  time  which  made  this  Vote  less 
compatible  with  perfect  neutrality  than 
that  ?  He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  ob- 
jections which  had  been  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  favoured  them  with 
some  very  violent  epithets  as  to  the  policy 
which  Her  Majesty^s  Government  recom- 
mended to  the  House.  It  was,  he  said, 
vulgar,  ridiculous,  unconstitutional ;  and 
he  based  these  epithets  almost  entirely  on 
the  view  that  the  Vote  would  technically 
expire  on  the  3l8t  of  March.    The  right 


Digitized  by  ^^J 


oogle 


909 


Parliament — 


{PBBExrAEY  4,  1 878 )        Businm  of  the  Rouse.    910 


hon.  (Gentleman  said — ^and  very  wisely, 
ooQsidering  the  tone  of  his  argument^ 
that  he  would  not  go  into  the'qnestion  of 
patriotism;    and  although  he  occupied 
the  responsible  position  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  the  Liberal  Gbvem- 
ment  of  1870,  it  would  appear  from  his 
speech  that  he  had  either  forgotten  or 
been  ignorant  of  the  foreign  policy  of 
that  (Jovemment.    As  to  the  Vote  ex- 
piring on  the  31st  of  March,  if  a  renewal 
of  it  were  required,  and  if  the  House 
were  satisfied  to  support  the  Govemment 
in  the  policy  they  had  always  adhered  to, 
he  was  confident  they  would  continue  the 
Vote  beyond  the  Slst  of  March,  and  as 
much  longer  as  might  be  required.  The 
question  was,  had  &e  House  confidence 
in  the  Government,  or  had  it  not  ?    At 
all  events,  the  course  they  had  pursued 
was  in  accordance  with  the  policy  laid 
down  in  the  despatch  of  the  6th  of  May, 
and  the  Vote  they  asked  for  was  a  logi- 
cal and  natural  sequence  of  it.    Eight 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  no  alter- 
native to  propose;  they  admitted  that 
they  had  no  hope  of  supplanting  the 
Government;    and  some  of  them  ex- 
pressed concurrence  in  the  objects  at 
which  the  Government  aimed.  Yet  they 
thought  it  consistent  with  their  duty  to 
their  constituents  and  the  country  to  de- 
cline to  give  the  Government  the  means 
they  deemed  necessary  to  carry  out  their 
policy.     At  Oxford  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  forj,Greenwich  was 
reported  to  have  spoken  of  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  Bepresentation  as  deplorable. 
He  did  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  that 
description ;  but  however  that  might  be, 
he  was  sure  that  the  Irish  Eepresen- 
tatives  would  not  find  in  a  time  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger  to  their  country  an 
opportunity  for  a   Party  move.     The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright)  had  disclaimed  the  Ajoiendment 
as  a  Party  move,  and  after  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  City,  he 
should   be  reluctant  to  attribute  that 
character   to    it.    He    could  not  help 
thinking,  therefore,  that  on  further  con- 
sideration these  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  see  the  strength  of  the  case  of  the 
Government  and  the  difficulty  of  their 
own,   and  reflecting  on  the  way  their 
action  had  been  received  by  the  country, 
miffht  withdraw  the  Amendi:ient.  P'No, 
no !  "]   If  not,  he  was  confident  that  the 

Seat  Liberal  Party  would  not  support  a 
otion  calculated  to  deprive  the  Govern- 


ment of  its  power  in  the  Coimcils  of 
Europe,  or  be  misled  by  personal  abuse 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  by  misrepre- 
sentaiions  of  the  grossest  kind  of  the 
acts  and  intentions  and  views  of  the 
Government,  into  action  that  would 
paralyze  the  arm  of  England  at  a  time 
when  that  arm  might  be  more  necessary 
than  ever  to  maintain  the  interests  of 
our  Empire  and  the  freedom  of  Europe. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  fwthet  adfourned  till  Monday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

fttter  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday y  Uh  February,  1878. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbct  Committeb  —  Private 
Billa — Standing  Orders  Committee,  appointed 
and  nominated  ;  Opposed  Private  Bills — Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  appointed;  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod,  appointed 
and  nominated. 


PABLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.—QUESTION. 

Eael  GEANYILLE  asked  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
Whether  he  had  any  announcement  te 
make,  as  promised,  with  reference  to 
the  Business  of  their  Lordships'  House  ? 

The  Earl  of  BEAC0N8FIELD,  in 
reply,  said,  that  next  week— -probably 
that  day  week — his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  invite 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
consideration  of  a  subject  of  much  im- 
portance— namely,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Grown  over  the  territorial  waters  of  the 
Empire,  especially  in  relation  to  the  re- 
cent case  of  the  Franooniay  and  would  lay 
a  Bill  on  the  Table.  Very  shortly,  also,  a 
Bill  would  be  introduced  to  fulfil  a  pro- 
mise made  last  year  with  regard  to  the 
protection  of  the  Telegraph  Service  and 
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property  of  tlie  Post  Office.  Before 
Easter  a  Bill  would  be  introduced  to 
consolidate  clauses  relating  to  railway, 
gas,  and  water  companies,  and  other 
works  of  that  description.  Such  a 
Bill,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
could  be  advantageously  originated  in 
their  Lordships'  House;  because  they 
would  have  in  its  discussion  the  assist- 
ance and  experience  of  his  noble  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.  There 
were  two  other  Bills  connected  with 
legal  matters,  which  it  might,  perhaps, 
have  been  expected  the  Government 
would  introduce  in  their  Lordships' 
House;  but,  on  consideration,  it  was 
thought  more  convenient  to  bring  them 
forward  first  in  the  other  House.  One 
was  a  Bankruptcy  Bill,  which  had  been 
already  before  their  Lordships*  House, 
and  had  had  their  opinion  expressed 
upon  it,  and  the  other  was  an  important 
Bill  to  codify  the  laws  relating  to  in- 
dictable offences.  These  two  BiUs  would 
be  introduced  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General.  He  hoped, 
also,  that  next  week  his  noble  Fnend 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Coimcil  would 
be  able  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject 
of  cattle  diseases. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE 
ARMISTICE.— QUESTIONS. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  any 
informi^tion  to  give  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  the  armistice  and  the  terms 
of  peace  concluded  between  Bussia  and 
Turkey? 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
have  received  nothing  more  man  what 
confirms  officially  the  statement  which 
your  Lordships  will  have  already  seen 
through  the  ordinary  sources  of  infor- 
mation— namely,  that  the  terms  of 
peace  and  the  armistice  have  been 
signed,  and  that  orders  have  been  sent 
to  the  commanders  of  the  forces  on  both 
sides,  in  both  Europe  and  Asia,  to  sus- 
pend operations. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE :  Can  the  noble 
Earl  give  us  anything  as  to  the  terms  ? 

The  Eabl  OF  DERBY:  The  exact  text 
of  the  terms  of  peace  as  signed  has 
not  been  communicated  to  us ;  but  I  do 
not  understand  that  they  differ  in  any 
material  respect  from  those  already  in 
your  Lordships'   hands.    With  regard 

The  Earl  of  Beaconf\field 


to  the  military  bases  of  the  armistice,  I 
am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  give 
your  Lordships  any  information  on  that 
subject. 

PRIVATE  BILLS— STANDING  ORDERS. 

The  Eabl  of  EEDESDALE,  as 
Ohairman  of  Committees,  moved  a  series 
of  new  Eegulations  as  to  Private  Bills. 
They  had,  he  said,  been  before  the 
House  since  last  July,  and  there  had 
been,  therefore,  ample  time  i6  consider 
them.  They  were  of  great  importance, 
particularly  with  regara  to  Bills  originate 
ing  under  Provisional  Orders ;  but  their 
sole  purpose  was  to  secure  for  the  House 
sufficient  time  to  give  an  adequate  con- 
sideration to  such  measures.  He  there- 
fore moved — 

"1.  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Tuesday  the  11th  day  of  June  next : 

"  2.  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House 
authorising  aiw  indosure  of  lands  under  special 
report  of  Sie  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Tuesday 
the  9th  day  of  April  next : 

"  3.  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House 
confirming  any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Tues- 
day the  9th  day  of  April  next : 

"  4.  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands 
under  special  report  of  tiie  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners for  England  and  Wales,  or  confirming 
any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
England  and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
aftw  Tuesday  the  18th  day  of  June  next : 

"  6.  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  provisional  order  or 
provisional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  18th  day  of  June  next : 

''  6.  That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this 
House  with  amendments  this  order  shall  not 
apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended." 

LoBD  HENNIKEE  said,  he  was  sure 
no  one  would  wish  to  oppose  any  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table 
unnecessarily  on  a  question  of  this  kind. 
He  imderstood,  however,  that  these  Be- 
solutions,  as  far  as  Provisional  Orders 
were  concerned,  would  probably  lead  to 
great  inconvenience.  He  would  ask  the 
noble  Earl  to  postpone  his  Motion  till 
to-morrow  or  Thursday,  so  that  some 
further  consideration  might  be  given  to 
the  subject. 
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The  Eael  of  EEDESDALE  said, 
there  was  some  force  in  the  objection  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  he  would  therefore 
consent  to  the  postponement  for  a  few 
days  of  Nos.  2,  S,  4,  and  5. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  llth  day  of  June  next : 

Ordered,  That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed 
this  House  with  amendments  this  order  shall 
not  apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  shall  report  to  the  House  is  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  Bill  so  amended. 


THE   EASTERN    QUESTION— THE 

CORRESPONDENCE. 

OBSEEVATIONS. 

Eabl  DE  la  WAER  said,,  he  had 
given  Notice  that  he  would  ask  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  to  the  recent  Correspondence 
relative  to  Turkey,  with  special  reference 
to  the  Note  addressed  to  Ooiint  Schou- 
valoff  on  the  6th  of  May  last.  His 
noble  Friend  not  having  been  able  to 
inform  their  Lordships  as  to  the  actual 
terms  of  the  armistice,  and  as  the  public 
reports  of  what  had  occurred  were,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Earl  De  La  Warr),  far 
&om  satisfactory,  his  noble  Friend 
would,  perhaps,  allow  him  to  act  on  his 
Notice.  He  might,  perhaps,  mention,  in 
passing,  that  he  felt  the  unsatisfactory 
position  of  affairs,  particularly  with  re- 
gard to  the  report  that  the  fortresses  on 
the  Danube  were  to  be  evacuated  by  the 
Turks.  That  would  have  the  effect  of 
placing  nearly  the  whole  of  Turkey 
practically  under  the  power  of  Eussia 
for  the  present.  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  enter  upon  the  many  and  various 
questions  of  the  past  connected  with  the 
war  between  Turkey  and  Eussia — a  war 
which  to  all  appearance  was  involving 
the  ruin  of  a  great  Empire  and  desolat- 
ing one  of  the  fairest  portions  of  Eastern 
Europe,  and  which  was  marked  with 
horrors  and  sufferings  almost  beyond  all 
precedent ;  but  he  wished  to  oonfme  his 
few  remarks  as  far  as  possible  to  the 
recent  Correspondence  on  the  affairs  of 
Turkey  in  connection  with  the  Note  of 
his  noole  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary 
addressed  to  Count  Schouvaloff  on  the 
6th  of  May  last.  He  believed  that  Note 
represented  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.    It  had  frequently  been 


referred  to  in  that  sense,  and  in  the 
communication  of  Her  Majesty's  Foreign 
Secretary  to  Count  Schouvaloff,  on  me 
Idth  of  December  last,  it  was  quoted  as 
enumerating  what,  ''in  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  would  most 
directly  affect  British  interests."  It  then 
proceeded  to  say — 

"  Among  these  it  was  stated  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  witness  with 
indifference  the  passing  oi  Constantinople  into 
other  hands  than  tbose  of  its  present  possessors." 

Tothisthe  Eussian  Government  replied 
on  the  1 8th  of  May  last — 

'*PouT  ce  que  conceme  C!onstantinople,  sans 
pouvoir  pr^juger  la  marche  ni  Tissne  de  la 
guerre,  le  Cahinet  Imperial  r6p^te  q'une  acquisi- 
tion de  cette  capitale  est  exclne  dee  vues  de  sa 
Majesty  TEmpereur." 

Her  Majesty's  Government  not  being 
satisfied  with  this  reply — imder  the  cir- 
cumstances, very  rightly,  as  it  appeared 
to  him,  no  other  communication  having 
taken  place  on  the  question  during  the 
interval — ^in  the  despatch  of  the  13th  of 
•December  last,  added  that  the  occupation 
of  Constantinople  by  the  Eussian  forces, 
even  though  it  shoiild  be  of  a  temporary 
character,  and  for  military  purposes 
only,  would  be  an  event  which  it  would 
on  all  accounts  be  most  desirable  to 
avoid.  In  a  later  paragraph  of  the 
same  despatch  a  similar  statement  was 
made  witn  regard  to  the  Dardanelles. 
Thus  far,  then,  up  to  the  13th  of  Decem- 
ber last,  the  pohcy  of  the  Government 
was  clear,  and  he  believed  it  had  been 
so  accepted  by  the  country  since  the 
despatch  of  the  6th  of  May.  Confidence 
had  been  felt  that  the  occupation  of 
Constantinople  and  the  Dardanelles  by 
the  Eussians  would  not  be  permitted. 
Then  let  them  look  to  what  happened  on 
the  16th  of  December.  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff  informed  Count  Schouvaloff  that  the 
Eussian  Government  requested  Her 
Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  to  define 
more  clearly  what  were  the  British 
interests  which  might  be  affected  by  the 
eventualities  of  the  war.  To  this  Lord 
Derby  replied  on  the  12th  of  January, 
in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Augustus  Loftus — 

"That  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  any  operations  tending  to  place  the 
passage  of  the  Dardanelles  under  the  control  of 
Russia  would  be  an  impediment  to  the  proper 
consideration  of  the  terms  of  the  final  settlement 
between  Bnssia  and  Turkey." 

He  came  then  to  the  chief  point  to  which 
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lie  desired  to  ask  the  attention  of  his 
noble  Friend,  The  occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  Eussian  troops  was  there 
entirely  omitted  as  a  question  in  which 
British  interests  were  concerned.  It 
was  the  Dardanelles  only  which  were 
mentioned,  and  this  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  matter  of  very  serious  moment.  Had 
anything  occurred  to  render  even  the 
temporary  occupation  of  Constantinople 
of  less  importance  than  it  was  on  the 
13th  of  December  last?  Were  British 
interests  in  Constantinople  less  now  than 
they  were  a  short  time  ago  either  in  a 
military,  a  political,  or  in  a  commercial 
point  of  view  ?  If  so,  he  was  not  aware 
when  the  change  occiirred.  He  did  not 
doubt,  or  in  any  way  distrust  the  as- 
surance^  given  by  the  Emperor  of  Eusaia 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  occupying 
Constantinople  permanently;  but  military 
reasons  mignt  be  urged  for  doing  so  for 
a  short  time,  and  possibly  other  reasons 
for  doing  so  for  a  longer  time ;  and  what 
was  tiie  actual  position  of  Constantinople 
at  the  present  time?  Why,  it  was 
practically  invested,  or  very  nearly  so, 
on  the  land  side.  By  the  recent  tele- 
grams received  from  Mr.  Layard,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Eussians  had  advanced 
to  Eodosto  on  the  Sea  of  Marmora  on  the 
ri^ht,  extending  their  line  almost  to  the 
Black  Sea  on  the  left ;  and  on  the  30th  of 
January  Mr.  Layard  telegraphed— '*  The 
Eussians  continue  to  advance  on  all 
sides."  Now,  if  Eussia  should  insist  on 
possessing  Constantinople,  what  could  be 
said  in  answer  to  their  demand  for  its 
occupation  in  a  military  point  of  view  ? 
He  sincerely  hoped  that,  although 
omitted  in  the  despatch  to  which  he  hatd 
referred,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  re-echo  the  statement,  andre-assure 
the  country  that  the  military  occupation 
of  Constantinople  as  well  as  that  of  the 
Dardanelles  would  be  strenuously  op- 
posed. Much  as  there  was  reason  to 
deplore  the  war  and  its  results — and  he 
confessed  he  could  not  witness  unmoved 
the  fall  of  a  ^eat  Empire — a  nation 
with  whom  we  nad  been  a  long  time  in 
aUianee,  a  people  who  had  fought  bravely 
for  their  country,  for  their  inaependence 
and  their  homes,  against  a  powerful 
enemy  displaying  equal  gallantry;  in- 
deed, it  was  impossible  to  regard  tliese 
events  without  deep  concern — it  would 
be  not  a  less  cause  of  dismay  and  appre- 
hension for  the  future  if  the  support  in 
Parliament  and  elsewhere  was  withheld  ' 

Earl  Be  La  Warr 
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from  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  which 
would  enable  them  to  uphold  British 
interests,  to  keep  good  faith  as  regarded 
the  obligations  of  existing  Treaties,  and 
to  stand  upon  what  the  country  had  from 
the  first  believed  to  be  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  and  upon  which  the  country 
had  relied.  The  country  believed  that 
though  the  policy  had  been  one  of 
neutrality,  yet  that  it  was  a  conditional 
neutrality,  and  that  one  of  those  con- 
ditions was  that  Constantinople  and  the 
Dardanelles  should  not  be  occupied  by 
Eussian  troops. 

The  EiLRL  of  DEEBT  :  My  Lords,  I 
think  that  many  of  the  observations  which, 
have  fallen  from  my  noble  Friend  will 
commend  themselves  to  your  Lordships' 
attention.    He  commenced  by  lamenting 
the  great  sufferings  which  attended  the 
profi;ress  of  this  war,  and  he  expressed  a 
feeling,  which,  if  not  universal,  is  cer- 
tainly very  generally  concurred  in  by 
this  House,  of  regret  at  the  fall  of  a 
great  Empire  with  which  we  have  been 
lon^  in  aUiance.    My  noble  Friend  has 
paid  a  compliment,  to  which  I  am  sure 
none  of  your  Lordships  will  take  excep- 
tion, to  the  gallantry  displayed  by  the 
weaker  party ;  and  he  went  on  to  discuss 
the  conditions  of  peace,  so  far  as  they 
are  known,  and  the  manner  in  which 
British  interests  are  likely  to  be  affected 
by  them.    But,  my  Lords,  that  part  of 
the  speech  I  can  very  easily  pass  over ; 
because  though  he  considers  the  bases 
of  the  terms  of  peace  unsatisfactory,  and 
though  he  considers  that  the  evacimtion 
of  the  Turkish  fortresses  on  the  Danube 
will  leave  a  large  portion  of  Turkish 
territory   in  Eussian    hands,   still   my 
noble  Friend  did  not,  and  could  not, 
point  out  any  means  by  which  these  re- 
sults could  be  avoided,  except  means 
the  adoption  of  which  I  scarcely  think 
he  would  have  advised,  and  which,  if 
adopted,  would  certainly  not  have  been 
approved  of  by  public  opinion  in  this 
country.      The     Government    of    this 
countiy  deliberately,  and  after  fdl  con- 
sideration of  all  the  circumstances,  de- 
clined to  take  part  in  the  war  which  we 
hope  is  now  come  to    an   end.     We 
assumed  a  position  not  of  absolute,  but 
of  conditional  neutrality ;  we  defined  the 
conditions  on  which  that  neutrality  was 
based ;  thofse  conditions,  so  far,  have  not 
been  violated ;  and,  that  being  so,  we 
thus  deliberately,  by  that  act,  put  it 
out  of  our  power  to  interfere  with  the 
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in  their  nature  different.    Another  was, 
that  while  there  was  no  objection  to  say- 
ing that  the  acquisition  of  Constantinople 
by  the  J^ssians  would  be  an  inMnge- 
ment  of  British  interests,  clearly  it  would 
not  haye  been  desirable  to  tell  the  Turks 
that,  if  they  wanted  to  drive  us  into  war, 
all  they  had  to  do  was  to  abandon  Con- 
stantinople and  leave  it  open  to  Bussian 
occupation.    If  we  had  announced  that 
to  them,  it  was  in  their  power  to  have  in- 
volved us  in  war,  wheftier  we  would  or 
not.  The  language  of  the  despatch  which 
my  noble  Friend  referred  to  was  therefore 
purposely  made  general,  and  referred 
not  to  the  military,  but  to  the  political 
act  of  taking  possession  by  Bussia  of 
Constantinople.     But,    my   Lords,   on 
various  occasions,  and  particularly  one 
my  noble  Friend  has  alluded  to--the 
despatch  of  the  18th  of  December — we 
supplemented  our  former  communica- 
tions on  the  po^it  by  saying  that,  al- 
though we  had  not  referred  to  a  tem- 
porary military  occupation  as  an  act 
which  would  call  upon  us  to  abandon 
our  neutrality,   still  it  was  an  act  to 
which  we  entertained  the  gravest  ob- 
jection,  and   which  we  in  every  way 
deprecated.  We  did  so  on  three  grounds. 
In  the  first  place,  if  allowed,  it  was  im- 
possible to  doubt  that  the  presence  of  the 
Eussian  forces  in  Constantinople  would 
give  a  vehemence  and  a  fresh  impulse  to 
the  warlike  feeling  of  this  countiy  which 
might  be  dangerous  to  the  interests  of 
peace.    In  the  next  place,  it  was  impos- 
sible not  to  apprehend  that  even  the 
temporary  occupation  of  Constantinople 
would  lead  to  ^eat  danger  in  a  humani- 
tarian point  of  view ;  because  it  would 
almost  certainly  be  the  means  of  raising 
the  Mahomedans  against  the  Christians, 
and  the  Christians  against  the  Mahome- 
dans, and  tend  to  aggravate  the  danger 
which  has  existed  at  all  times  in  the 
Turkish  Empire,  since  the  be^innin^  of 
the  present  struggle,  of  a  civil  war  oe- 
tween  various  religions  and  races.    And, 
lastly,  in  our  opinion,  the  occupation 
of  so  important  a  point  as  the  Turkish 
capital  would  ^lace  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment in  a  position  in  which  it  was  not 
desirable  to  see  it  placed  with  respect  to 
the  dictation  of  the  terms  of  peace.   We 
have,  therefore,   in  terms  deliberately 
considered,   deprecated   the   temporary 
occupation  by  Bussia  of  Constantinople. 
I  shall  quote  our  language,  as  given  in 
a  Memorandum  communicated  by  me 


results  to  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
alluded.    We  stated  at  the  same  time 
that  while  we  claimed  for  this  country 
no  exclusive  or  exceptional  privileges, 
we    should   yet,   in   common  with  the 
other  (Jreat  Powers  of   Europe,   claim 
a  right  to  have  a  voice  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question.     That  is  the  atti- 
tude we  assumed   at  the  first,  whicji 
we  have  maintained  to  the  end,  and  in 
which  I  believe  we    shall   be    upheld 
by  the  great  body  of  the  people ;  and 
I  do  not   think,   however   lamentable 
may  have  been  the  consequences  of  the 
war,  that  any  blame  istUtributable  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  them.    I  now 
come  to  the  particular  point  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  raised,  and  which  I 
am  glad  has  been  raised,  because,  al- 
thoughy  for  my  own  part,  I  do  not  think 
it  was  open  to  misunderstanding,  the 
language  of  the  Government  in  relation 
to  tibe  despatch  of  the  6th  May  has  been 
misrepresented  in  some  quarters  in  the 
manner  indicated  by  my  noble  Friend, 
and  some  misunderstanding  has  arisen 
in   consequence.     My   noble    Friend's 
point,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this — that 
although  in  the  despatch  of  the  6th  of 
May  we  objected  to  Constantinople  pass- 
ing   into  Kussian  hands,   and    in  i^e 
despatch  of  the  13th  of  December  we 
say  that  we  shall  maintain  our  objection 
even  to  a  tenmorary  occupation,  yet  in 
our  reply  to  the  Bussian  Memorandum 
of  the    16th  of  December,  when  the 
Bussian  Government  asked  what  were 
our  interests,  we  did  not  treat  of  Con- 
stantinople at  all,  and  only  spoke  of  the 
inconvenience  which  would  arise  from  a 
Bussian  occupation  of  Gallipoli.    If  that 
is   the    construction    which   my  noble 
Friend  places  upon  our  words,  it  cer- 
tainly is  not  the  construction  which  they 
were  intended  to  bear.     We  drew  a 
naarked  distinction  between  the  two  ques- 
tions of  temporary  or  permanent  occupa- 
tion.   We  had  stated  tnat  the  acquisition 
of  Constantinople  by  Bussia  would  be 
inimical  to  our  interests,  and  was  one  of 
those  circumstances  which  would  affect, 
if  not  put  an  end  to  our  attitude  of  neu- 
trality; but  we  said  nothing,  and  we  care- 
fully avoided  saying  anything  about  the 
possibility  of  a  temporary  mmtary  occu- 
pation of  Constantinople ;  and  that  was 
for  various  reasons.    One  was,  because 
the  two  sorts  of  occupation — temporary, 
and  for  military  purposes  on  me  one 
hand,  and  permanent  on  the  other — are 


Digitized  by 


Google 


919        The  Foitern  Qusitum--        (LOEDS) 


!I%e  Carrnpondenee. 


920 


to  Count  Schouvaloflf  on  the  13th  of  De- 
cember— 

"  While  appreciating  the  courtesy  and  friendly 
character  of  this  answer,  Her  Majesty's  Gk>7em- 
ment  feel  that  it  does  not  sufficienuy  meet  the 
dangers  against  which  they  desire  to  guard. 
They  are  strongly  of  opinion — an  opinion  which 
the  course  of  events  tends  still  more  to  con- 
firm— that  the  occupation  of  Constantinople  by 
the  Russian  forces,  eyen  though  it  should  be 
of  a  temporary  character  and  for  military  pur- 
poses only,  would  be  an  event  which  it  would, 
on  all  accounts,  be  most  desirable  to  avoid. 
They  cannot  conceal  from  themselves  that  if 
such  €ui  occupation  appeared  imminent,  public 
feeling  in  this  country,  founded  on  a  just  appre- 
ciation of  the  consequences  to  be  apprehended, 
might  call  for  measures  of  precaution  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain  from  which  thej  have 
hitherto  felt  justified  in  abstaining.  It  is  with 
the  view  of  avoiding  what  might  endanger 
seriously  the  good  relations  happUy  maintained 
between  the  two  countries  that  Ix)rd  Derby  has 
been  chafed  by  the  Cabinet  to  express  to  the 
Bussian  Government  their  earnest  hope  that, 
should  the  Russian  armies  advance  to  the  south 
of  the  Balkans,  no  attempt  will  be  made  to 
occupy  Constantino^e  or  tne  Dardanelles.  In 
the  contrary  event  Her  Majesty's  Government 
must  hold  themselves  free  to  take  whatever 
course  may  appear  to  them  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  British  interests ;  but  uiey  sincerely 
trust  and  confidently  believe  that  any  such  neces- 
sity will  be  averted  by  mutual  understanding 
between  the  two  Governments." 

NoW|  my  Lords,  I  maintain  that  while 
we  are  in  Mendly  relations  with  the 
Power  thus  addressed,  it  would  not 
have  been  possible  to  speak  more  dis- 
tinctly or  more  emphatically  than  we 
have  done  in  that  despatch.  My  noble 
Friend  seem^  to  thinS:  we  have  fallen 
back  firom  our  attitude  of  the  6th 
of  May;  because  he  says  that  in  our 
answer  to  a  further  communication  from 
the  Bussian  Government  to  define  British 
interests,  we  did  not  again  mention  Con- 
stantinople, but  referred  only  to  the  in- 
convenience which  would  arise  from  a 
military  occupation  of  Gallipoli.  But 
that  is  not  receding  from  our  former 
position.  We  did  not  imply  that  our 
former  despatch  was  withdrawn  or  modi- 
fied; but  being  asked  to  specify  more 
clearly  what  were  the  Enghsh  interests 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  con- 
sidered might  be  affected  by  the  even- 
tualities of  the  war  extending  beyond  the 
limits  to  which  they  were  restricted  by 
the  assurances  of  the  Imperial  Cabinet, 
we  proceeded  to  mention  what  appeared 
to  us  the  obvious  inconvenience  that 
would  arise  from  a  Bussian  occupa- 
tion of  Gallipoli.    That  was  not  taking 

The  Earl  of  Derly 


away  from,  or  altering  our  previous  state- 
ment. It  was  simp^  something  added 
or  supplementary  to  what  we  had  said 
before.  I  am  quite  ready  to  give  any 
further  explanation  which  any  of  your 
Lordships  may  ask  for;  but  I  tiLink 
what  I  nave  said  will  be  sufficient  to 
show  that  we  have  not  in  any  manner 
receded  from  or  abandoned  the  position 
we  took  up  from  the  first. 

LoED  HAMMOND  inquired,  Whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  map  defining  the  limits  of 
Bulgaria  referred  to  in  the  8th  Protocol, 
and  which  was  used  at  the  Conference 
of  Constantinople? 

The  Earl  of  DEBBT  :  There  is  cer- 
tainly no  objection  to  produce  that  map ; 
indeed,  I  thought  it  was  on  the  Table 
already  with  the  other  Papers. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  detain  the  House  for  more  than 
two  or  three  minutes.  He  could  not, 
however,  wish  the  debate  to  close  until 
he  had  thanked  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
De  La  Warr),  for  the  judicious  way  in 
which  he  had  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward, for  the  firmness  of  his  protest 
against  an  occupation  of  Constantinople, 
and  for  the  clearness  with  which  he  had 
explained  that  the  movement  on  Bodosto 
did  a  great  deal  to  invest  the  capital. 
At  that  moment,  the  essential  point  was 
not  to  attribute  too  much  importance  to 
the  armistice.  Political  society  appeared 
to  be  catching  at  excuses  for  repose  and 
confidence  instead  of  guarding  against 
dangers.  It  was  therefore  worth  while 
to  recollect  that  the  armistice  was  not 
certain  to  preclude  the  Bussian  advance 
on  Gallipoli  and  on  Constantinople, 
while  the  terms  of  peace  were  described 
by  Mr.  Layard,  our  Ambassador,  as  in- 
volving the  destruction  of  European 
Turkey.  The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  asked  what  could  have 
been  done  to  lessen  the  existing  compli- 
cations. There  never  was  a  question 
easier  to  answer.  The  Fleet  might  have 
advanced  to  Constantinople  instead  of 
going  back  to  Besika  Bay.  The  GK>- 
vemment  might  have  persisted  in  the 
measure  which  Europe  saw  to  be  their 
own.  Its  retractation  was  a  topic  of  re- 
gret and  of  dismay  in  nearly  every  circle. 
No  cause  had  been  assi^ed  for  it.  The 
world  was  only  left  to  view  it  as  a  sacri- 
fice of  policy  by  which  the  talents  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
been  regained  to  the  Department  he  pre- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


921       Church  ofEnglmi^     (Febbitaby  4,  1878]        Th$  Burial  Service.       922 

sided  oyer.  But  this  disastrous  and 
humiliating  step  might  be  revoked.  He 
(Lord  Campbell),  although  he  would 
not  enter  now  into  the  argument,  be- 
lieved it  was  essential  to  revoke  it ;  that 
only  by  revoking  it  the  (Government 
could  mitigate  a  situation  everyone  de- 
plored. 


PEIVATB  BILLS. 


standing  Orders  Committee  appointed:  The 
Lords  following,  with  the  Ghainnan  of  Com. 
mitteee,  were  named  of  the  Committee : 


D.  Somerset. 
Ld.  Chamberlain. 
M.  Winchester. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.Bath. 

E.  Devon. 
E.  Airlie. 

E.  CamarYon. 
E.  Cadogan. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Chichester. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  Yemlam. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Stradbroke. 
E.  Amherst. 
E.  Sydney. 
V.  Uawarden. 
V.  Hutchinson. 
V.  Hardinge. 


V.  Eversley. 

V.Halifax. 

L.  Camoys. 

L.  Save  and  Sele. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burley. 

L.  Colville  of  Culross. 

L.  Boyle. 

L.  Monson. 

L.  Ponsonby. 

L.  Digby. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Silohester. 

L.  De  Tabley. 

L.  Skelmersdale. 

L.  Belper. 

L.  Ebury. 

L.  Egerton. 

L.  Haitismere. 

L.  Penrhyn. 

L.  Wolverton. 


OPPOSED  PBIVATE  BILLS. 
The  Lords  following ;  yiz., 
M.  Lansdowne.  L.  Boyle. 

L.Colyilleof  Colross.    L.  Skelmersdale. 

were  appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees, a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to  the 
House  the  names  of  the  five  Loras  to  form  a 
Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  each 
opposed  Private  Bill. 

OFFIOB  OF  THE  GLEBK  OF  THE  PABUA- 
MENTS  AND  OFFICE  OF  THE  GENTLEMAN 
TJ8HSB  OF  THE  BLACK  BOD. 

Select  Committee  appointed :  The  Lords  fol- 
lowing were  named  of  the  Committee : 


Ld.  Chancellor. 
Ld.  President. 
Ld.  Privy  Seal. 

D.  Saint  Albans. 
Ld.  Chamberlain. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.Bath, 

Ld.  Steward. 

E.  Devon. 
KBoncaster. 
E.  Tankerville. 
E.  Carnarvon. 


E.Bradford, 
E.  Granville. 
E.  Eimberley. 


E.  Hedesdale. 

V.  Hawarden. 

V.  Hardinge. 

V.  Eversley. 

L.  Colville  of  Culross. 

L.  Ponsonby. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Skelmersdale. 

L.  Aveland. 


House  adjourned  at  Six  o^olock, 

till  To-mozTOw,  half -past 

Tea  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday y  4th  February ,  1878. 


MINUTES.]— New  Mbmbbr  Swokn— Charles 
Stuart  Parker,  esquire,  for  Perth. 

Select  Coioi itteb  —  Printing,  appointed  and 
nominated. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Beading — 
Ecclesiastical  Buildings  (Fire  Insurance)* 
[991 ;  County  Courts  Jurisdiction*  [1001. 

Third  Beading — House  Occupiers  Disqualifica- 
tion Removal  ♦  [46]  ;  Public  Parks  (Scotland)* 
[Zi],  and  passed. 


QUESTIONS. 


CHUBCH  OP  ENGLAND— THE  BURIAL 
SERVICE.--QUESTION. 

Mb.  WADDT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
tiier  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Yicar  of  Tet- 
bury,  Wilts,  lately  refused  to  read  the 
Service  of  the  C^hurch  of  England  at 
the  burial  of  a  child  who  had  been  bap- 
tized by  a  Primitive  Methodist  Minister 
unless  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese  granted 
him  a  Dispensation  ;  whether,  on  being 
informed  of  the  illegality  of  his  act,  he 
replied  that  ''he  has  made  the  Prayer 
Book  his  guide ;"  whether  such  conduct 
is  not  a  violation  of  the  Law ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  any  steps  to  check  the 
repetition  of  such  proceedings  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  It  is  true 
that  the  Yicar  of  Tetbury  refused  to 
read  the  Church  Service  in  the  case 
alluded  to  and  upon  the  grounds  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
This  refusal  was,  in  my  opinion,  illegal. 
The  father  reported  the  circumstances  to 
the  Bishop,  and  his  Lordship,  in  a  reply 
which  has  been  made  public  in  the 
newspapers,  has  expressed  his  deep  re- 
gret at  the  occurrence.  The  Yicar  of 
Tetbury  has  written  to  me  as  follows : — 

'*  Having  seen  by  the  public  papers  that  I  was 
under  con<&mnation  by  the  Bishop,  his  Lord- 
ship having  given  it  as  his  pronounced  opinion 
that  the  child  had  a  full  right  to  be  buried  in 
the  churchyard,  which  latter  was  never  disputed, 
it  seemed  incumbent  on  me  to  write  to  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Primitive  Methodist  Con- 
nexion to  say  that,  if  I  had  exceeded  my  autho- 
rity and  had  deprived  individuals  of  privileges 
whidti  tiie  law  of  the  land  entitled  tnem  to,  I 
was  very  sorry  for  it." 
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With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  I  can  only  say  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  no  authority  whatever 
in  the  matter,  and  I  can  only  express 
my  unfeigned  regret  that  it  should  ever 
have  occTured. 
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PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT— MEDICAL  OFFI- 
CERS OF  HEALTH.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  NAGHTEN  asked  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board, 
Whether  he  has  considered  the  desira- 
bility, with  a  view  to  the  better  carrying 
out  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  especially 
with  regard  to  the  suppression  of  nui- 
sances, of  makine  it  compulsory  to  ap- 
point the  Medical  Officers  of  Health,  in 
all  cases,  for  unions  or  other  large  areas, 
instead  of,  as  is  now  sometimes  the  case, 
for  parishes  only  ? 

Me.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  with 
the  existing  condition  of  the  law  on  that 
subject ;  but  he  did  not  intend  to  pro- 
pose any  change  in  the  law  at  present. 
The  Local  (Jovemment  Board  had  always 
encouraged  a  combination  of  local  autho- 
rities in  respect  to  the  appointment  of 
these  officers,  and  it  would  continue  to 
do  so ;  but  it  had  no  power  under  the 
existing  Act  to  compel  such  combination 
of  authorities. 


FMENDLT  SOCIETIES— POOE  LAW 
AMENDMENT  ACT,  1876.-.QUESTION. 

Mb.  MELLOB  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Gx>v6mment  Board,  Whe- 
ther he  intends  to  introduce  a  Bill  this 
Session  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  the 
twenty-third  Clause  of  "  The  Poor  Iaw 
Amendment  Act,  1876,"  in  so  much  as  it 
relates  to  Friendly  Societies  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  undertake  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  the  exclusive  purpose  of 
amending  the  section  of  the  Act  referred 
to ;  but  he  should  be  ready  to  deal  with 
the  subject  when  an  opportunity  offered 
— namely,  whenever  there  was  a  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Bill  before  the  House. 
Possibly  he  might  be  able  to  bring  in 
such  a  Bill  after  Easter ;  and  if  that  as- 
surance did  not  satisfy  the  hon.  Member, 
he  would  be  happy  to  consider  any  mea- 
sure which  the  non.  Member  might  in- 
troduce himself  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  A$sh$t(m  Cross 


SOUTH  KENSINGTON— NATIONAL  POE- 
TRAIT  GALLEEY.— QUESTION, 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  delay 
which  has  occurred  in  handing  over  to 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  the  additional  rooms  assigned  to 
them  at  South  Kensington  by  a  Treasury 
Minute  of  March  1876,  and  to  the  fact 
that  gas  has  recently  been  laid  upon  a 
portion  of  the  temporary  and  easily  com- 
bustible building  at  South  Kensington 
in  which  the  Portrait  Gallery  is  for  the 
present  housed,  including  the  rooms  so 
assigned  to  it  in  1876  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  The  proposal  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  March,  1876,  to  assign  the 
additional  rooms  to  which  reference  is 
made  to  the  National  Portrait  Qtdlery 
was  made  under  some  misapprehension 
with  regard  to  the  possibility  of  removing 
the  collections  belonging  to  the  South 
Kensington  Museum,  then  occupying  a 
portion  of  this  space.  If  the  rooms  on 
the  ground  floor  had  been  transferred  to 
the  r^ational  Portrait  Gallery,  as  pro- 
posed, access  to  the  collections  of  the 
SouthKensington Museum  in  the  western 
and  southern  galleries  would  have  been 
cut  off.  Under  these  circimistances,  and 
pending  the  consideration  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  of  the  offer  made  by 
the  Eoyal  Commissioners  of  the  Exhibi- 
tion of  1851,  it  was  thought  more  ad- 
visable that  the  rooms  on  the  upper 
floor  contiguous  to  those  occupied  by  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery  ana  affording 
as  good  if  not  better  light  than  those 
below  should  be  vacated  by  the  Ken- 
sington Museum.  They  have  since  been 
used  in  part  for  examinations  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners.  Gas  has 
always  been  laid  on  to  the  whole  of  the 
eaUeries,  even  before  their  occupation 
by  the  National  Portrait  Gallery;  but 
the  quantity  has  been  recently  increased 
in  these  examination-rooms.  Every  pre- 
caution is  taken  to  avoid  risk  of  fire. 
The  building  is  patrolled  night  and  day 
by  the  police,  who  are  in  communication 
with  a  fire  picket  of  the  Eoyal  Engineers 
in  the  adjoining  building. 

TURKEY—THE  WAR-THE  BLACK  SEA 
PORTS.— QUESTION. 
Sm  CHAELES  W.   DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^ 
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Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  use  their  influence  to  pre- 
vent British  ships  or  other  ships  laclen 
with  cargoes  for  England,  which  may 
sail  from  Odessa  and  other  Black  Sea 
ports  in  the  event  of  an  armistice,  from 
beinff  seized  at  the  Bosphorus;  and, 
whemer  there  will  be  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  Papers  referring 
to  the  alleged  ineffectiveness  of  the 
Turkish  Black  Sea  blockade,  the  issue  of 
''passes,"  and  the  seizure  of  neutral 
ships  at  the  Bosphorus  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  had  the  trouble  of 
putting  the  Question.  I  know  there  are 
a  great  number  of  hon.  Members  in  the 
House  who  are  extremely  anxious  to  be 
informed  on  this  matter.  .  Papers  are 
now  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Orown ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  more 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Baronet  and  to 
the  House  generallv  if  I  were  to  make 
no  statement  until  we  receive  these 
Papers.  I  may  s^  generally  that  the 
attention  of  Her  MEtjesty's  Government 
has  been  called  to  this  important  sub- 
ject, and  they  will  do  their  very  best  to 
provide  protection  for  British  commerce 
in  respect  of  the  points  which  may  arise. 
As  to  the  second  Question,  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  lay  the  Papers  on  the 
Table. 

THE  fiASTEBN  QUESTION—BOUMAiNIA. 
QTjBsnoir. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
information  as  to  the  demand  reported 
to  have  been  made  by  Kussia  for  the 
cession  by  Boumania  of  a  considerable 
extent  of  territory  inhabited  entirelv  or 
almost  entirely  by  Boumanians,  and  as 
to  the  attitude  of  the  Koumanian  Go- 
vernment and  people  in  regard  to  tiie 
above  demand  r 

ThbCHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE :  Sir,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
definite  official  information  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

TUBEET  —  ALLEGED    OUTRAGES    IN 
BULGARLi,— QUESTION. 

Mb.  JAMES  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AiQEairs,  Whe- 
ther Lord  Derby's  attention  haa  been 


called  to  a  statement  contained  in  Mr. 
Layard's  Despatch,  dated  Therapia, 
May  30,  1877,  laid  before  Parliament 
at  the  close  of  last  Session,  in  which, 
with  reference  to  the  Bulgarian  out- 
rages of  the  previous  year,  Mr.  Layard 
writes — 

'/ 1  grieve  to  say  there  are  persons,  and  amongst 
them  Englishmen,  who  boast  that  they  have 
invented  tiiese  stories  with  the  object  of  writing 
down  Turkey,  to  which  they  were  impelled  by  a 
well-known  hand ; " 

whether  Mr.  Layard  has  been  asked  for 
any  farther  explanation  of  this  state- 
ment; whether  nis  reply  has  been  re- 
ceived ;  and,  if  there  is  any  objection  to 
lay  a  Copy  of  it  before  Parliament  ? 

Me.  BOUEKE  :  Lord  Derby's  atten- 
tion was  called  to  the  paragraph  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  oy  a  letter  from 
the  hon.  Member  himself  to  Lord  Derby, 
and  the  letter  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
sent  to  Mr.  Layard,  calling  his  attention 
to  the  paragraph.  Mr.  Layard's  answer 
has  been  received,  which  is  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  no  observation  to  make 
upon  it. 

THE    EASTERN    QUESTION  —  THE 
ARMISTICE.— QUESTIONS. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House,  with  regard  to  the  Armistice 
stated  by  the  Turkish  Ambassador  to 
have  been  signed,  for  how  long  the 
Armistice  is  to  continue ;  and,  if  it  is  not 
agreed  on  for  a  definite  period,  with 
^at  notice  can  it  be  denounced  by 
either  belligerent  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEIt :  We  have  received  no  informa- 
tion as  to  any  period  having  been  fixed 
for  the  duration  of  the  Amustice,  or  any 
arrangement  having  been  made  with 
respect  to  denouncing  it. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  terms  of 
peace  and  the  Aimistice  said  to  have 
been  concluded  between  the  Russian 
and  Turkish  Governments  ? 

The  ohancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  the  only  official  informa- 
tion we  have  received  on  the  subject  is  a 
copy  of  a  despatch  from  the  Foreign 
Minister  at  Constantinople  to  the  Otto- 
man Ambassador  in  this  country,  which 
the  Ottoman  Ambassador  has  conununi^ 
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cated  to  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Derby).  It  is  a  despatch  dated  Con- 
stantinople, February  3 — that  is,  yester- 
day.   It  says — 

'<  The  Ottoman  Plenipotentiaries  have  ei^ed, 
on  the  31st  of  January,  with  the  Gh*and  Duke 
Nicholas,  the  Protocol  of  the  bases  of  peace  and 
of  the  Armistice.  His  Imperial  Highness  has 
promised  our  Plenipotentiaries  to  transmit  im- 
mediately to  the  commanders  of  the  Russian 
corps  the  order  to  suspend  hostilities.  "We,  con- 
sequently, have  issued  orders  upon  our  side  in 
the  same  sense  to  the  commanders  of  our  corps 
in  Europe  and  Asia." 

That  is  the  only  information  we  have, 
and  it  is  at  least  so  isa  satisfactory  that 
it  shows  that  an  Armistice  has  been 
signed,  and  that  the  fiurther  efi^ion  of 
blood  has  been  stayed. 

TURKEY  —  THE    INSURRECTIONS    IN 

BOSNIA— THE  HERZEGOVINA,  &c. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  A8HBURY  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  directed  to  a  pamphlet,  printed 
in  Constantinople,  entitled  "Les  Re- 
sponsibilit^s,"  purporting  to  give  copies 
of  letters  from  eminent  Bussians,  in- 
spiring rebellion  in  Bosnia,  Herze^- 
vina,  and  adjacent  Provinces ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  measures  have  been  taken  to 
ascertain  if  the  originals  of  the  letters  in 
question,  now  or  lately  in  possession  of 
the  Porte,  are  authentic  documents  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Copies  of  this  pamphlet  have 
been  sent  to  the  various  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  including 
myself,  anS,  from  what  I  can  learn,  it 
seems  probable  that  some  of  the  docu- 
ments containing  letters  are  authentic. 
I  have,  however,  no  such  information  as 
would  justify  me  in  speaking  with  cer- 
tainty on  the  subject. 

TURKEY— CRETE.— QUESTION. 

Me.  monk  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  information  of  a  serious  insur- 
rection in  Crete,  and  of  a  declaration  of 
Independence  and  annexation  to  the 
Kingdom  of  Greece  ? 

1^.  BOURKE :  A  few  days  ago  I 
answered  a  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading(]\^.ShawLefevre). 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Since  then,  no  despatch  has  been  re- 
ceived on  the  subject ;  but  I  believe  our 
Consuls  are  instructed  to  send,  by  tele- 
gram, any  information  they  may  have 
to  conmiunicate.  Since  the  29th  ultimo 
we  have  received  no  intelligence  to  lead 
us  to  believe  that  the  condition  of  the 
Island  is  otherwise  than  what  I  then 
described  it — ^not  in  a  state  of  insurrecj- 
tion,  in  a  very  disturbed  state  indeed. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE   BAY. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

ADJOITBNED  DEBATE.        [tHIED  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [31st  January],  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for 
Committee  of  Supply). 

And  which  Amendment  was. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
« this  House,  having  been  informed^  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  that  the  conditions  on. 
which  Her  Majesty's  neutrality  is  founded  had 
not  been  infnnged  by  either  belligerent  en- 
gaged in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe,  and 
having  since  received  no  information  siifficient 
to  justify  a  departure  from  the  policy  of  neutra- 
lity and  peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding  to  the 
burthens  of  the  people  by  voting  unnecessary 
Supplies," — Mr.  William  Edward  Fortter,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Speaker— 
If  there  is  anyone  who  hears  me  as  I 
rise  to  address  the  House,  and  who  is 
under  the  anticipation  that  I  intend  on 
the  present  occasion  to  arraign  keenly 
the  past  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  to  attempt  «uiy  review  of  that 
policy,  such  a  hearer,  I  believe  I  may 
say  and  I  hope,  will  be  disappointed. 
We  approach  this  debate  tinder  great 
and  peculiar  responsibility ;  and  in 
order  that  I  may  show  the  House  that 
I  do  not  use  these  words  in  a  manner 
altogether  general  and  vague,  I  will 
briefly  state  what  are  the  propositions 
on  which  I  shall  endeavour  to  dwell, 
and  which  I  shall  hope  to  impress  upon 
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the  minds  of  hon.  If  embers.  In  the 
first  place,  I  would  say  that  I  think  it 
is  evident  a  great  change — though  it  is 
not  now  possible  to  explain  that  chcmge 
in  all  its  details — has  come  over  me 
conditions  of  this  question  since  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  which  we  are 
now  discussing  was  made,  and  even 
since  the  proposal  of  the  Amendment  of 
my  right  non.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter).  I  hold,  in  the  second  place,  with- 
out the  smallest  doubt,  that  we  cannot 
consistently  with  public  duty  assent  to 
the  Vote  that  is  now  before  us.  In  the 
third  place,  I  take  particular  note  of  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  proposing 
this  Vote.  It  was  to  procure  some 
united  expression  of  opinion,  some  such 
development  of  the  state  of  mind  and 
sentiment  in  this  House  and  in  the 
country,  as  would  really  strengthen 
their  hands  in  the  Councils  of  Europe. 
I  will  not  only  admit  but  assert  that 
that  object  is  one  most  highly  desirable 
to  attain,  while  I  despair  altogether  of 
its  attainment  by  the  particular  method 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 

r>se.  And,  finally,  having  gone  so  far, 
will  endeavour  to  point  out  that  there 
is  a  method  by  whicn  that  object  mi^ht 
be  attained — if  not  with  the  sangume 
expectation  that  the  Government  may 
adopt  that  method — as  it  seems  to  me 
they  might  without  'dishonour,  and  even 
wiliiout  prejudice  to  anything  that  may 
hereafter  be  done— at  any  rate,  which  the 
consciousness  that  I  have  contributed 
what  little  in  me  lies  towards  the  tran- 
quil and  concordant  settlement  of  this 
great  question.  [**0h!  oh!"]  I  am 
extremely  sorry  that  before  a  word  has 
fallen  from  my  lips  to  excite  the  suscep- 
tibilities of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  it 
shoiild  be  thought  necessary  to  receive 
with  jeers  an  expression  of  that  kind. 
But  be  that  as  it  may,  I  can  assure 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  that  no  word  shall 
consciously  fall  from  me,  beyond  what 
the  absolute  necessities  of  my  argument 
may  require,  that  will  partake  of  in- 
vective, or,  so  fEur  as  I  am  able  to  avoid 
it,  of  criticism. 

I  begin,  however,  by  noticing  under 
a  sense  of  public  duty  in  the  way  of 
criticism,  two  matters  which  were  con- 
tained in  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the    Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

nr;   and  I  cannot   but  refer,  in  the 
place,  to  the  language  which  was 
used  by  him  on  the  opening  night  of 

VOL.  OOXXXVn.  [third  sbwbs.! 


the  Session.  He  then  used,  without  the 
least  qualification,  these  words — **  Until 
we  know  the  Kussian  demands  and  con- 
ditions we  have  no  proposition  to  make." 
I  took  very  particular  pains  to  assure 
myself  that  me  relief  conveyed  to  my 
mind  by  those  words  was  a  real  relief, 
and  not  founded  upon  a  misapprehen- 
sion or  an  inaccurate  recollection  of 
anything  that  had  fallen  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Well, 
time  passed  on>  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exdiequer  found  himself  unable  to 
act  upon  the  engagement  which  he 
had  given  to  the  House;  and  it  was 
afterwards  stated  that  that  engagement 
was  given  under  the  belief  that  within  a 
very  few  days  the  conditions  of  the 
armistice  would  have  been  made  known. 
I  did  not,  of  course,  for  a  moment  ques- 
tion the  good  faith  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  or  the  Government  in  regard  to 
that  matter ;  but  it  was  certainly  im- 
fortunate  that  he  should  find  himself  in 
the  position  of  importing  ex  post  facto 
into  nis  engagement  a  term  which  it 
had  not  contained ;  and  I  do  think  that 
in  his  speech  in  which  he  proposed  the 
present  Motion  and  under  the  Notice 
which  he  gave  before  he  knew  the  con- 
ditions of  the  armistice,  he  ought  to 
have  offered  to  the  House  something  by 
way  of  explanation,  and  even  of  apology. 
[**  No,  no ! "]  It  is,  it  seems  to  me,  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  declarations 
of  this  nature,  by  the  organs  of  Govern- 
ment, relating  to  the  course  of  conduct 
they  mean  to  pursue  on  matters  of  great 
moment,  should  be  accepted  with  im- 
plicit confidence  by  the  entire  House; 
and  they  cannot  be  so  accepted  by  the 
House — although  they  may  be  by  the 
three  or  four  Gentlemen  who  say  **No, 
no !  " — unless  we  understand  that  we 
have  them  stated  with  exactness.  I 
think  it  my  duty  to  take  notice  of  this 
circumstance,  not  meaniug  to  impute 
blame  or  to  go  beyond  noticing  what  I 
think  was  an  imhappy  omission ;  but 
in  the  interest  of  those  general  rules 
under  which  Members  of  Parliament 
and  Members  of  the  Government 
are  accustomed  to  conduct  their  pro- 
ceedings. 

There  is  another  matter,  perhaps,  of 
less  importance,  which  also,  I  think, 
caUs  for  notice.  In  describing,  as  far 
as  he  knew  them,  the  conditions  of  peace 
which  were  to  precede  the  armistice,  and 
particularly  in  describing  one  of  those 
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oonditions  afifeoting  Bulgaria,  the  Ohaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  there 
was  a  rumour  afloat  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  to  be  a  Prince  of  Bulgaria  to 
be  selected  by  the  Emperor  of  Eussia. 
That  certainly  was  a  rumour  of  a  most 
astounding  character.  It  was  mentioned 
strictly  as  a  rumour,  and  not  as  matter 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  mentioned  as  a  portion 
of  a  most  important  Ministerial  state- 
ment, and  intended  to  enter  into  the 
body  of  those  considerations  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  was  urging  upon  the 
House  in  support  of  the  propos^he  had 
then  to  make.  I  asked  my  right  hon. 
Friend  what  was  the  source  of  the 
rumour.  I  put  the  question,  not  under 
the  influence  of  an  idle  curiosity,  but 
because  the  rumour  was  thought  flt  to 
form  part  of  a  Ministerial  statement  of 
the  highest  moment.  It  was  important 
that  we  should  have  an  opportunity,  so 
far  as  he  could  give  it,  of  accurately 
appreciating  the  value  of  the  rumour ; 
and  therefore  I  asked  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  could  give  me  information ;  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  utterly  decHned  to 
give  me  that  information.  I  wish  to 
say,  in  my  place  as  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, that  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  even  the  person 
putting  the  question,  was  entiued  to 
have  received  that  information.  I  pass 
on  with  satisfaction  from  these  remarks, 
because  we  have  important  matter  before 
us,  and  it  has  only  been  from  what  I 
thought  a  necessity  of  duty  that  I  have 
refeired  to  such  matters  at  all. 

An  immense  change  has  occurred,  as 
I  think  will  be  felt  on  all  hands,  in  the 
conditions  of  this  debate  since  its  com- 
mencement. I  do  net  hesitate  to  say 
that  when,  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  I  experienced  an  intense  relief, 
and  when  last  Thursday  week  the 
whole  of  that  relief  was  extracted  from 
me,  and  in  lieu  of  it  an  oppressive 
sense  of  coming  embarrassment  and 
mischief  took  its  place,  I  was  under 
the  influence  of  one  apprehension  more 
than  any  other-^an  apprehension  so 
grave  and  so  serious  as  to  absorb  every 
other.  It  was  a  sense  of  the  enormous 
responsibility  which  the  Government  and 
Parliament  and  the  coimtry  would  incur 
if  we  took  any  step  that  was  either  in 
itself  calculated  to  prolong  the  war,  or 
even  short  of  being  calciuated  to  pro- 
long the  war  was  calculated  to  produce 
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in  the  mind  of  the  Sultan  and  his 
advisers  the  belief  that  we  might  pos- 
sibly appear  as  their  allies,  and  thereby, 
through  the  medium  of  that  belief,  to 
induce  them  to  prolong  the  war.  Sir, 
it  is  with  an  immense  satisfaction  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  signature  of  the 
armistice,  I  find  myself  relieved  from 
that  apprehension ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  in  a  few  words  that  that  apprehen- 
sion was  not  unreasonable.  Oiten  and 
often  have  we  heard  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  bench  complain,  and  Gentle- 
men in  other  portions  of  the  House  com- 
plain, of  the  disposition  shown  on  this 
side  to  impute  to  the  Government  a 
desire  either  to  assist  the  Turks  in  the 
war,  or  to  take  measures  calculated  to 
encourage  them  in  the  belief  that  they 
would  ultimately  receive  assistance. 
That  imputation  undoubtedly  I  have 
often  hewd.  The  imputation  probably 
was  repeatedly  made;  but  are  we  the 
only  persons  who  have  made  that  impu- 
tation ?  Are  we  the  only  persons  who 
have  believed  down  to  a  late  period  that 
many  of  the  steps  of  the  Government 
would  have  that  unfortunate  effect? 
The  answer  given  by  the  Government 
upon  all  occasions  has  been — **  Look  at 
what  Lord  Derby  wrote  on  such  a  date ; 
look  at  our  declaration  that  the  Turks 
are  not  to  expect  assistance  from  us.'* 
But  in  the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  as  late  as  the  21  st  of  December  last, 
Musurus  Pasha,  as  Lord  Derby  has  re- 
corded, expressed  the  hope  entertained 
by  his  Gt)vemment  that  they  would  have 
England  on  their  side  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  war.  I  do  not  wish  to  push  this 
matter  further,  and  I  do  not  go  back 
upon  it  as  a  matter  of  accusation ;  but 
I  go  back  upon  it  as  a  matter  of  expla- 
nation and  defence  of  those  who  have 
seen  this  character  in  the  measures  that 
have  been  taken  by  the  Government.  I 
think  it  is  not  unfair  that  I  should  vindi- 
cate them  and  myseK  by  pointing  out 
that  the  same  expectation  was  enter- 
tained by  the  Turkish  Ambasscuior  him- 
self, and  that  he  thought  he  had  heard 
these  words  spoken  aside,  and  that  he, 
too,  had  known  something  of  those  un- 
derground channels  of  communication 
through  which  we  have  had  too  much 
reason  to  fear  that  encouragement — cruel 
encouragement,  I  may  say,  by  whom- 
soever given — had  been  conveyed  to  the 
Ottoman  Porte  to  persevere  in  the  strug- 
gle, from  which  they  have  so  grievoudy 
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and  perhaps  fatally  suffered.  I  have 
made  freely  the  admission  that  the 
greatest  of  me  fears  entertained,  at  least 
by  myself,  has  disappeared.  I  think, 
upon  the  other  side,  it  must  be  felt 
that  what  to  some  the  greatest,  or  one 
of  the  greatest  of  all  the  inducements, 
to  persevere  with  a  proposal  of  this  kind, 
has  disappeared  also.  But  I  will  exa- 
mine that  more  carefully  by-and-bye. 
What  I  wish  to  say  at  the  present 
moment  is  this — that  the  character  of 
this  debate  is  eminently,  and  indeed 
entirely,  prospective.  I  listened  on 
Friday  night  with  very  great  pleasure 
to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Fnend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour) — a 
speech  distinguished  by  its  candour  as 
much  as  he  is  himself  distinguished  by 
the  great  promise  which  belong  to  his 
ability.  My  hon.  Friend  stated  in  that 
speech,  with  happy  terseness  of  expres- 
sion, that  every  argument  that  was 
more  than  three  weeks  old  would  be  an 
anachronism  in  this  debate.  I  do  not 
want  to  bind  him,  or  to  be  boimd  my- 
self, by  the  precise  multiple  of  seven  by 
three;  but  I  accept  that  declaration  in 
its  spirit,  that  it  is  the  present  position 
that  we  have  to  consider.  Let  bygones 
be  bygones.  [^Lauffhter,']  I  hope  that 
remark  does  not  offend  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  am  sure  I  desire  to  avoid  it, 
and  will  do  all  in  my  power  not  to 
offend.  It  will  be  greatly  to  their  own 
convenience  if  they  will  kindly  extend 
tlieir  indulgence  on  such  an  occasion 
as  this,  as  far  as  they  can,  to  allow 
free  scope  for  my  argument.  I  will 
not  finish  the  sentence  if  they  do  not 
like  it ;  but  I  think  it  is  fair  that  I 
should  refer  to  the  speech  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Sir  Eobert  Peel),  who  did  me  the 
honour  to  refer  to  a  speech  that  I  had 
made  elsewhere.  Most  legitimate  was 
that  challenge.  There  is  nothing  more 
Parliamentary.  There  is  no  rule  of 
Parliamentary  procedure  more  legitimate 
than  that  Members  of  this  House  who 
make  speeches  elsewhere  should  be 
liable  to  be  caUed  upon  to  account  here 
for  their  expressions.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  wished,  perhaps,  to  avoid  a 
charge  which  might  be  disagreeable, 
and  simply  quoted  my  words  wim  perfect 
accuracy,  and  left  them  to  speak  for 
themselves.  They  did  appear  to  speak 
for  themselves,  for  they  drew  a  most 
emphatic  cheer  from  that  side  of  the 


House,  with  regard  to  which  I  will  only 
say  that  it  did  not  appear  to  be  a  cheer 
of  approbation.  It  appeared  that  I  said 
that  I  had  boasted  that  I  had  been  em- 
ployed for  18  months  as  an  a^tator.  I 
did  no  such  thing  as  boast.  It  was  not 
a  boast.  I  look  upon  it  as  a  misfortune 
that  a  person  who  has  served  the  public 
and  the  Crown  for  such  a  length  of  time 
as  I  have  done  should  have  found  him- 
self driven  to  so  much  extra-Parliamen- 
tary action  in  such  a  time  as  this.  I 
have  never  boasted  of  my  conduct.  I 
have  always  spoken  of  it  in  terms  of 
apology.  For  18  months,  I  said,  it  had 
been  my  endeavour  to  oppose  with  very 
feeble  means  the  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  It  has  been  stated  that  this 
is  altogether  a  matter  of  personal 
hostility.  I  do  not  complain  of  imputa- 
tions of  that  kind.  I  nave  never  from 
the  beginning  of  this  controversy  made 
one  single  imputation  as  to  the  motives  of 
one  single  man.  I  think  I  have  never 
read  a  speech  directed  against  me  in 
this  controversy  of  which  imputations  as 
to  my  motives  have  not  been  the  staple  of 
the  argument,  with  one  marked  excep- 
tion, which  I  rejoice  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  acknowledging,  in  the  case  of 
the  present  distinguished  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  (oir  Hardinge  Giffard), 
who,  in  a  speech  to  his  constituents, 
which  I  had  the  pleasure  of  reading,  dis- 
cussed my  conduct,  and,  of  course,  dis- 
approved of  it,  but  expressly  acquitted 
me  with  regard  to  motives.  However, 
the  simple  explanation  of  my  conduct  is 
this — I  have  complained  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  for  ambiguity  and 
uncertainty;  but  the  policy  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  I  think,  I  perfectly  under- 
stand. I  have  found  in  it  nothing  am- 
biguous or  uncertain.  Taking  his 
speeches  in  this  House,  his  answers 
about  the  Bulgarian  outrages,  his  speech 
at  Aylesbury,  and  his  speeches  at  the 
Guildhall,  they  appeared  to  me  to  form 
a  perfectly  consistent  whole.  I  knew 
what  I  had  to  deal  with ;  and,  therefore, 
wishing  not  to  be  ambiguous  myself — of 
which  I  have  been  sometimes  accused — 
I  referred  to  the  policy  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  as  that  which  I  understood,  and 
stated  that,  with  the  best  of  the  feeble 
means  in  my  power,  it  would  be  my 
object  to  oppose  it.  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House  with  any  statement  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  allusion  to  my  de- 
scription of  this  as  the  most  indefensible 
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and  ill-advised  measure  that  was  ever 
submitted  to  Parliament,  or  to  his  con- 
gratulation to  the  country  on  the  felicities 
it  has  derived  from  the  Divorce  Act. 
That  is  susceptible  of  controversy,  and  I 
am  afraid  I  am  widely  at  issue  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  am  not  disposed 
to  recede  from  what  I  said  on  that  occa- 
sion. But  my  duty  at  the  present 
moment  is  plainly  this — ^to  avoid  as  far 
as  I  can  in  this  debate  what  may  pro- 
perly be  called  controversy,  and  to  lio w  as 
clearly  and  as  strongly  as  I  can  what  are 
the  reasons  which  restrain  me,  and  which 
may  possibly  be,  to  some  extent,  the  same 
as  restrain  others,  from  supporting  the 
particular  proposal  of  the  Government ; 
and,  above  all,  to  show  as  well  as  I  can 
how  far  it  is  or  might  be  possible  for  us 
to  &;o  towards  meeting  the  Government, 
and  towards  fulfilling  the  purpose  which 
they  declare  to  be  the  aim  and  object  of 
this  Vote. 

Now,  Sir,  I  take  the  Motion  before  us 
to  fulfil  the  first  part  of  that  engc^ment, 
and  to  show  why  it  is  that  we— I  ought 
not  to  say  we,  but  I— cannot  support 
this  Motion.  I  know  it  is  only  accord- 
ing to  human  nature  when  professions 
are  made,  such  as  I  have  made,  with  a 
desire  to  promote,  if  it  were  possible  at 
this  late  stage  of  a  great  controversy, 
some  approxmiation  to  agreement,  for 
a  person  in  his  own  mind  to  say — "  That 
is  all  very  well ;  but,  if  so,  why  not  sup- 
port our  poligr?"  Now,  Sir,  I  must  show 
reasons  why  I  think  the  proposition  can- 
not be  supported.  First,  1  will  point 
out  the  absence  of  arguments  in  its 
favour,  and  then  those  objections  to  the 
proposition  which  appear  to  me  never 
to  have  occurred  to  the  minds  of 
many  Members  of  this  House,  and 
which  even,  I  will  venture  to  say,  if  they 
have  occurred  at  all  have  occurred  very 
slightly  and  cursorily  to  the  minds  of  Her 
Majes^'s  Government.  First  of  all,  let 
me  point  out  cursorily  what  in  the 
present  state  of  this  question  are  not  the 
objects  of  the  Vote.  When  the  Vote 
was  first  mentioned,  there  were  many 
possible  or  actual  objects  which  have 
now  passed  out  of  view.  The  Vote 
is  not  intended  to  follow  up  the 
Speech  delivered  at  the  opening 
of  the  Session.  With  that  Speech 
it  has  no  affirmative  connection 
whatever.  I  am  rather  disposed  to 
argue  that  it  has  a  negative  connection 
with  the  Speech,  and  that  a  man  who 
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reads  that  Speech  is  entitled  to  say  that 
the  Vote  ought  not  to  have  been  pro- 
posed at  all,  because  everything  that 
was  said  by  Her  Majesty  in  that  Speech 
with  regard  to  her  intention  to  appeal  to 
Parliament    for  additional  Supplies  is 
said  on  the  supposition  of  a  prolongation, 
of  hostilities.    But  hostilities  are  now 
not  prolonged,  and  we  are  debating  a 
proposal  of  Hie  Qt)vemment  which  is  en- 
tirely outside  of  that  Speech,  and  which, 
thought  of  course,  I  ccmnot  question  the 
liberty  of  the  Government  to  make  it,  is, 
so  far  as  it  goes,  in  a  certain  contrariety 
with  regard  to  the  anticipations  which 
that  Speech  was  calculated  to  raise.    I 
observe  as  remarkable  that  this  propo- 
sition, although  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance indeied,  was  not  introduced  by 
reading  a  paragraph  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Tlm)ne  or  by  Koyal  Message.     I  do 
not  say  there  is  anything  wrong  in  that. 
There  are  precedents  for  such  a  course 
of  procedure;  but  the  common  practice 
is,  unless  there  be  a  strong  reason  to  the 
contrary,  to  introduce  proposals  of  this 
kind,  lying  wholly  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  business,  in  one  of  these  two 
ways.    But  observe,  then,  that  this  pro- 
posal has  no  connection  whatever  with 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne ;  for,  if  it 
had,  undoubtedly  the  paragraph  in  the 
Speech  would  in  the  usual  course  have 
been  read  from  the  Table.    When  the 
proposal  was  made  cmd  the  speech  in 
support  of  it  was  delivered,  it  was  diffi- 
cult, undoubtedly,  to  make  out  a  positive 
alignment  or  statement.    It  consisted  for 
the  most  part  of  surmise  and  theory,  and 
rather  vague  anticipation;  but  I  think 
no  one  who  heard  that  speech  would  say 
that  it  was  evidently  the  purpose  of  the 
Government,  by  obtaiiiing  authority  to 
arm,  to  influence  the  preHminary  nego- 
tiations which  were  going  on  between 
Turkey  and  Eussia.    But  whether  that 
was  so  then  or  not,  it  cannot  be  so  now, 
because  those  preliminary  negotiations 
are  at  an  end.    Again,  it  is  quite  evident 
that  the  purpose  of  the  Vote  is  not  to 
indicate  tne  conditions  of  our  neutrality. 
Much  might  be  said  of  those  conditions ; 
and  I  am  afraid  that  when  this  occasion 
has  passed  by,  there  are  some  of  them 
whi^  we  may  hear  of  again.    I  do  not 
wish  to  multiply  the  occasions  of  discord ; 
but  I  confess  it  was  with  astonishment  I 
heard  nine  months  ago  that  we  demanded 
of  Bussia — it  was  perfectly  unnecessary, 
and  Eussia  had  no  power  to  comply  with 
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the  demand — ^that  Egypt  should  be  free 
to  supply  her  whole  resources  and  her 
milita]^  population  to  aid  the  Porte  in 
her  war  against  Eussia,  and  that  Bussia 
should  under  no  consideration  be  allowed 
to  touch  Egypt.  I  do  not  know  what 
injustice  is  if  that  were  not  injustice. 
Moreover,  it  was  perfectly  unnecessary, 
as  Bussia  could  not  have  touched  Egypt. 
I  do  not  know  how  to  give  Bussia  suffi- 
cient credit  for  the  way  in  which  she 
bore  the  affront.  Nobody  has  touched 
the  conditions  of  neutrality  except  one 
party — except  ourselves.  [Hear,  hear !"] 
Wait  a  moment.  We  imported  a  new 
condition.  In  our  original  statement  to 
Bussia  we  said  that  we  could  not  view 
without  jealousy,  without  interposition — 
I  do  not  quote  the  exact  words — the 
transfer  of  the  possession  of  Constanti- 
nople. [Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy:  Passing 
into  other  hands.]  Thank  you.  Prince 
Gortchakoff  agreed  that  they  had  nothing 
to  do  withtakingConstantinople  into  their 
hands,  although  military  requirements 
might,  of  course,  make  this  necessary, 
and  they  must,  therefore,  preserve  per- 
fect freedom  of  action.  The  meaning  of 
that  was  obvious.  It  meant  that  a  tem- 
porary occupation  of  Constantinople,  like 
the  occupation  of  Paris,  and  like  any  other 
occupation,  must  remain  a  matter  within 
their  free  discretion.  Well,  we  received 
that  declaration  from  Prince  Gortchakoff, 
and  we  let  it  remain  without  notice  for 
seven  months;  nor  was  it  until  the 
middle  of  December  that  we  produced  a 
claim  to  the  effect  that  Bussia  should 
renounce  the  temporary  occupation  of 
Constantinople.  I  confess  that  that  was 
a  proposal  which  was  open  to  exception 
on  various  grounds ;  but  upon  which  I 
will  not  dwell,  except  as  they  are  neces- 
sary for  my  argument.  Then,  Sir, 
finally,  this  Yote  is  not  necessary  in 
order  to  stop  the  advance  of  the  Bussians. 
They  are  stopped  already;  they  are 
stopped  by  the  armistice ;  and  though  I 
do  not  think  we  were  in  a  position  to  ask 
it,  yet  in  the  answer  Prince  Gortchakoff 
has  given  to  our  demand  in  December 
last,  he  has  given  an  honourable  engage- 
ment against  the  occupation  or  possession 
of  Constantinople.  It  was  possible  in 
the  nature  of  things  that  for  some  tem- 
porary purpose,  for  the  sake  of  what  is 
called  **  prestige,"  the  sham  production 
which  I  wish  were  banished  from  the 
language  and  the  minds  of  men — ^but  it 
has  great  power  over  the  minds  of  men. 


and  it  may  have  over  the  minds  of  Bus- 
sians as  well  as  others — ^it  was  in  the 
nature  of  things  possible  that  for  the 
sake  of  the  vin<£cation  of  military  honour 
there  might  have  been  some  occupation 
of  Constantinople.  I  am  rejoiced  to 
think,  so  far  as  I  can  imderstand  the 
terms  of  Prince  Gortchakoff's  despatch, 
that  that  is  now  entirely  excluded,  and 
that  it  would  be  a  virtual  breach  of  faith 
if  any  military  occupation  were  to  take 
place.  Well,  Sir,  these  purposes  are  no 
longer  in  view ;  and  I  now  ask  myself, 
what  are  the  purposes  contemplated  by 
the  Gentlemen  who  have  proposed  this 
Vote,  or  by  the  Gentlemen  who  intend 
to  support  it?  I  have  heard  a  great 
deal  said  about  its  being  intended  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
to  protect  British  interests,  and  to  put  us 
upon  a  footing  with  other  Powers.  Let 
me  for  a  very  few  moments  deal  with 
these  three  supposed  objects  of  the  Vote. 
First,  it  is  said  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  who  has  to-day,  I  believe,  be- 
come Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) — and  whom 
I  congratulate  on  his  advancement — 
made  an  appeal  to  us  on  Friday  night 
which  appeared  to  be  founded  upon  very 

geat  inattention  to  matters  of  history, 
e  appeared  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  in  all  matters  of  national  interest 
abroad  it  was  unpatriotic  for-  Gentlemen 
in  Opposition  to  differ  from  the  measures 
of  the  Government.  I  do  not  know  at 
what  period  of  our  history  such  an  opi- 
nion prevailed.  Of  all  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  in  this  country  that  I  have 
ever  known  or  read  of,  perhaps  the  late 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  was  the  most  conscien- 
tious, the  most  circumspect,  and  the 
most  strict  in  observing  the  limits  he 
laid  down  for  the  action  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. But  Sir  Bobert  Peel  did  not  scruple 
to  join,  in  the  first  year  in  which  I  sat  in 
Parliament,  in  objecting  to  the  foreign 
policy  of  Lord  Palmerston  in  Belgium 
and  Spain ;  and  I  believe  that  that  con- 
duct of  his  was  entirely  agreeable  to 
Parliamentary  precedent.  If  I  go  fur- 
ther back,  I  find  it  was  the  foreim  policy 
of  Mr.  Canning  which  aroused  against 
him  an  amount  of  animosity  greater 
than  any  which  in  the  whole  of  our 
history  was  ever  discharged  at  the  head 
of  a  public  man.  If  I  go  still  further, 
I  ask  what  is  the  brightest  jewel  in  the 
fame  of  Fox  ?    Undoubtedly,  the  resist- 


[ThWd  Nightl 


Digitized  by  ^ 


re 


939  The  Supplementary 


(COMMONS! 


Estimate, 


940 


ance  he  offered  to  the  Bevolutionary 
War.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to 
study  methods  of  conciliation  with  the 
Government  if  they  can ;  it  is  the  duty 
of  an  Opposition  not  to  magnify  small 
causes  of  difference  into  great  ones. 
But  I  am  sure  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, no  Gentleman  opposite  will  say 
that  my  difference  with  the  Government 
has  been  small.  I  have  always  held 
that  they  were  bound  by  the  honour  of 
the  country  to  marshal  in  Europe,  so  far 
as  they  could,  a  common  purpose  and 
concert  in  order  to  enforce  upon  the 
Porte,  in  case  of  need,  that  which  was 
necessary  for  the  good  government  of 
the  coimtry. 

I  will  endeavour  to  show,  as*  we  do 
not  wish  to  push  these  doctrines  to  ex- 
travagance, why  it  is  that  we  cannot 
come  up  to  the  point  which  you  ask  us 
to  come  up  to,  and  what  is  the  point  up 
to  which  with  a  safe  conscience  we  can 
go.  If^  then,  we  are  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Government — a  proposition 
to  which  we  do  not  demur — I  am  cer- 
tainly entitled  to  ask,  nay — ^I  am  bound 
if  I  can  to  ascertain — for  what  purpose 
we  are  called  to  strengthen  their  hands. 
At  present  I  know  nothing  of  this  pur- 
pose, except  in  the  utterly  vague  and, 
as  it  seems  to  me  now,  irrelevant  propo- 
sition that  it  is  to  protect  British  in- 
terests; because  I  do  not  see,  in  the 
actual  position  of  affairs,  what  distinct 
and  separate  British  interest  is  likely  to 
be  brought  into  question.  The  Suez 
Canal  is  not  in  question ;  Egypt  is  not 
in  question.  As  regards  Constantinople, 
as  I  have  said — and  as  I  cannot  help 
thinking  it  will  also  be  the  contention 
of  the  Government — we  have  an  engage- 
ment— a  virtual  engagement — against 
even  the  momentary  presence  of  the 
Bussian  Army  in  Constantinople.  As 
regards  the  Straits,  you  have  this  great 
advantage — that  the  question  is  to  be 
referred  to  European  concert ;  and  that 
even  those  words  which  appear  to  me 
perfectly  innocent — ^words  in  which  it 
appears  to  be  indicated  that  there  was 
to  be  a  preliminary  understanding  be- 
tween-Russia  and  the  Porte,  binding  tiie 
Porte,  but  no  one  else — even  these  words, 
we  are  told,  have  been  removed  from  the 
bases  of  peace.  Therefore,  as  to  the 
settlement,  nothing  has  been  said  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  my 
poor  wit  is  a  great  deal  too  blind  to  dis- 
cover anything  in  the  shape  of  a  British 
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interest  which,  in  this  great  question  of 
the  East,  is  now  at  issue.  Then  we  are 
told  this  Vote  is  to  put  us  on  a  footing 
with  other  Powers.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Colonial  Secretary  (Sir  Michael 
Kcks-Beach),  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour) 
— to  whom  I  am  glad  again  to  refer 
just  before  he  retires  for  a  moment  of 
slumber — said  it  was  to  put  us  on  a 
footing  with  others.  What  is  the  mean- 
ing of  that  phrase  ?  Do  we  not  pay 
£25,000,000  a-year  for  our  peace  estab- 
lishment, and  what  is  the  use  of  our 
paying  £25,000,000  a-year  if  it  is  not  to 
keep  us  on  such  a  footing  ?  What  is  our 
share  in  the  operations  of  a  war  in 
Europe— especiaUy  the  preliminary  ope- 
rations ?  It  is  a  naval  share.  But  we 
are  on  a  footing,  and  we  are  more  than 
on  a  footing,  with  others  already.  We 
are  the  only  people  except  the  bellige- 
rents who  have  done,  and  done  with  an 
ample  force,  an  act  which  is  liable  to  be 
construed — and  perhaps  be  argued  to  be 
— I  will  not  stop  to  argue  it,  an  act  of 
war  already.  I  contend  that  the  whole 
of  what  may  be  conceived  to  be  in- 
cluded in  these  words  has  been  done 
long  ago,  and  that  for  everything  that 
can  properly  pertain  to  us  in  any  of  the 
proximate  contingencies  of  the  future, 
we  are  already  upon  a  footing  with 
others.  I  am  boimd  to  say  that  argu- 
ment has  not  been  advanced  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

I  will  now  state  my  views.  I  need 
not  state  them  in  terms  so  strong  as  to 
be  offensive,  or  to  excite  any  asperity 
opposite ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  must 
state  my  objections  sufficiently  strongly 
to  be  perfectly  clear  and  explicit.  The 
first  objection  that  I  have  to  this  Vote  is 
that  it  is  a  perfectly  unreal  Yote  as  it 
stands.  In  my  opinion,  if  we  are  going 
to  make  war,  or  to  make  one  step  in  the 
direction  of  war,  that  step  shoidd  be  a 
real  one.  Do  not  let  us  proceed  by  a 
mere  flourish  of  trumpets.  Do  not  let 
us  proceed  by  pretending  to  do  that 
which  in  reality  we  do  not  do.  Now,  I 
say  this — and  I  will  say  it  with  confi- 
dence until  I  am  corrected — there  may 
have  been  changes  since  I  was  conver- 
sant with  pecuniary  matters,  changes  in 
the  maimer  of  business  and  payments, 
which  may  affect  what  I  am  about  to 
state ;  but  I  state  it  with  the  utmost  con- 
fidence, in  relation  to  the  transactions 
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of  the  Exchequer  of  this  country,  so  far 
as  my  own  experience  has  made  me  con- 
versant with  them,  that  you  are  asking 
for  £6,000,000  with  less  than  two  months 
to  spend  it  in,  for  the  augmentation  of 
your  military  and  naval  establishments. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  a 
statement  which  was  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory to  me,  has  told  us  that  no  portion 
of  this  money  has  yet  been  expended. 
Now,  I  wiU  venture  to  tell  him  this. 
He  said  the  expenditure  of  it  would  be 
improbable.      I  will  go  a  great  deal 
further,  and  tell  him  it  is  absolutely  im- 
possible.    He  cannot  do  it;  there  are 
no  contrivances  known  to  us,  within  the 
regular  order  of  business  within  which,  if 
not  spent  already — I  am  entirely  placing 
my  confidence  in  him  on  that  point — 
there  are  no  contrivances  by  which  he 
can  expend  it  in  the  regular  enlargement 
of  the  military  and  naval  establishments 
between  this  time  and  the  31st  of  March. 
Without  speaking  firom  mere  vague  im- 
pressions, I  will  give  the  House  facts. 
I  was  Chcmcellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1854,  and  war  was  declared  in  the  latter 
part  of  March  in  that  year.    From  the 
time  war  was  declared — I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  known  to  all  Gentlemen  in 
this  House — control  over  the  public  ex- 
penditure did  not  diminish ;  it  was  ex- 
tinct.    There  is  no  such  thing  as  Trea- 
sury control — as  real  Treasury  control — 
over  war  expenditure.    Everything — as 
to  the  extent  of  establishments,  as  to  the 
provision  of  stores,  as  to  the  prices  to  be 
paid  for  them— the  whole  thing,  so  far 
as  administrative  direction  in  ordinary 
times  is  concerned,  entirely  escapes  from 
all  Treasury  restriction.     Every  effort 
was  made  that  the  establishments  of  the 
day  could  make,  to  make  and  accelerate 
military  preparations,    which  followed 
the  declaration  of  war  in  1854.    Those 
efforts  were  not  ineffective,  because  this 
little  country,  which  was  then  supposed 
to  have  no  Army,  went  into  the  Crimea 
and  fought  thei  battle  of  the  Alma  in 
September  with    an   Army    somewhat 
greater  than  that  which  the  vast  mili- 
tary power  of  France  was  able  to  pro- 
duce on  the  same  date.    Although  this 
was  the  state  of  things,  the  charges  in 
anticipation,    incurred    right    and    left' 
without  stint  or  limit,  on  the  10th  of 
October,  afber  more  than  six  months  of 
war,  was  within  a  few  hundred  thou- 
sands, paid  out  of  the  ordinary  revenue 
of  the  country.     I  will  go   one  step 


further,  for  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
receive  this  information  with  interest. 
It  is  commonly  stated — and  I  think  not 
very  inaccurately — that  the  cost  to  the 
country  of  the    Crimean  War,   which 
lasted  for  two  years  at  the  outside,  was 
about    £80,000,000.      What   was    the 
actual  charge  out  of  these  £80,000,000 
in  the  first  half  of  the  time — in  12  out 
of  the  24  months?    It  was  £6,200,000. 
That  was  the  amount  at  the  end  of 
1854,  when  we  were  engaged  in  actual 
war  with  this  gigantic  Power — as  nearly 
as  possible  the  sum  we  are  now  asked  to 
vote.     But  we  are  now  asked  to  vote 
for  expenditure  within  a  period  which 
will  probably  be  a  period  of  six  weeks, 
a  sum  of  money  as  large  as  all  we  could 
contrive  to  spend  in  the  first  12  months 
of  the  Crimean  War.    That  is  rather,  I 
think,  in  the  nature  of  what  may  be 
called    an   unreal   proceeding.      With 
facts  like  these  within  our  recollection — 
and  I  am  speaking  from  Papers  open  to 
the  view  of  all  men,  and  especi^y  of 
official  men — it  is  certainly  rather  an 
unreal  proceeding  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  a  tremendous  conflict  of 
Parties,  with  meetings  held  all  over  the 
country,  and  I  know  not  what,  should 
be  called  upon  to  vote  these  £6,000,000  ; 
while,  according  to  the  evidence  derived 
from  the  facts  of  the  past,  it  will  be 
hardly    possible  for  any  ingenuity  or 
extravagance — I  beg  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  believe  that  I  am  at- 
tributing to  him  only  ingenuity,  and  not 
extravagance — to  put  any  portion  of  the 
money  into  diarge  and  payment  by  the 
3l8t  of  March ;  and  if  it  is  not  got  into 
the  payment  by  the  3 1st  of  Mcurch,  it 
comes  back  into  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
work  has  to  be  done  over  again.    Then, 
Sir,  to  mend,  or  to  aggravate,  or  what 
you  may  think  proper  to  call  it,  this  ap- 
pearance of  unreality,  how  are  we  to 
provide  all  this  money  ?    I  should  have 
thought,  if  your  object  be  to  impress  the 
minds  of  foreign  countries  with  the  will- 
ingness of  this  country  to  support  you  in 
the  negotiations,  and  to  support  you,  if 
need  be,   in  arms,  that  there  is  one 
method  that  is  far  beyond  all  others  for 
producing  an  impression  of  sincerity, 
and  that  is  to  test  the  feelings  of  men 
by  their  willingness  to  make  sacrifices. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  and  the 
Oovemment  had  thought  fit  to  give  to 
Europe  a  deep  impression  of  the  ear- 
nestness of  this  country,  he  should  have 
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proposed  some  taxes;  but  lie  proposes 
to  issue  some  Exchequer  Bonds.  It 
does  not  appear  to  m6,  when  he  speaks 
of  outward  and  visible  signs,  that  a 
very  profound  impression  of  earnestness 
will  be  produced  abroad,  when  it  is 
stated  that  in  this  great  crisis  the  House 
of  Commons,  on  its  most  crowded 
benches,  with  every  circumstance  of  in- 
terest which  could  magnify  the  event, 
summoned  in  the  name  of  glory  and  of 
magnanimity  to  a  great  effort,  was  at 
length  induced  to  enter  into  a  mood  of 
heroism,  and  to  resolve  to  add  £6,000,000 
to  the  National  Debt.  It  reminds  me  of 
something  I  read  the  other  day  in  the 
newspaper  about  the  desire  of  the  Khe- 
dive of  Egypt  to  testify  his  anxiety  for 
the  maintenance  of  public  faith  and 
honour,  and  to  discharge  his  duty,  and 
he  determined  to  indicate  it  by  a  stop- 
page of  dividends.  I  do  not  carry 
through  the  comparison,  but  I  only 
speak  of  the  contrast — 

**  Quid  dignum  tanto  feret  hie  promiflsorhiatu'* 

— ^between  the  dignity  of  the  appeals 
made  to  us,  the  gravity  of  the  motives 
alleged,  the  efforts  that  are  used  to 
rouse  us  into  our  highest  mood,  and  the 
result,  which  is  at  me  outset  an  addi- 
tion of  £6,000,000  to  the  National  Debt. 
That,  I  say,  shows  the  unreality  of  the 
proceeding. 

Now,  let  me  proceed  to  another  point. 
It  is  a  proceeding,  as  far  as  I  know — 
and  our  knowledge,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
has  not  been  in  the  least  enlarged  by 
the  statements  of  the  Government ;  whe- 
ther it  will  be  in  future  stages  I  know  not 
— it  is  a  proceeding,  as  far  as  I  know, 
entirely  and  absolutely  without  prece- 
dent in  one  single  point.  What  prece- 
dents have  been  alleged?  I  will  not 
rake  up  the  annals  of  previous  periods. 
Some  inquiry  I  have  made  about  them. 
Some  of  my  right  hon.  Friends,  I  think, 
may  enter  upon  them.  I  will  go  to  the 
only  precedent  that  has  been  alleged — 
namely,  the  precedent  of  1870 ;  and  if 
the  definition  of  a  precedent  consists  in 
its  having  every  imaginable  point  of  un- 
likeness,  then  the  Yote  of  1870  is  one  of 
the  very  best  precedents  that  ever  was 
alleged.  Let  me  make  that  good.  I 
shaU  not  put  my  strong  points  first,  but 
will  go  over  them  in  rapid  succession. 
The  Vote  of  1870,  as  a  Vote  of  Credit, 
was  taken  near,  not  at,  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Franco-German  War.    The 
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Qt)vemment  considered  the  matter  at 
the  commencement  of  the  war,  and  de- 
termined that  it  would  not  be  wise  to 
make  any  addition  to  the  military  estab- 
lishments of  the  country.  But  shortly 
after  a  special  occasion  arose  which  re- 
quired that  a  Vote  of  Credit  should  be 
given.  That,  however,  was  very  near 
the  commencement  of  the  war.  This 
Vote  is  to  be  used  after  the  close  of  the 
war.  Conversely,  that  Vote  of  Credit 
was  taken  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
when  Government  and  Parliament  were " 
about  to  part  company.  We  asked  for 
the  moderate  sum  of  £2,000,000,  with- 
out putting  the  600  Members  of  this 
House  to  the  serious  inconvenience  of 
abandoning  their  recreation  and  their 
business  in  the  Eecess  and  gathering 
again  in  Parliament.  Here,  on  the  con- 
trary, a  proposition  is  made  when  we 
have  just  come  up  to  town  with  blooming 
looks  and  with  energy  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  with  an  enormous 
fund  of  strength  unexpended  in  us,  and 
quite  competent  for  months  to  come  to 
deal  with  any  proposal  the  Government 
may  wish  to  make,  and  to  discuss  it  in  a 
spirit  of  good  humour  and  liberality. 
That,  surdy,  is  a  contrast.  I  am  very 
curious  to  know  what  answer  will  be 
made  to  the  challenge  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  ror  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Goschen)  the  other  night,  who 
said — ^Wait  till  the  occasion  has  arisen, 
and  then  make  your  proposal.  I  take 
now  the  amount.  In  1870  we  asked  the 
House  of  Commons  to  vote  £21,000,000 
— I  am  speaking  roughly — for  the  Army 
and  Navy;  £21,000,000  plus  £2,000,000 
is  £23,000,000,  and  £23,000,000,  there- 
fore, was  the  total  sum  which  appeared 
to  us  adequate  to  the  very  special  exi- 
gency that  had  arisen.  With  £23,000,000 
Sius  obtained  through  the  Vote  of  Credit 
we  were  already  £2,000,000  behind  the 
ordinary  Estimates  which  are  in  the 
pockets — of  course  I  am  not  speaking 
personally — of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite. As  against  the  £23,000,000 
which  was  then  judged  by  Parliament 
and  by  the  country  perfectly  adequate 
to  an  emergency  which  had  arisen,  they 
propose  to  add£6,000,000to£25,000,000, 
making  a  total  of  £31,000,000.  And  for 
what  emergency? .  Now,  Sir,  in  1870, 1 
cannot  say  that  in  the  speech  which  I 
made  upon  the  Vote  of  Credit  the 
reasons  for  that  Vote  were  folly  stated. 
It  was  not  possible  for  me   to    state 
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them  without  the  gravest  imprudence. 
^Ministerial  cheers.'}  But  wait  a  moment, 
if  you  please,  for  the  conclusion  of  the 
sentence.  They  were  perfectly  under- 
stood. ["  No ! "]  They  were  perfectly 
understood  by  every  man  in  the  House 
of  Commons — everyone  knew  that  they 
arose  out  of  a  proposal  for  the  partition 
of  Belgium — most  dishonourable  in  it- 
self, but  of  which  the  authorship  was 
contested,  and  with  regard  to  which  we 
were  absolutely  precluded  by  our  public 
duties  from  giving  information.  But  we 
made  a  very  decisive  proposal.  We 
made  to  each  of  the  belligerent  Powers 
a  proposal  to  enter  into  a  new  engage- 
ment for  the  period  of  the  war  then 
raging,  and  under  that  new  engagement 
each  of  them  was  to  join  us  against  the 
other,  or  against  any  Power,  infringing 
the  independence  of  Belgium.  There- 
fore I  do  not  anticipate  any  contradic- 
tion of  what  I  am  now  stating — that  the 
purpose  of  that  Vote  was  perfectly  well 
Known  and  understood  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  could  not  be  stated  ex- 
plicitly in  speeches ;  but  it  was  unmis- 
takably read  in  every  line  of  the  Treaties 
that  we  made.  What  is  the  purpose  of 
this  Vote?  Vague  generalily;  to  sup- 
port some  British  interest.  There  is  no 
separate  British  interest  in  danger.  Now 
I  come  to  this  vital  point  of  <£fference. 
What  is  the  danger  to  British  interests  ? 
We  can  very  weU  estimate  when  we  re- 
collect that  the  Chtmcellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  told  us  with  some  appearance 
of  satisfaction  that  either  the  whole,  or 
the  greater  part,  of  the  money  will  never 
be  wanted  at  all,  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ^Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  on 
Friday  night  said — "I  beseech  you  to 
vote  this  money,  for  your  voting  it  will 
be  the  best  security  that  it  will  never  be 
spent."  Was  that  our  language  ?  We 
asked  for  the  money  we  wanted,  and  it 
was  known  for  what  we  wanted  it.  We 
set  about  spending  it  at  once.  That  the 
whole  absolutely  was  spent  I  will  not 
say,  for  there  was  a  greater  difiB.culty 
than  there  is  now  in  recruiting,  and  I 
am  not  sure  that  we  could  get  the  20,000 
men  in  a  very  limited  time.  But  then, 
again,  the  Vote  of  Credit  was  asked  in 
order  that  we  might  spend  it  for  the  pur- 
pose we  proposed.  Here  it  is  asked  for 
piirposes  in  the  air,  purposes  in  the  dark, 
purposes  that  are  still  behind  the  screen, 
and  with  an  engagement  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  probably  the 


Vote,  or  the  bulk  of  the  Vote,  will  not 
be  wanted,  and  that  the  real  aim  is  to 
make  us  strong  in  the  Council  that  is  to 
be  held.  Now,  I  think,  after  all  these 
points  of  contrast  on  every  single  head 
of  the  subject,  it  is  hardly  worth  while 
to  notice  the  one  remaining  point — 
namely,  that  the  magnanimous  Eesolu- 
tion  of  1878  is  to  provide  the  money,  or 
such  of  it  as  is  to  be  wanted,  by  addition 
to  the  National  Debt ;  whereas  the  Vote 
of  £2,000,000  asked  for  in  1870  was 
paid  for  out  of  the  revenue  of  the  year. 
Now,  I  think  we  shall  hear  no  more  of 
the  matter  of  the  precedent.  I  have 
given  you  the  objection  that  this  pro- 
ceeding is  totally  unreal,  and  as  an  un- 
real proceeding  it  is  not  agreeable  to  the 
dignity  of  Parliament  and  the  coimtry. 
I  have  given  you  the  objection  that  it  is 
entirely  without  precedent  in  any  shape 
or  form  as  to  every  substantial  point  in- 
volved in  the  case. 

I  come  to  a  matter  which  is  totally 
unconnected  with  foreign  policy,  but 
which,  in  my  opinion,  deserves  serious 
consideration.  This  Vote — if  I  under- 
stand anything  about  finance  at  all,  or 
anything  about  the  function  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  regard  to  British 
finance — is  contrary  to  all  the  rules  which 
determine  our  duty  in  laying  a  charge 
upon  the  people.  I  will  not  say  it  is 
against  the  competency  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  is  within  the  com- 
petency of  the  House  of  Commons, 
if  they  think  fit,  to  vote  not  merely 
£6,000,000,  but  £6,000,000,000.  Every- 
thing is  within  the  competency  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  but  it  is  not 
within  the  spirit  of  that  ancient,  un- 
written charter  under  which  the  House 
of  Commons  acts  for  the  people.  This 
is  a  matter  on  which  the  first  founda- 
tions of  the  power  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  an  historical  Assembly  were 
laid.  This  is  the  field  upon  which  were 
fought  all'  our  greatest  and  noblest 
battles  for  freedom.  This  is  a  matter 
upon  which  our  ancestors — and  I  hope 
all  of  us  have  some  respect  for  our  an- 
cestors—  entertained  the  greatest  and 
strictest  jealousy,  and  from  which 
nothing  could  induce  them  to  deviate 
one  foot  or  one  inch,  and  for  one  hour 
or  for  one  minute  nothing  could  induce 
them  to  deviate  from  the  rigid  line  of 
duty.  And  my  proposition  is  this — 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  refuse    sternly  to   lay  a 
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charge  upon  the  people  except  after 
proof  that  it  is  required.  And,  so  far 
as  I  know,  we  should  not  in  this  way  tam- 
per with  the  great  subject  of  charging  and 
taxing  the  people  for  any  political  aim 
or  end  whatever,  however  innocent  or 
honourable  that  end  might  be  in  itself. 
In  morality  the  means  are  not  justified 
by  the  end,  nor  are  they  justified  in  Con- 
stitutional law  and  usage.  Confidence 
is  very  well;  but  cannot  you  express 
confidence  in  the  Government  without 
charging  the  people  ?  Is  our  vocabulary 
so  poor,  are  our  resources  so  narrow, 
that  if  we  want  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment we  can  do  it  in  no  other  way  than 
by  placing  at  their  absolute  disposal — 
for  it  is  an  absolute  disposal — an  enor- 
mous charge  upon  the  people,  to  the 
nature  of  which  the  people  will  be  in 
some  degree  blinded  by  the  careful 
avoidance  of  all  taxes  to  meet  it,  but 
with  respect  to  which  there  is  no  proof 
given  that  the  charge  is  needed  ? — for 
one  Minister  tells  us  that  he  thinks  the 
Vote  will  not  be  wanted,  and  another 
Minister,  more  liberal  still,  says  that  if 
we  only  vote  the  money  it  will  be  the 
greatest  security  that  it  will  never  be 
wanted  at  all.  Now,  it  is  said — and  I 
have  no  doubt  it  is  said  with  perfect 
truth — that  the  object  of  this  money  is, 
in  the  words  used  by  the  Qt)vemment, 
to  strengthen  their  hands  in  negotia- 
tions. Well,  Sir,  I  now  pass  from  the 
financial  question,  and  I  am  very  thcmk- 
fill  to  the  House  for  hearing  me  with 
patience  and  kindness ;  but  I  think  they 
will  perceive  before  I  sit  down  that  the 
purposes  for  which  I  speak  are  not  con- 
troversial purposes,  though  I  cannot  well 
avoid  that  tone,  but  that  the  object  is  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
in  the  Councils  of  Europe.  Now,  this 
is  a  subject  quite  distinct  from  that 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  convey  to 
the  mind  of  the  House,  .and  which 
dwells  in  my  own  mind.  It  is  really  an 
attempt  to  associate  arms  with  negotia- 
tion. Now,  permit  me  to  say  that  such 
an? attempt,  by  whomsoever  made,  is 
radically  bad.  Let  me  not  make  my  pro- 
position too  broad.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
say  that  it  is  under  all  circumstances 
wrong  when  two  Powers  have  a  diflfer- 
ence  and  are  stOl  in  negotiation  upon  it 
— ^I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  is  always  wrong 
for  them  to  strengthen  themselves  for  an 
issue  of  force  which  they  see  coming  upon 
them ;  but  what  I  do  venture  to  state,  al- 
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mostin  the  natureof  a  general  proposition 
— though  I  know  the  danger  of  general 
propositions  in  politics — is  this — ^that  it 
is  bad,  bad  as  to  the  precedent,  bad  as 
to  practical  interests  of  peace,  when  a 
Conference  of  European  Powers  is  about 
to  sit,  for  any  one  of  those  Powers  to 
make  a  prelude  to  that  Conference  by 
the  clash  of  arms — by  the  clash  of  arms, 
or,  if  you  tell  me  that  you  are  not  going 
to  spend  the  money,  by  the  anticipation 
of  the  clash  of  arms,  by  that  which 
naturally  introduces  the  clash  of  arms. 
This  is  reaUy  a  very  grave  subject.  I 
beseech  hon.  Gentiemen  to  consider  what 
they  are  about.  I  have  never  been  one 
of  those  who  have  talked  in  imlimited 
terms  of  the  doctrine  of  peace.  I  have 
been  one  of  those  who,  at  any  rate,  in 
one  instance,  have  been  responsible  for  a 
serious  war ;  but  we  shall  all  be  agreed 
in  recognizing  the  general  mischiefs  of 
war,  and  in  admitting  it  to  be  among  our 
most  sacred  duties  to  choose,  wherever 
we  can,  for  the  settlement  of  interna- 
tional or  European  difficiilties,  those 
methods  which  are  peaceful.  I  would 
venture  to  urge  upon  this  House  that, 
during  this  19th  century  in  which  our 
lot  has  been  cast,  some  little  progress 
has  been  made  in  civilization,  in  the 
general  recognition  of  the  principle  that 
the  leading  Powers  of  Europe  acting 
together  in  the  face  of  day,  exercise,  and 
ought  to  exercise,  a  great  moral  autho- 
rity in  the  settlement  of  disputed  ques- 
tions. It  is  our  interest  not  to  depreciate, 
but  to  magnify  that  power;  it  is  our 
interest  not  to  make  little,  but  to  make 
much  of  Conferences.  But  if,  before 
going  into  Conferences,  we  are  to  take 
Votes  for  naval  and  military  establish- 
ments, we  are  doing  our  best  to  destroy 
the  character  of  those  Conferences.  If 
we  may  take  such  Votes,  every  other 
Power  may  take  them.  If  we  may  take 
them  for  our  peace  establishments,  other 
Powers  may  take  them  for  theirs.  If 
peace  is  best  preserved  by  preparing  for 
war,  that  is  a  doctrine  wnich,  if  it  be 
good  for  us,  is  good  for  them.  They  take 
what  they  think  is  necessary  for  them  in 
time  of  peace ;  we  take  what  we  think 
is  necessary  for  us  in  time  of  peace.  In 
the  special  tension  of  affairs  in  Europe, 
the  special  expenditure  of  France  might 
at  the  present  moment  be  greater  than 
ours,  though  I  am  not  certson  that  it  is. 
I  am  not  even  sure  that  that  of  Germany 
'is  greater  than  ours,  notwithstanding 
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its  enormous  amount.  The  expenditure 
of  Austria  is  much  below  ours,  and  that 
of  Italy  is  far  less — I  believe  it  is  not 
one-htdf  of  ours.  But  hon.  Gentlemen 
seem  to  think  that  we  have  no  peace 
establishment  at  all ;  that  the  cost  of  our 
peace  establishment  does  not  run  into 
eight  figures ;  that  there  is  no  burden 
on  the  people,  and  that  this  Vote  is  a 
sort  of  beginning,  everything  else  not 
being  worthy  to  be  taken  into  account. 
I  cannot  argue  with  those  who  take  this 
view ;  but  I  do  hold  this  argument — ^that, 
so  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  case  when 
a  Conference  of  the  Powers  of  Europe 
has  been  called  together  where  those 
Powers,  as  a  preliminary  to  its  assem- 
bling, have  increased  or  taken  powers  to 
increase  their  naval  and  military  estab- 
lishments. I  am  curious  to  know  whether 
it  is  so — ^perhaps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  tell  us — ^but  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  Vote  is  entirely  at  variance 
with  the  principle  of  taking  from  war  as 
much  as  we  can  and  giving  to  peace  as 
much  as  we  can.  It  is  a  step  backwards 
— a  step  towards  violence  and  barba- 
rism, instead  of  towards  reason — a  step 
in  the  opposite  direction  to  that  in  which 
we  have  been  endeavouring  to  march, 
and  it  ought  to  be  viewed  with  the  ut- 
most aversion  by  all  who  are  in  favour 
of  peaceful  methods.  These  are  strone 
objections,  in  my  opinion,  to  the  propos^ 
of  the  Government.  But  now,  I  want 
to  know  whether,  upon  their  own  show- 
ing, the  Government  can,  by  means  of 
this  proposal,  attain  the  end  they  have 
told  us  they  have  in  view;  and  when 
I  say  they  have  told  us,  I  mean  the 
end  that  on  the  highest  authority 
without  doubt  they  have  in  view.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  used  a 
striking  expression  in  his  speech  the 
other  night.  He  said — "Our  object  is 
to  go  in  the  Councils  of  Europe  armed 
with  the  strength  of  a  omited  nation." 
Does  he  think  that  this  Vote  is  likely  to 
exhibit  us  in  the  character  of  a  united  na- 
tion ?  I  am  coming,  I  know,  near  tender 
ground  when  I  speak  of  the  state  of 
public  opinion  out-of-doors.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen nave  been  exceedingly  pleased 
with  some  of  the  good  campaigning  con- 
ducted within  the  last  few  days.  My 
own  opinion  is  that  as  to  certain  metro- 
politan transactions  we  shall  hear  a  good 
deal  more  than  we  have  yet  heard.  You 
are  delighted,  also,  witn  what  has  hap- 
pened at  Sheffield.    Well,  that  was  not 


the  first  remarkable  town's  meeting  that 
has  been  held  at  Sheffield.  Sheffield  is 
one  of  the  most  Eadiccil  towns  in  the 
country,  and  I  do  not  wonder  at  your 
looking  on  what  occurred  there  as  the 
dawn  of  a  better  day.  But  the  question 
comes  to  be,  w£is  it  really  a  town  meet- 
ing? At  Sheffield,  in  1863,  at  the  time 
of  the  war  in  America,  there  was  a  similar 
meeting,  with  a  similar  thick  and  dense 
assemblage,  and  a  resolution  was  carried 
in  favour,  to  aU  intents  and  purposes,  of 
war  with  America.  That  is  to  say,  it 
was  a  resolution  in  favour  of  the  imme- 
diate recognition  of  the  Confederate  Go- 
vernment. If  you  will  reflect  on  that 
resolution  of  1863,  it  may  assist  you  a 
little  in  estimating  the  value  of  the 
triumph  obtained  in  Sheffield.  What  I 
want  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  observe 
is  this.  We  hear  of  the  resolutions  passed 
at  different  meetings.  Now,  I  have  seen 
the  resolutions  which  were  passed  at 
large  and  public  meetings  against  the 
Vote  proposed  by  the  Government.  Have 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seen  any  that 
were  passed  in  its  favour,  for  I  have  not 
been  so  fortunate?  The  meeting  at 
Sheffield  said  nothing  in  favour  of  voting 
those  £6,000,000.  I  do  not  believe  that 
even  the  Guildhall  meeting  rose  to  such 
a  height  of  sublimated  enthusiasm  as  to 
vote  to  add  these  £6,000,000  to  the 
National  Debt.  But  I  will  be  very  liberal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  most 
anxious  to  give  them  no  offence  if  I  can 
avoid  it.  I  will  make  every  possible 
concession  which  can  be  made — and  con- 
cession which,  I  think,  the  argument  and 
the  state  of  the  case  does  not  at  all 
justify.  I  will  say,  take  the  meetings  at 
Sheffield  and  at  the  Guildhall  as  you  like, 
and  forget  those  at  Edinburgh,  Glasgow, 
Leeds,  Manchester,  and  fiirmingham. 
Take  them  all  your  own  way  and  read 
them  as  you  think  proper,  it  remains  not 
the  less  true  that  the  effect  of  this  Vote 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposes  in  order  to  exhibit  before  the 
wond  a  united  nation,  can  be  nothing 
but  to  exhibit  a  divided  nation.  True, 
you  may  have  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  ;  but  is  a  majority  unanimity  ? 
Do  you  think  the  nation  is  united  in 
favour  of  this  Vote?  You  know  per- 
fectly well — I  speak  of  that  which  is  not 
doubtful — that  the  Nonconformists  of 
this  country  are  a  large  fraction — ^I  do 
not  say  a  large  proportion — of  the  popu- 
lation.   Well,  you  know  the  state  of 
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sentiment  among  them.  You  know  that 
they  are  nearly  to  a  man  opposed  to  this 
Vote,  f  No,  no ! "]  Nearly  to  a  man. 
Would  it  not  be  a  great  misfortune — ^I 
now  make  an  appeal  which  is  not  a 
Party  appeal  to  the  Government — ^would 
it  not  be  a  great  misfortune,  which  you 
ought  not  to  incur  except  under  an  over- 
ruling necessity,  to  exhibit  this  picture 
of  a  divided  nation  in  circumstances  such 
as  those  that  now  exist  ?  Is  it  not  worth 
while  to  consider  whether  there  is  any 
path  along  which  we  can  walk  in  some 
kind  of  union  and  concord  ?  Now,  what 
I  wish  to  do  in  the  remainder — I  hope 
the  very  limited  remainder — of  the  time 
that  I  shall  occupy  is  to  get  at  the  root 
of  this  case,  and  to  inquire  for  myself 
and  for  others  what  it  is  about  which  we 
are  in  conflict.  I  know  that  we  are  in 
conflict  about  this  Vote.  Nothing  can 
remove  our  objections  to  the  Vote  pro- 
posed under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  stand.  But  what  are  the  real  pur- 
poses about  which  we  are  now  in  con- 
flict ?  I  am  afraid  that  we  have  been 
in  serious  conflict  further  back.  But 
many  of  the  former  differences  between 
us  have  in  the  course  of  events  passed, 
if  not  into  oblivion,  yet  beyond  the  reach 
of  recall,  and  they  no  longer  exist  as 
practical  considerations  to  divide  us. 

Now  that  I  have  stated  all  my  objec- 
tions—and I  trust  that  I  have  stated 
nothing  in  a  way  that  could  annoy  or 
greatly  shock  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite — 1  frankly  own  that  I 
cannot  altogether  abandon  the  hope  that 
by  some  proceedings  independent  of  this 
Vote  we  may  arrive  at  the  partial  or 
substantial  fulfilment  of  the  purpose 
which  the  Government  has  in  view. 
\_MurTnur8,']  It  is  quite  clear  that  we 
shall  not  obtain  it,  nor  make  one  inch  of 
progress  towards  it,  by  manifestations 
of  the  kind.  I  will  t&ke  no  notice  of 
them.  I  am  very  grateful  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen for  the  kind  and  attentive  hear- 
ing which  they  have  given  me,  and  I 
wiUl  endeavour  to  state  in  a  simple  and 
straightforward  manner  that  which  ap- 
pears to  me  might  possibly  be  done. 
Our  position  is  this — Without  professing 
confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Government 
generally — which  is  really  irrelevant — 
and  without  goin^  back  upon  the  past 
and  reviving  subjects  of  difference,  we 
may  admit  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  the  Government  of  the  country, 
and  that  they  are  the  actual  Eepresen- 
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tatives  of  the  country  in  the  Councils  of 
Europe.  I  am  desirous  to  the  furthest 
point  to  which  I  can  go  to  give  them  the 
strength  they  want  by  the  exhibition  of 
a  united  nation.  It  appears  to  me  that 
there  are  many  things  which  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  before  them  when  they 
go  into  the  Conference,  with  regard  to 
which  we  must  have  practicaUy  one 
and  the  same  view.  I  will  just  refer  to 
two  or  three  of  the  questions  that  must 
come  before  the  Conference.  One  sub- 
ject of  the  greatest  importance  that  must 
come  before  them,  is  the  perfect  freedom 
of  the  navigation  of  the  Eiver  Danube. 
I  am  very  imperfectly  informed  upon 
that  point,  and  have  seen  conflicting 
statements  regarding  it.  But  I  see  with 
great  regret  that  it  is  stated — I  hope  it 
is  not  true — IhatEussia  intends  to  claim 
from  Eoumania  the  restitution,  or  as  I 
would  rather  call  it  the  alienation,  of 
the  bit  of  territory  called  Bessarabia, 
which,  under  the  terms  of  the  Peace  of 
Paris,  was,  I  think,  very  wisely 
demanded  from  Eussia,  in  order  to 
exclude  her  from  the  position  of  a 
Danubian  Power.  She  had  no  natural 
interest  in  the  Danube.  It  was  a  term 
imported  late  into  the  controversy  with 
Eussia ;  but  it  was  a  very  proper  thing 
to  be  done.  Well,  I  hope  if  that  ques- 
tion comes  in  any  form  before  the  Con- 
ference— as  I  suppose  it  must  come — 
that  such  influence  as  the  Government 
possess  will  be  used  to  oppose  that 
alienation.  I  do  not  mean  in  a  hostile 
manner,  because  I  deprecate,  imtil  a 
real  necessity  comes  into  view,  even  the 
remotest  association  of  friendly  discussion 
with  the  rumour  of  arms.  But  I  hope — 
and  I  cannot  doubt — that  the  Govern- 
ment will  exercise  their  influence  in  a 
manner  which  possibly  will  prevent  that 
restitution,  and  I  shaU  support  them  in 
that  case  in  everything  that  relates  to 
the  free  navigation  of  the  Danube. 

Now  I  will  take  the  question  of  our 
conduct  to  Turkey.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  July  last,  promised  to 
do  their  best  to  secure  libersu  terms  for 
Turkey.  I  am  rather  sorry  that  that 
engagement  has  been  so  long  kept  from 
our  knowledge,  because  it  is  now  seven 
months  or  more  since  it  was  entered  into. 
Now,  with  regard  to  that  engagement, 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  one  capable  of 
senses  that  are  altogether  mischievous 
and  wholly  contrary  to  our  duty.  But 
it  is  also  capable  of  senses   that  are 
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innocent.  In  an  innocent  sense,  I  do  not 
in  the  least  object  to  the  GoTemment 
using  its  good  offices  in  favour  of 
leniency  to  Turkey.  But,  then,  when  I 
speak  of  leniency  to  Turkey,  I  mean 
leniency  as  between  Turkey  and  the 
other  Powers;  and  by  leniency  to 
Turkey  I  do  not  mean  cruelty  to  the 
subjects  of  Turkey.  [The  Ghanoellob, 
of  the  Exohequek:  Hear,  hear!] 
I  am  heartily  glad  to  notice  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does  not 
appear  altogether  to  disapprove  that 
sentiment.  iBut  if  the  influence  of  the 
Government  is  not  going  to  be  used 
s^ainst  the  privileges  of  the  subjects  of 
Turkey,  then  my  hopes  rise  rapidly,  and 
begin  to  glow  within  my  breast ;  because 
that  is  the  very  subject,  and  ihe  main 
subject,  upon  which  our  alarm  and 
jealousies  have  been  excited,  I  will  not 
say  whether  with  or  witiiout  cause, 
because  that  would  lead  me  back  upon 
what  I  will  now  treat  as  forbidden 
sround.  But  I  wish  to  show  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  I  am  not  endeavouring 
to  judge  the  prospect  of  proceedings  or 
the  probable  policy  of  the  Government 
in  a  narrow  or  captious  spirit;  and  I 
can  conceive  droumstances  in  which 
liberality  to  Turkey  is  an  object  that 
might  fairly  be  proposed  to  be  pursued 
by  the  Government.  I  will  go  further, 
and  say  what  shape  that  liberdity  should 
assume.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  no 
shape  in  which  hberality  to  Turkey 
woiud  be  more  appreciable  by  the  sub- 
jects of  that  liberality  than  in  the  shape 
of  a  little  money.  I  may  be  wrong ;  but 
my  impression  is  that  that  commodity 
is  estimated  in  Turkey  at  its  full  value. 
I  think  that  anybody  who  would  present 
to  Turkey  a  solid  e^mectation  of  any 
future  fund  upon  which,  or  upon  some 
portion  of  which,  a  little  loan  could  be 
eflected  in  the  European  markets,  would 
find  that  the  anodyne — the  soothing 
operation  of  such  a  suggestion — would 
be  marvellous,  and  would  help  us  to 
dispose  of  many  abstract  difficiilties. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  it 
would  be  a  hardship  upon  the  people 
of  Bulgaria  to  be  made  to  pay  a  con- 
siderable tribute.  If  men  liberate  them- 
selves— and  that  is  what  they  ought  to 
do — at  all  events,  they  ought  to  strain 
every  nerve  to  bring  about  their  own 
liberation — they  ought  to  fight  as  Monte- 
negro has  done,  refusing  to  ask  aid  from 
unybody,  but  relying  upon  the  strong 


arms  and  resolute  hearts  of  their  own 
children.  We  might  not  expect  them  to 
comply  with  such  a  condition;  but  if 
people  have  not  virtue  and  manhood 
enough  in  them  to  liberate  themselves, 
they  must  be  content  to  take  the 
enormous  boon  of  liberty  subject  to 
some  aJloy,  and  to  pay  for  it.  I  believe 
it  is  kindness  to  Turkey,  in  your  arrange- 
ments for  Bulgaria  ana  the  other 
Provinces,  to  get  rid  of  points  of  future 
friction  between  the  Suzerain  Power  and 
the  people  subject  to  that  suzerainty. 
If  itibe  said  that  they  would  not  pay 
the  tribute,  I  reply  that  in  that  case  it 
would  be  perfectly  just  that  the  European 
Powers,  if  they  thought  the  payment  of 
a  tribute  a  fair  and  reasonable  condition 
to  impose,  should  tell  the  people  of 
Bulgaria  and  of  the  other  Provinces 
simuarlv  circumstanced,  that  unless 
they  paid  that  tribute,  and  kept  in  ^ood 
faiui  the  arrangement  made  for  them 
in  good  faith,  they  must  in  future  be 
content  to  fight  their  own  battles  for 
themselves.  Then  there  is  another  ques- 
tion that  will  have  to  be  discussed — 
that  of  the  Straits.  AH  I  can  say  in 
respect  of  the  Straits  is  that  I  hope  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  content 
to  act  on  this  point  in  concert  with  the 
rest  of  Europe.  Here,  again,  I  think 
that  we  have  some  common  ground  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  If  I  remember 
right,  he  spoke  of  that  question  at  a 
former  period  in  connection  with  Con- 
stantinople, and  he  said — "No  doubt 
this  is  a  British  interest,  but  it  is  also 
the  interest  of  others  quite  as  much  as  of 
Engltmd."  Then,  if  it  is  the  interest  of 
others  quite  as  much  as  of  England,  do 
not  let  us  do  their  work.  He  spoke  the 
other  night  of  the  distinguished  fo- 
reigner. There  are  a  great  many  dis- 
tinguished foreigners,  who  are  extremely 
anxious  that  il^gland  should  do  the 
work  which  they  ought  to  do  themselves. 
They  know  the  lively  susceptibilities  of 
this  people,  and  they  practise  upon  our 
simplicity  by  taunting  us  with  having 
retired  from  intervention  in  Europe. 
But  what  they  mean  is  that  there  are 
certain  things  which  they  wish  to  have 
done,  but  they  do  not  wish  to  make  the 
costly  sacrifice  of  doing  them  for  them- 
selves, and  would  find  it  very  convenient 
for  us  to  do  it  for  them.  Therefore,  I 
say,  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  take  his 
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^ound   beside   the   other   Powers   of 
Europe. 

I  come  now  to  the  other  question  which 
will  come  before  the  Conference,,  and 
that  is  as  to  the  condition  of  the  Hel- 
lenic Provinces.  In  considering  this 
question,  we  must  distinguish  between 
tiie  Kingdom  of  Greece  and  the  Hellenic 
Provinces.  I  do  not  say  that  the  King- 
dom of  Greece  has,  or  can  have,  any 
positive  substantive  claim  for  itseKupon 
Turkey  or  upon  any  of  the  other  Powers ; 
but  J  think  that  the  Hellenic  Provinces 
have  a  very  considerable  claim  upon 
them.  And  even  with  reg^ard  to  the 
Kingdom  of  Greece,  I  would  &;o  as  far  as 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Greece  can  be  very  severely 
blamed  for  what  they  are  now  doing. 
Indeed,  I  am  rather  astonished  that  so 
young  and  so  small  a  Government  has 
been  enabled  to  exercise  so  lengthened 
a  forbearance  and  so  ^reat  a  pressure 
upon  the  national  spirit  of  its  own 
people.  But  with  regard  to  the  Hel- 
lenic Provinces,  the  question  is  most  im- 
portant. It  has  come  to  be  slowly  un- 
derstood in  this  country  that  while  there 
is  a  very  strong  sympathy  at  the  present 
moment  between  Bussia  and  the  Slav 
subjects  of  Turkey,  there  is  very  little 
sympathy  indeed  between  Bussia  and 
the  Hellenic  Provinces.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  might  almost  be  said  that  in 
certain  circumstances  there  is  an  anti- 
pathy between  them.  I  do  not  think 
that  Turkey  has  any  reason  to  complain 
of  the  conduct  of  her  Hellenic  Provinces 
during  this  war.  I  am  astonished  at 
the  patience  they  have  displayed,  espe- 
cially since  the  catastrophe  which  has 
reduced  Turkey  so  low.  I  could  not 
have  believed  that  their  patience  would 
have  endured  so  long.  I  do  not  want 
to  preach  any  extreme  doctrine  upon  this 
subject;  but  I  cannot,  for  the  life  of 
me,  conceive  why,  within  reasonable 
limits,  the  Government  of  this  country, 
towards  which  the  Greeks  have  the 
strongest  feeling  of  sympathy,  and  from 
which  they  would  rather  receive  assist- 
ance and  countenance  than  from  any 
other  quarter  in  the  world — ^I  cannot 
conceive  why  the  Government  of  this 
country  shoiud  not  assume  its  natural 
and  beneficial  attitude  in  the  Conference 
in  befriending  the  cause  of  the  Hellenic 
Provinces.  The  Slavs  have  a  powerful 
champion  in  Bussia,  and  it  is  most  na- 
tural and  most  becoming,  it  is  most  poli- 
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tic  and  most  expedient,  if  we  want  to 
check  the  advance  of  Bussia  in  the 
South,  that  within  reasonable  limits  we 
should  associate  ourselves  with  the 
cause  of  the  Hellenic  Provinces  in  the 
Councils  of  Europe.  I  am  sure  that 
there  is  a  deep  policy  in  this.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  other 
night  spoke  with  alarm  and  misgiving  as 
to  the  extension  to  be  given  to  Bul- 
garia itself.  I  really  go  a  long  way 
with  him  if  that  is  to  be  an  extension  to 
the  undue  prejudice  of  a  great  race. 
Why  should  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Government  avail  them- 
selves of  the  probable  assistance  they 
would  derive  from  iJie  strong  national 
life  and  sentiment  of  that  people,  by  be- 
friending their  cause  and  becoming  in  a 
certain  sense  the  advocate  and  champion 
of  that  cause  in  the  Conference  which  is 
about  to  meet?  I  begin  to  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  seen,  in 
some  degree,  that  I  have  spoken  the 
language  of  reality  when  I  have  said  it 
appeared  to  me,  in  the  midst  of  this 
fierce  controversy  that  is  going  on,  and 
that  threatens  to  exhibit  us  as  a  divided 
instead  of  a  united  people,  that  there 
were  modes  of  proceeding  by  which  we 
might  get  rid,  not  only  of  any  lingering 
animosity  amongst  us,  but  of  this  ap- 
pearance of  division.  Some  Gentleman 
— ^I  forget  his  name — who  sits  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  is  reported  to 
have  said,  in  addressing  his  constituents 
on  the  Eastern  Question — "The  ques- 
tion is  whether  we  are  to  go  into  the 
Conference  with  the  undivided  support 
of  the  country."  That  is  the  question ; 
but  there  are  modes  by  which  you  may 
go  into  the  Conference  with  the  undi- 
vided support  of  the  country  other  than 
by  asking  a  Vote  of  £6,000,000,  a  pro- 
ceeding which  is  without  precedent,  and 
is,  in  mv  view,  contrary  to  Constitutional 
principles.  If,  as  I  understand,  it  is 
the  desire  of  the  Government  to  go  into 
the  Conference,  not  only  in  the  spirit  of 
peace — far  be  it  from  me  to  ascribe  to 
them  a  departure  from  that  spirit — but 
in  an  attitude  conformable  to  that  spirit, 
if  they  are  going  to  work  as  far  and  as 
long  as  they  may,  not  in  setting  up  of 
separate  and  entirely  British  interests 
where  there  is  no  separate  British  inte- 
rest at  all ;  but  in  prosecuting  European 
interests  in  concert  with  the  Powers  of 
Europe,  and  reserving  their  separate 
action  for  the  time  and  the  contingency 
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when  BritiBh  interests  shall  really  be 
involved ;  if,  above  all,  it  is  given  us  to 
hope  that  we  are  not  going  into  the 
Conference  for  the  purpose  of  abridging 
those  concessions  to  the  subject-races  of 
Turkey;  of  practical  liberty  and  security 
which  the  fortune  of  war  and  the  sword 
of  Eussia  have  won  for  them,  I,  for  one, 
will  lament  most  profoundly  any  issue 
to  which  we  may  be  driven  which  shall 
exhibit  us — and  exhibit  us  falsely — in 
the  light  of  a  divided  Parliament.  As 
far  as  I  know — and  my  assurance  will 
carry  weight,  for  I  am  supposed  to  keep 
the  very  worst  company  in  connection 
with  this  question — there  will  be  no  incli- 
nation on  this  side  of  the  House  to  raise 
these  phantoms  of  unreal  difference  and 
to  appear  to  be  at  odds  with  you  when 
in  fact  we  are  at  evens.  I  shall  tiy  to 
make  an  humble 'efiEbrt  to  promote  that 
affi^ment,  and  I  shall  give  you  the  last 
of  it  in  these  few  words.  I  should  have 
been  glad  if  this  Vote  would  be  with- 
drawn also ;  of  course  I  mean  with  the 
substitution  of  another  method  of  pro- 
ceeding. I  do  not  wish  to  propose  any- 
thing except  what  would  be  equitable 
in  principle,  and  therefore  I  think  that 
the  Vote  might,  at  any  rate,  be  post- 
poned; and  with  that  postponement  of 
the  Vote — so  that,  on  a  nearer  evidence 
of  necessity,  and  with  a  perfect  reser- 
vation of  your  freedom  of  judgment,  to 
push  it  hereafter,  if  you  should  think 
nt — ^you  might  adopt  an  intermediate 
proposal,  wmch  I  cannot  help  thinking 
would  go  far  to  disarm  opposition,  and 
which  I  even  venture  respectfully  to 
submit,  by  disavowing  opposition,  even 
in  its  own  character,  would  be  better 
than  the  Vote  you  desire.  It  is  that,  in- 
stead of  choosing  this  intricate  and 
singular  and  novel  method — the  last 
epithet  you  ought  to  like  the  least — of 
obtaining  the  support  of  Parliament, 
you  should  resort,  without,  if  you  like, 
surrendering  your  judgment  or  future 
intention  as  to  the  Vote,  to  an  old  and 
Constitutional  method.  You  might  feel 
— I  do  not  wonder  at  your  feeling — 
that,  after  all  the  controversy  you  have 
had,  it  is  well  and  it  is  desirable  on 
public  grounds — ^it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary in  ordinary  cases,  but  in  a  case  like 
this  it  would  be  desirable  and  expedient 
— ^that,  if  possible,  the  Government 
should  be  supported  by  some  declara- 
tion before  they  go  into  this  Conference. 
I  think  it  eminently  desirable;  on  the 


ground  that  we  have  been  exhibiting 
ourselves  as  a  divided  people.  What  I 
want  is  to  see  that  wound  healed  and 
the  breach  closed.  Bevert  then,  without, 
if  you  like,  abandoning  anything  you 
have  said,  but  adopting  an  easy  and 
early  measure — to  the  Constitutional 
method  of  inviting  the  sense  of  both 
Houses.  You  are  not  afraid  of  defeat 
or  difficulty  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and, 
so  far  as  I  know — though  I  cannot  pre- 
sume to  speak  except  as  an  individual — 
manv  of  those  who  are  supposed  to  go 
the  mrthest  on  this  question  would  be 
glad  to  find  the  means  of  agreement 
with  you.  I  have  made  a  note  of  the 
points  I  considered  most  essential ;  and, 
in  touching  upon  them,  the  manifesta- 
tions partly  of  the  House  and  partly  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  lead  me  to  believe 
that  this  is  really  a  subject  of  serious 
consideration,  and  that  that  man  will  do 
a  real  public  service  who,  if  possible, 
shall  extricate  us  from  the  dilemma  in 
which  we  find  ourselves — namely,  the 
danger  of  presenting  ourselves  at  the 
Conference  as  a  divided  Parliament. 
Now,  Sir,  supposing  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament — an  interval  being  given 
them,  and  this  proposal  of  £6,000,000 
standing  for  future  consideration — were 
to  present  to  the  Crown  a  humble  and 
loyal  Address,  setting  forth  that  they 
were  desirous  unitedly  of  supporting  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Councils  of  Europe,  that  would  do 
something  to  bury  the  controversies  of 
the  past.  Supposing  the^  said  it  was 
their  desire  and  determination  to  aid 
Her  Majesty  on  all  occasions  in  defend- 
ing the  interests  of  this  Empire  with 
the  strength  of  this  Empire,  and  that  it 
was  their  desire  to  pursue  European 
objects  and  purposes  by  means  of  con- 
cert among  the  Powers  of  Europe;  sup- 
posing they  recognized  and  adopted  the 
engagement  which  has  been  given  by 
the  Executive  Government,  that  they 
would  endeavour  by  friendly  means  to 
obtain  for  Turkey  the  most  favourable 
arrangement  that  circumstances  would 
permit  in  all  matters  that  might  arise 
as  between  the  belligerents  or  between 
the  Powers  of  Europe.  I  hope  you 
would  not  grudge,  and  would  not  refuse, 
in  this  great  crisis — ^in  this  great  day, 
when  the  future  fortunes  of  12,000,000 
or  14,000,000  of  men  are  to  be  dealt 
with  and  decided,  and  a  line  is  to  be 
drawn  which  shall  mark  for  them  the 
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boundary  between  the  two  oonditionB  of 
seryitude  and  freedom — I  hope  you 
would  not  grudge  or  refuse  to  say  a 
word  in  mild  and  guarded  terms  for 
that  which  is  dearer  to  Englishmen  than 
life  itself — namely,  the  uberty  which 
they  have  fought  for,  which  they  have 
inherited  from  their  fathers,  which  they 
cherish  for  themselves,  which  they  mean 
to  hand  down  to  their  sons,  and  with 
which  they  must  sympathize,  and  which 
they  most  earnestly  desire  to  see  passed 
on  to  and  enjoyed  by  all  the  nations  and 
peoples  of  the  world.  You  would  not, 
surely,  grudge  the  expression  of  your 
hope  that  in  all  questions  between 
Turkey  and  her  subjects  the  influence  of 
this  country  would  be  used  in  a  manner 
agreeable  to  its  ancient  and  noble  tradi- 
tions, and  in  support  of  the  just  and 
weU-ordered  freedom  which  affords,  and 
which  alone  can  afford,  the  smallest  hope 
for  the  future  peace  and  prosperity  of 
England. 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  done.  I  have  de- 
tained the  House  long.  I  am  indebted 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as  weU  as  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  behind  me  for  the  fund 
of  patience  they  have  exhibited.  I  trust 
I  hiave  effected  something  to  redeem  the 
pledge  with  which  I  set  out,  and  if  I 
have  not  been  able  fully  to  abstain  from 
criticism,  that  I  have  shown  criticism 
not  to  be  my  main  purpose.  I  resume 
my  seat  in  declaring  that,  next  to  the 
paramount  and  sacred  duty  of  promoting 
the  interests  of  justice,  himianity,  and 
freedom  all  through  the  world,  there 
can  be  no  object  at  the  present  moment 
nearer  to  the  heart  of  every  Englishman 
and  every  Member  of  Parliament,  than, 
in  a  great  crisis  like  the  present,  which 
has  now  reached  its  ripeness,  to  make 
some  effort,  however  humble,  towards 
the  re-establishment  of  domestic  concord 
and  peace  by  enabling  those  who  are 
charged  with  the  cares  and  anxieties  of 
Government  to  enter  the  Council  Cham- 
ber of  Europe  strong  in  the  strength  of 
an  united  people. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY:  Sir,  I 
am  not  surprised  at  the  cheers  which 
have  greeted  the  close  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  and  if,  like  him,  I 
could  attempt  to  forget  all  that  has 
passed,  and  if  I  could  indeed  suppose 
that  the  project  he  has  advanced  was  one 
for  the  honour  of  the  Government  and 
the  good  of  the  country,  I  might  meet  it 
in  a  different  tone  from  that  which  I 
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shall  think  it  my  duty  to  adopt.  I  am 
glad  we  have  a  sign,  now  that  Parlia- 
ment is  called  together,  that  some  mode- 
ration and  temperance  is  adopted  in  the 
language  whicn  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  hon.  Members  have  in  the  country 
used  in  view  of  the  existing  state  of 
things.  But  I  cannot  but  remember 
that  within  the  last  few  days  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  addressed 
us  has  indicated  that  he  has  no  confi- 
dence in  the  present  Government,  and 
that  he  considers  the  Government  to  be 
typified  and  embodied  in  its  head.  Nor 
can  I  forget  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
been  watched,  and  I  will  venture  to  say 
misrepresented — ^I  do  not  say  wilfully, 
because  I  would  not  impute  that — ^but 
consistently  misrepresented  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  during  the  whole  of  the 
18  months  to  which  he  has  referred.  I 
feel  as  deeply  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  do  the  gravity  of  the  issue 
which  we  are  debating,  we  have  within 
the  last  few  years  seen  Treaties  upon 
which  the  greatest  expenditure  of  time 
and  trouble — nay,  I  may  add  the  greatest 
expenditure  of  blood  and  treasure — has 
been  made,  torn  to  pieces  and  scattered 
to  the  winds ;  and  therefore,  when  we  are 
on  the  eve  of  a  new  Treaty,  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  take 
care  that  that  Treaty  should  be  so  framed 
as  to  be  more  lasting  than  were  those 
which  have  preceded  it.  Why,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  at  times 
ventured  to  iinpugn  the  neutrality  of 
Her  Majesty's  Grovemment,  was  himself 
not  in  favour  of  neutrality;  he  was  him- 
self in  favour  of  our  drawing  the  sword 
on  one  side. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  pardon. 
I  am  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  desire  to  misrepresent  me,  and 
the  case  is  so  important  that  I  must 
repeat  what  I  said.  What  I  spoke  of 
was  action  by  us  in  concert  with  the 
Powers  of  Europe.  I  never  expressed 
any  opinion  in  lavour  of  our  drawing 
the  sword  in  concert  with  a  particular 
Power. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  within  the 
hearing  of  the  House  within  a  very  few 
moments,  and  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  we  should  have  used  pressure  or 
coercion  upon  Turkey  in  concert  with 
other  Powers;  but  in  the  case  of  the 
failure  of  concert,  then 'by  ourselves. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  No,  no ;  I  said  force  in 
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concert.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assumes  that  the  nation  which  has  con- 
tended with  oyerwhelming  forces  would 
have  submitted  to  the  force  of  the  con- 
cert of  nations  of  which  he  speaks. 
There  is  no  proof  or  indication  that  such 
would  be  the  case.  Turkey  may  have 
been  blind,  but  she  has  been  brave. 
She  may  have  been  foolish,  but  she  was 
at  least  determined.  She  believed  that 
she  had  interests  to  support,  and,  al- 
though the  terms  proposed  to  her  were 
again  and  again  filtered  down  until  they 
took  form  in  the  Protocol,  she  still  re- 
sisted the  combined  entreaties  of  the 
Powers;  and,  though  she  considered 
England  to  be  her  friend,  she  still  re- 
sisted the  importunities  of  this  country. 
What  did  this  country  do  ?  It  has  been 
said  that  we  have  neglected  the  interests 
of  those  Provinces  which  were  oppressed 
by  Turk^.  I  deny  it  in  every  term  it 
is  possible  for  me  to  use.  What  was 
the  course  this  Government  took  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  been  in 
office  for  years,  says  it  was  not  until 
1875  the  condition  of  Turkey  was 
thoroughly  known.  Why  was  it  not 
known  ?  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
no  responsibility  for  not  knowing  it? 
In  1871  he  renewed  the  Treaties.  He 
renewed  them,  I  presume,  because  Eng- 
land was  deeply  mterested  in  their  re- 
newal. Did  ne,  then,  in  1871,  renew 
the  Treaties  without  inquiring  into  the 
condition  of  Turkey  ?  li  1872  our  Con- 
suls reported  to  him  that  Turkey  was  in 
a  good  condition  and  going  on  well. 
He  was  satisfied  with  those  reports. 
In  1873  inquiries  may  have  been  going 
on,  but  it  was  not  until  another  Govern- 
ment was  in  power  that  the  condition  of 
Turkey  attracted  the  notice  qf  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  that  condition 
might  have  its  effect  upon  the  condition 
of  the  Government.  Well,  Sir,  I  strongly 
object  to  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  on  this  occasion. 
It  seems  to  me  that  those  who  have  within 
a  very  recent  period — even  since  this 
Vote  was  under  discussion — ^taken  upon 
themselves  to  address  the  strongest 
language  with  respect  to  it  to  excited 
audiences,  have  no  right  to  come  into  this 
House  and  with  ''bated  breath  and 
whispering  humbleness  "  to  speak  to  us 
in  a  totaUy  different  tone  and  with  a 
totally  different  intention.  Sir,  I  think 
that  the  Government  have  much  reason 
to  complain  of  this.    The  right  hon. 

YOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thikd  sbeies.] 


Gentleman  has  stated  that  we  encouraged 
the  Turks  to  go  to  war  without  one  tittle 
or  shadow  of  proof;  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  condemned  listening  to 
rumours  and  not  giving  authority  for 
statements,  did  he  act  in  conformity  with 
that  condemnation?  What  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  those 
underground  communications  of  which 
he  spoke  between  Turkey  and  England 
which  encouraged  Turkey  to  continue 
the  war  ?  Who  was  the  author  of  those 
rumours  ?  Who  was  the  man  who  gave 
currency  to  those  rumours  ?  Who,  I 
ask,  is  the  individual  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accuses  of  being  the  author 
of  those  underground  communications  ? 
Let  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  dare  to 
name  him.  Why,  Sir,  we  have  seen, 
not  only  for  the  last  18  months  which 
he  admits,  but  for  years  past,  the 
feeling — I  will  not  use  a  stronger 
phrase  —  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  pursued  my  noble  Friend 
who  now  sits  in  the  other  House. 
There  had  been  here  and  there  small 
indications  —  a  little  oozing  of  lava 
from  cracks  in  the  mountfun;  but  at 
length  it  poured  forth  in  pent-up  force 
at  Oxford  on  the  devoted  head  of  my 
noble  Friend.  But,  Sir,  how  is  it  that 
Turkey  has  been  encouraged  ?  Turkey 
has  been  encouraged  by  mose  who,  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  been 
a  Prime  Minister,  and  by  those  who 
have  been  his  followers,  have  gone  to 
and  fro  in  the  country  stating  that  the 
Government  were  not  sincere  in  their 
professions  of  neutrality,  and  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  for  war  in  behalf 
of  Turkey.  Let  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  dare 
to  say  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  what  ne  said  at  Selkirk — that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  never  concealed 
his  desire  to  plunge  this  country  into  war. 
Let  the  hon.  Member  prove  this  state- 
ment, or  let  it  go  into  some  category 
which  it  is  not  Parliamentary  to  name. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
expect  us  to  submit  to  those  taunts 
which  have  been  made  outside  the 
House  and  then  to  come  here  and  listen, 
without  indignation,  while  he  addresses 
us  in  this  meek  manner  as  if  they  had 
never  been  uttered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  ciphers.  I  am 
one  of  the  ciphers  of  the  Government. 
I  am  content  to  be  one  of  those  ciphers ; 
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but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  ciphers  in  the  Ministry 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  forgot  that 
one  of  those  ciphers  was  Sir  Eobert 
PeeL  If  Sir  Eobert  Peel  was  a  cipher, 
then,  I  repeat,  I  am  content  to  be  one. 
Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  few 
days  a^o,  put  forward  Lord  Beaconsfield 
as  the  beginning  and  end  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say?  He  used  these 
remarkable  words,  and  they  are  so  re- 
markable that  I  cannot  help  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  passage. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  To  my  own  great  pain  and  with  infinite 
reluctance,  but  under  the  full  and  strong  con- 
viction of  my  political  old  age,  for  the  last  18 
months  I  may  be  said  to  have  played  the  part  of 
an  agitator.  My  purpose,  I  may  tell  you  fairly, 
has  been,  with  extremely  inadequate  means,  and 
in  a  very  mean  and  poor  degree,  but  still  to  the 
best  of  my  power,  for  the  last  18  months,  day 
and  night- 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  said  that  misery  makes 
men  acquainted  with  strange  bedfellows. 
My  noble  Friend  is  a  most  excellent 
companion  by  day,  but  if  for  the  last 
18  months  the  ideal  of  him  conjured  up 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
the  nightmare  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  must  have  been  disturbed  by 
strange  phantoms. 

— "  day  and  night,  week  by  week,  month  by 
month,  to  counter- work  as  well  as  I  could  what 
I  believe  to  be  the  purpose  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.' ' 

For  my  part  I  have  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  mean  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  one  of  those 
impulsive  natures  which,  when  they  take 
a  matter  in  hand,  invariably  go  through 
with  it.  In  all  the  great  changes  that 
have  taken  place  in  his  career  I  have  no 
doubt  he  has  entertained  a  firm  and  un- 
hesitating belief  in  the  course  he  has 
taken  at  the  time.  But,  Sir,  is  that  a 
very  good  description  of  a  safe  and  wise 
politician  ?  A  friend  of  mine  kindly  sent 
me  a  passage  which  I  think  the  House 
will  say  has  some  bearing  upon  the  par- 
ticular idiosyncrasy  and  Sie  impassioned 
feelings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  the 
head  and  front  of  our  shocking  and 
wicked  policy — the  very  embodiment  of 
that  policy.  Well,  a  Ministry  ought  to 
be  perfecliy  willing  to  be  tried  by  that 
test.  We  know  that  Lord  Beaconsfield 
£rom  the  firstprofessed  certain  intentions ; 
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that  he  has  kept  to  them ;  that  he  has 
acted  upon  them ;  and  we  know,  too,  as 
the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  has  admitted,  that 
from  first  to  last,  according  to  our  pro- 
fession, we  have  kept  this  country  at 
peace,  and  that  not  under  such  easy  cir- 
cumstances as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  suppose.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  new  policy,  to  which  he  gave 
expression  the  other  day,  intimated  that 
the  first  object  of  his  attack  was  to  be 
Lord  Beaconsfield ;  but  now  so  entirely 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  changed 
his  mind,  mat  he  is  willing  to  be  a  party 
to  an  Address  from  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  in  order  to  show  that  they 
have  the  utmost  confidence  in  Lord 
Beaconsfield.  Well,  Tom  Moore  was 
not  a  bad  satirical  writer  on  political 
matters,  and  he  suggests  that  a  man 
should  set  up  a  sort  of  ideal,  contrary  to 
which  he  should  always  act.  He  says 
in  his  "  Eecipe  for  a  Good  Politician  " — 

**  Keep  him  always  reversed  in  your  thoughts 

night  and  day, 
like  an  Irish  barometer  turned  the  wrong 

way. 
If  he*s  up,  you  may  swear  that  foul  weather 

is  nigh; 
If  he's  down,  you  may  look  for  a  bit  of  blue 

sky. 
Never  mind  what  debaters  or  journalists  say. 
Only  ask  what  he  thinks  and  then  think 

t'other  way. 
Is  he  all  for  the  Turks  P    Then  at  once  fake 

the  whole 
Russian  Empire  (Czar,  Cossacks,  and  all)  to 

your  souL 
In  short,  whatsoeyer  he  talks,  thinks,  or  is. 
Be  your  thoughts,  words,  and  essence  the  oon- 

traat  of  his." 

Well,  Sir,  I  think  that  that  passage 
sets  forth  emphatically  the  policy  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
that  he  has  acted.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  there  has  been  a  great 
change.  Well,  no  doubt  a  certain 
amount  of  change  has  occurred .  Changes 
have  occurred  day  by  day ;  but  we  have 
not  observed  that  with  those  changes 
there  has  been  any  change  in  the  bitter 
sentiments  expressed  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  reference  to  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  (Joschen)  made  a  speech 
the  other  night,  to  which,  on  eujcount  of 
its  ability,  we  all  listened  with  pleasure ; 
but  there  was  not  a  sentence  wnich  was 
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not  impregnated  with  the  gall  of  which 
he  has  an  abundant  suppfy.    Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  is  said  to  have  spoken  with 
moderation.  Tes.    The  speech  was  calm, 
and  apparently  of  a  peaceful  nature,  but 
he   imputed   charges   and    accusations 
against  the  Cbvernment  of  the  most  for- 
midable character.      But  they  were  told 
to  forget  all  this  before  the  debate  was 
over.    It  is  impossible  to  forget  it.     It 
is  impossible  not  to  condemn  those  right 
hon.    Gentlemen,  however   much  they 
may  wish  to  get  out  of  the  scrape  into 
which  they  have  brought  themselves, 
however  anxious  they  may  be  to  get  out 
of  Uie  charge  which  I  make  against  them 
— of   stopping    Supplies,   of    taking   a 
course  wmch  is  inconsistent  with  that 
which  has  been  taken  by  any  Opposition 
heretofore— I  say  it  is  impossible  this 
can  be    passed    by   lightly,    for    they 
are  attempting  to  stop  Supplies  at  a 
time  when  they  know  they  cannot  dis- 
place the  Cbvemment.    The  n^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  divided  his  speech  into  four 
parts.     I  do  not  enter  mto  the  ques- 
tion of  his  criticisms  on  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  I  have  no  doubt  he  wiU  take 
care  of  himself.    They  were  criticisms 
which  did  not  affect  the  case,  and  which 
will  never  affect  the  credit  which  the 
House  will  give  to  any  statement  made 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend.    Now,  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  when 
this  proposal  was  made  his  objection 
was  made  because  there  was  an  idea 
that    the    war    would   be    prolonged. 
["No,  no!"]     I  took  it  dpwn  at  the 
moment,  and  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  disputes    it.    It    was 
then  going  on.     But  how  was  it  going 
on?      The    Turks    had    assented — had 
sent  Delegates  to  assent  to — ^the  bases 
of  peace,   and    we    had    every   reason 
to  suppose  that  they  would  be  listened  to. 
The  reason  apparently  given  to  show 
why  we  had  given    encouragement  to 
Turkey  to  prolong  the  war  was  because 
Musurus  Fasha  had  said  something  or 
other — ^that  we  some  time  or  other  might 
come  to  help  him.    Now,  is  it  to  be 
supposed  that  because  the  Minister  of  a 
State  in  the  condition  in  which  Turkey 
is  has  a  hope  that  this  would  occur — is 
it  to  be  supposed  that  that    is    proof 
that  the  Government  ever  gave  encou- 
ragement to  Turkey  ?    On  me  contrary, 
we  repeated  again  and  again  that  it  was 


in  vain  for  him  to  offer  any  such  pros- 
pects to  the  Turkish  Government,  and 
that  the  mind  of  the  Govemmen^t  was 
made  up.     He  was  told  that  so  long  as 
Turkish  interests  alone  were  in  question 
nothing  would  induce  us  to  intervene. 
But  because  the  Minister  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  entertained  hopes,  we  are  sup- 
posed to    have    encouraged    them.    I 
will  venture    to   say  that   neither  the 
Minister     for     Turkey     nor      anyone 
else    can    produce  any    evidence    that 
we   held    out    any    such    encourage- 
ment   as    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
suggests.     Now  I  come  to  the  second 
head;    but    here   I    may   make    one 
remark.    I  might  comment  in  stronger 
terms  on  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  other  day,  but  I  think  there 
has  been  quite  enough  discussion  of  that. 
Still,  I  have  always  said  this  with  respect 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  when 
he  adopts  this  high  tone  in  lecturing  the 
Government,  he  might  remember  that 
those  Tories  whom  he  so  much  abuses 
were  the  men  with  whom  he  once  acted ; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  f  Sir  William  Harcourt),  whenjie 
spoke  of  him  as  having  given  the  whole  of 
his  honourable  life  to  the  services  of  free- 
dom and  peace,  might  have  recollected 
that  at  least  half  of  that  honourable  life 
has  been  spent  in  the  Tory  Governments 
and  in  the  service  of  the  Tory  Party 
against    which    he    had    made    these 
charges.     The    right   hon.   Gentleman 
was,  I  believe,  even  during  the  time  I 
have  been  in  Parliament,  a  member  of 
the  Carlton  Club.    I  do  not  suppose 
that  he  feels  it  an  imputation  that  he 
was  a  member  of  that  Club.  All  I  say  is 
that  when  he  attacks  so  bitterly  the 
Party  to  which  he  once  belonged  he  is 
going    beyond  the   limits  of   fairness. 
Then  he  said  that  this  Vote  was  not 
in  connection  with  the  Speech.      That 
is  true  as  to  the  terms  of  the  Speech ; 
but  Parliament  was  called  togeflier  to 
assist    our  efforts   for   peace,   and  we 
believe  that  this  Vote  will  have  that 
beneficial  effect.    The  Vote,  which  was 
not    asked    for  in    the    terms    of   the 
Speech,   rests  on  what  has  happened 
since.    But  I  now  come  to  the  important 
part  of  the  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.    He  says — **  It  can  no 
longer   influence    preliminary  negotia- 
tions."    I  am  not  sure  of  that.    Why 
not?    Preliminary  negotiations  are  not 
over.  We  have  not  heard  for  what  time 
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the  armistice  is  granted,  or  upon  what 
terms.  We  know  as  a  matter  of  feict 
that  the  Bnssian  Armies  have  advanced 
to  certain  positions  which,  if  the  armistice 
were  abandoned,  would  put  them  in  pos- 
session of  points  which  might  be  deadly 
to  Turkey,  and  perhaps  deadly  to  Europe. 
There  are  other  points  on  which  great 
doubt  still  remains,  and  therefore  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  question  is  not  yet 
settled,  and  that  a  great  deal  yet  re- 
mains under  consideration.  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  one 
statement  which  I  am  glad  to  recognize, 
and  that  is  £rom  his  study  of  the  ques- 
tion, looking  at  it  from  the  outside.  He 
has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  Prince 
Gortchakoff  has  given  an  honourable 
engagement  against  the  occupation  of 
the  Turkish  capital.  Surely,  then,  those 
negotiations  and  those  despatches  which 
he  admits  have  brought  about  so  desir- 
able a  result  have  not  fallen  altogether 
to  the  ground.  We  were  taunted  very 
frequenuy  with  not  carrying  into  effect 
that  which  we  had  promised  in  May; 
but,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  effect  of  what 
we  did  has  been  that  it  was  laid  down 
that  Constantinople  should  only  be  ap- 
proached for  strategical  reasons,  which 
reasons  having  ceased,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Bussians 
cannot  in  honour  approach  that  capital. 
Well,  now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assimies  that  we  are  objecting  to  the 
Opposition  condemning  our  foreign 
policy,  and  he  tells  us  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  ob- 
jected to  this  Vote ;  and  he  said  all  Op- 
positions have  objected  to  foreign  policy, 
and  he  points  to  Peel,  Fox,  and  others 
as  having  done  so.  Quite  true,  they 
have  objected,  and  no  one  complains 
of  that.  But  what  we  do  object  to  is  an 
Opposition  attempting  to  stop  Supplies. 
If  they  stop  Supplies,  5iey  stop  the  course 
which  the  Government  thinks  necessary 
to  carry  on  its  existence— that  which  is 
essential  to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
If  we  misuse  Supplies,  Parliament  is 
sitting,  and  Parliament  we  have  not 
attempted  to  exclude  from  our  delibera- 
tions. We  live  under  the  eyes  of  Par- 
liament, and  Parliament  has  the  power, 
if  we  misuse  any  portion  of  the  Vote,  of 
condemning  us  for  it.  That  is  legiti- 
mate. But  stopping  Supplies  is  another 
and  totally  different  thing,  and  I  believe 
has  never  been  attempted  before  upon 
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any  Ministers  who  are  in  the  position  of 
the  Government  of  the  country.  Ob- 
jections to  different  items  in  an  Estimate 
I  can  understand;  but  here  you  are 
taking  the  initiative  against  any  Supplv 
at  all,  and  deny  us  that  confidence  wnica 
is  necessary  for  strengthening  our  hands, 
even  though  you  know  we  must  remain 
in  office,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright).  I 
will  not  go  out  of  the  way  to  accuse  the 
character  of  Mr.  Fox,  but  I  have  heard 
with  some  astonishment  that  it  was  the 
proudest  period  in  his  political  history 
when  he  pursued  the  course  he  adopted 
as  to  the  war  between  England  and 
France.  In  my  opinion  nothing  was 
more  unpatriotic  in  the  history  of  the 
country,  and  I  think  it  is  a  stam  on  the 
political  character  of  Mr.  Fox,  and  cer- 
tainly it  could  never  add  anything  to  the 
credit  of  his  life.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  what  distinct  British  interests 
were  in  danger.  Well,  distinct  British 
interests  are  few;  but  I  have  yet  to 
learn  that  because  others  have  interests 
involved  with  British  interests,  Gbeat 
Britian  is  not  to  take  steps  to  protect 
those  which  concern  her.  But  still  more 
is  she  boimd  to  take  steps  if  there  are 
others  able  to  take  action  which  may 
affect  her  in  defence  of  their  interests. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen) 
has  put  it  as  an  absurdity,  that  if  this 
Vote  was  necessary  for  diplomatic  pur- 
poses it  ought  to  be  refused.  I  should 
have  thought  that  that  would  have  been 
one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  its 
favour.  It  seems  to  be  thought  that 
England  alone  should  have  no  special 
interests.  Other  nations  are  acting 
upon  their  own  interests — ^they  are  afl 
acting  upon  their  own  interests — and  I 
am  boimd  to  say  in  any  negotiations  we 
may  enter  into  we  must  consider  those 
interests,  and  pay  a  deference  to  them 
as  long  as  they  do  not  interfere  mate* 
rially  with  our  own  policy.  I  do  not 
understand  what  is  meant  by  the  selfish 
interests  of  England.  Our  interests  may 
be  just  the  same  as  those  of  other  na- 
tions, and  it  is  at  least  desirable  that  we 
should  be  ready  to  defend  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ghreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  talks  of  the 
vast  cost  of  our  peace  establishment,  and 
implies  the  needlessness  of  asking  money 
for  naval  and  military  purposes,  and  he 
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made  a  curious  reference  to  the  time  of 
the  Crimean  War.  He  told  us,  and  I  dare- 
say correctly,  what  was  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  at  that  time.  The 
troops  went  out  rapidly,  it  is  quite  true ; 
but  what  was  the  state  of  those  troops  ? 
There  were  brave  officers  and  soldiers ; 
but  what  was  wanting?  Why,  they 
were  destitute  of  everything  that  was 
necessary  to  bind  an  Army  together.  It 
was  hardly  to  be  called  an  Army  when 
it  came  to  move.  It  was  without  trans- 
port ;  it  had  no  commissariat;  it  had  no 
medical  arrangements;  and  it  had  to 
borrow  surgeons  from  the  Meet.  No 
force,  I  believe,  was  ever  landed  in  the 
face  of  an  enemy  so  utterly  wanting  in 
all  the  appliances  which  ought  to  ac- 
company an  Army,  and  which  ought  to 
be  provided  as  a  preliminary  to  action. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  teUs  how  effi- 
cient it  was  made  in  12  months;  but  he 
does  not  teU  us  what  was  spent  in  that 
time.  It  may  be  that  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates that  had  been  voted  were  applied 
to  the  purposes  of  the  war,  leaving  defi- 
ciencies to  be  made  up.  There  were,  of 
course,  large  Votes  on  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates and  Votes  of  Credit — voted,  I  ven- 
ture to  say,  in  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment without  any  statement  being  made 
as  to  how  they  were  to  be  applied.  They 
were  handed  over  to  the  (Jovemment  for 
the  purposes  of  use,  as  we  ask  for  this 
Vote  now  for  the  purposes  of  use.  K 
you  look  through  the  Papers  of  the 
Crimean  War,  you  wiU  see  that  again 
and  again  there  were  Votes  of  Credit 
without  any  specification  of  the  way  in 
which  they  were  to  be  used.  [An  hon. 
Membeb:  That  was  for  war.]  Yes; 
but  still  money  was  voted  without 
specific  application,  and  the  objection 
that  has  been  made  to  this  Vote  is  that 
we  do  not  say  in  detail  what  we  are 
going  to  do  with  it.  It  seems  to  me  a 
most  extraordinary  proposition.  What 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  about  his 
precedent  in  1 870  ?  He  said  he  could  not 
state  publicly  everything  he  knew,  and 
that  there  were  good  reasons  why  the 
Government  (^ouM  not  state  publicly  all 
they  knew.  No  one  knows  better  tiian 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who 
have  sat  in  Cabinets,  how  many  occa- 
sions there  are  in  which  Members  of 
Cabinets  fight,  as  it  were,  with  their 
hands  tied  behind  them— occasions 
when  Members  of  the  House  may  attack 
them,  and  they  are  unable  to  break  con- 


fidence and  so  defend  themselves,  though 
the  answer  they  have  may  be  absolutely 
perfect.  As  to  the  mode  in  which  this 
money  is  to  be  raised,  everybody  can 
see  what  that  mode  must  be  under  the 
circumstances.  It  is  simply  impossible 
to  raise  it  by  taxes  in  the  course  of  two 
months,  and  as  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  have  the  money,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) has  taken  that  which  is  the  ordi- 
nary means  of  obtaining  it.  With  re- 
spect to  precedents,  it  is  all  very  well  to 
talk  about  the  1870  Vote  as  not  being  a 
precedent ;  but  I  say  it  is,  in  spite  of  all 
the  exceptions  you  may  make.  The 
Government  asked  for  a  Vote  for 
strengthening  our  Forces,  and  they  re- 
ceived it  in  a  lump  sum  of  £2,000,000, 
to  spend  as  they  thought  fit.  That  is 
a  precedent.  Eef erring  to  the  terms  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  Vote  of  1870  was  a  departure  from 
the  policy  of  neutrality  and  peace, 
because  tiie  money  might  have  been 
used  under  conditions?  Was  it  a 
breach  of  neutrality  and  peace  be- 
cause you  meant  to  use  it  with  reference 
to  certain  Treaties  by  which  you  had 
engaged  yourselves?  If  not,  why  is 
ours  to  be  considered  a  breach  of  neu- 
trality and  peace?  That  Vote  did  not 
lead  to  war,  out  it  was  spent,  and,  as  it 
turned  out,  uselessly  spent.  It  was 
spent  for  a  purpose  advantageous  in 
itself,  but  exactly  at  the  period  when  it 
was  of  the  least  service,  and  I  will  tell 
the  reason  why.  Twenty  thousand  men 
were  added  to  the  Army,  and  no  sooner 
was  that  done  than  it  was  reduced  again. 
It  was  at  the  time  they  were  bemnning 
the  Eeserve;  and  ever  since  the  Seserve 
has  been  lagging  behind  because  they 
reduced  the  Army  at  the  very  time  when 
they  had  the  men  whom  they  might 
have  passed  into  the  EeServe.  I  thmk 
that  was  as  foolish  a  policy  as  was  ever 
adopted;  because  you  first  of  all  wasted 
your  £2,000,000,  and  then  you  wasted 
the  means  of  obtaining  a  Eeserve.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said  that 
negotiation  and  armaments  are  utterly 
incompatible.  [Mr.  GLADStONB  dis- 
sented.] I  understood  him  to  say  that 
this  Vote  of  Credit  is  taken  at  a  time 
when  we  propose  to  go  into  Con- 
ference, ana  that  when  you  are  going 
into   a   Conference    is    exactly   when 
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you  ought  not  to  be  putting  on  your 
armour.  I  took  down  the  words  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  lips  as  I 
understood  them.  I  thought  that 
was  rather  a  remarkable  thing  to  be 
said;  because  the  latest  Conference 
we  have  had  was  the  Conference  of 
Constantinople,  and  just  previous  to 
that  Conference  Bussia  mobilized  her 
Forces.  She  not  only  mobilized  her 
Forces,  but  advanced  to  the  frontier,  and 
she  mobilized  such  an  enormous  mass  of 
her  Forces  that  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
suppose  that  when  she  went  into  that 
Conference  she  must  not  have  meant 
war.  I  never  heard  any  complaint  of 
the  course  taken  by  Russia,  who  mobi- 
lized her  forces  on  the  frontiers  of 
Turkey  at  the  time  the  Conference  was 
sitting.  It  was  never  suggested  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  these  prepara- 
tions were  an  impediment  to  peace;  but 
they  led  all  Europe  to  suppose  that  the 
Conference  must  fail,  because  so  large 
an  expenditure  had  been  incurred  that 
it  was  inferred  war  was  intended.  But 
this  is  a  totally  different  transaction; 
it  is  a  preliminary  and  precautionary 
measure,  and  not  a  measure  of  war, 
as  the  BuBsian  course  was.  Anyone 
who  knows  anything  of  the  require- 
ments of  modem  war  will  know  per- 
fectly well  that  the  amount  of  this  Vote 
could  by  no  means  carry  us  far  into  war; 
and,  besides,  the  House  is  sittinfi^,  and 
it  is  known  perfectlv.  well  that  brfore 
war  coidd  be  declared,  or  we  shoidd  be 
plunged  into  war,  the  House  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion. 
But  it  is  important  we  should  have 
everything  ready  in  case  it  should  be 
required  at  any  moment;  for  if  any- 
thing has  been  proved  of  recent  years, 
it  has  been  that  wars  arise  suddenly 
and  have  broken  out  from  unf(»reseen 
causes.  When  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man compares  the  expenditure  of  dif- 
ferent countries,  let  mm  also  compare 
their  armaments,  and  when  he  says 
Austria  and  Germany  do  not  spend  so 
much  money,  let  him  remember  what 
armies  they  have  on  a  peace  footing, 
what  resources  they  have  for  imme- 
diate movement,  and  then  compare 
with  their  armies  our  49mall  army, 
which  I  value  very  highly,  but  which  I 
quite  admit  is  a  peace  establish- 
ment, and  which  could  not  engage  in  a 
great  war  without  large  additions  and 
expenditure.    I  say  the  comparison  the 

JTr.  Gathome  Hardy 


right  hon.  Gentleman  makes,  between 
the  peace  establishments  of  the  different 
countries  is  quite  untenable.  He  tells  us 
he  is  anxious  for  a  path  to  concord; 
none  can  desire  it  more  than  we ;  but  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  an 
unreal  Vote,  we  object  to  an  unreal  con- 
cord. We  have  asked  the  House  to  give 
us  this  Vote,  not  as  a  general  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence; but  because  on  ourreeponsibilily 
we  believe  it  will  be  highly  advantageous 
to  iAyd  country  that  we  should  have  it. 
Everyone  must  desire  that  we  should 
be  united  at  the  present  crisis,  and  if 
hon.  GenHemen  opposite  have  such  con- 
fidence in  what  we  are  going  to  do  as 
to  be  ready  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard 
to  an  Address  of  both  Houses,  surely 
he  cannot  hesitate  to  trust  the  Go- 
vernment, which  he  is  ready  to  praise 
so  highly,  and  to  which  he  is  so  pre- 
pared to  give  his  confidence,  with  the 
small  sum  of  money  asked  for  ?  I  do 
not  think  it  will  be  prudent  of  me,  as  it 
was  easy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  unattached  position  to  do,  to  go 
through  the  different  proposals  which 
the  Gov^nment  ought  to  support  in  the 
Conference.  I  wUl  say  that  the  (Govern- 
ment have  shown  that  they  have  no 
separate  interests,  that  they  have  no  de- 
sire  to  act  except  in  concert  with  Europe, 
not  indeed  in  the  coercion  of  the  Turk, 
in  proposing  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stood  almost  alone.  Those  who 
sit  beside  him  were  unable  or  unwilling 
to  support  him  in  the  proposition  he  was 
desirous  to  make  to  that  effect,  and  there- 
fore I  have  the  right  to  assume  that  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  stood  almost  alcHie 
with  respect  to  coercion.  We  have 
shown  our  anxiety  that  the  subject  pojpu- 
lations  of  Turkey  should  receive  fidr 
terms;  that  they  should  obtain,  under 
adequate  guarantees,  such  good  ^vern- 
ment  as  shall  ensure^that  their  hberties 
will  be  respected,  and  that  they  may  be 
able  to  live  in  security  and  happiness 
under  whatever  Government  may  Be  de- 
termined upon.  But  that  anxiety  is  not 
confined  to  the  Slav  populations ;  it  in- 
cludes all  the  populations  of  Turkey.  Our 
great  desire  is  that  such  bases  of  peace 
shall  be  laid  down  as,  by  making  those 
who  are  brought  under  its  infiuences 
contented,  may  ensure  that  the  peace 
shall  be  permanent ;  and  whether  the 
speoifios  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  lead  to  such  a  peace  would  require 
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grave  discussion.  He  has  spoken  of  the 
duty  of  men  to  defend  their  own  inte- 
rests and  to  fight  for  them.  I  think 
there  is  great  justice  in  what  he  said  of 
the  Bulgarians,  who  owe  everything  to 
others  and  haxdly  anything  to  them- 
selves; and  who,  tiierefore,  Siough  they 
might  be  dealt  with  fairly  by  those 
who  have  delivered  them,  might  be 
placed  under  conditions  to  which  they 
would  have  no  claim  to  object.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lays  down 
so  broadly  as  he  has  done  in  a  recent 
artide,  the  right  of  oppressed  peoples 
to  rise  against  their  oppressors,  the 
question  is,  who  is  to  judge  what  is 
oppression?  Who  is  to  say  when  the 
people  are  sufficiently  oppressed  to  rise  ? 
What  is  the  amount  of  oppression  that 
will  justify  them  in  doing  so  ?  The 
BulgEirians  may  say  that  the  tribute  you 
put  us  under  is  an  oppression.  And 
the  very  peace  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wishes  to  produce  may  turn  out 
to  be,  by  resisting  the  payment  of  that 
very  tribute,  broken ;  and  so  bring  about 
the  very  evils  which  he  deplores  and 
wishes  to  prevent.  But  it  is  obviously 
impossible  that  we  can  discuss  this  ques- 
tion here.  So  it  is  with  all  these  points. 
We  l^nnot  discuss  them  here.  We  can- 
not tell  what  may  be  the  views  of  the 
different  Powers  in  relation  to  them. 
We  can  only  speak  of  them  in  the  merest 
generalities ;  and  in  discussing  them  at 
all  we  may  be  taking  on  ourselves  a  task 
which  may  lead  us  into  difficulties  even 
greater  than  those  which  have  already 
been  brought  about.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to 
the  question  of  the  present  position  of  af- 
fairs. We  have  heard  that  the  preliminary 
bases  of  peace  are  signed ;  we  have  heard 
that  the  conditions  of  the  armistice  are 
signed ;  but  we  have  not  yet  ascertained 
on  what  conditions  the  armistice  stands, 
or  for  how  long  it  is  to  continue.  With 
regard  to  the  oases  of  peace,  I  frankly 
own  that  they  appear  to  me  to  convey 
but  the  vaguest  idea  of  what  is  intended. 
We  have  not  the  full  information  on 
that  subject  which  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  had.  With  regard  to  the  bases  of 
peace,  it  will  be  remembered  that  at 
first  we  were  told  by  the  Bussian  Am- 
bassador the  Dardanelles  were  not  men- 
tioned; then  we  found  that  they  were 
included;  then  Prince  Gortchakoff  told 
us  that  the  Dardandles  woidd  be  taken 
out ;  yet  we  are  now  told  to-day 
that  tLe  Dardanelles  are  among  the 


conditions,  and  that  ulterior  measures 
are  to  be  taken  respecting  the  Straits  be- 
tween the  Sultan  and  the  Czar.  That  is 
not  a  state  of  things  so  clear  or  satis- 
factory that  we  can  say  the  bases  of  peace 
are  fidly  established.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  sits  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing) 
advised  that  we  should  have  trust  in 
Bussia,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  said  we  had  a  mean  and 
ignorant  jealousy  of  Russia.  I  will  not 
say  that  I  am  prepared  to  imore  facts. 
I  cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  Mm&t  has  oc- 
curred in  former  years,  nor  can  I  believe 
that  the  suspicions  of  this  country  were 
always  wrong,  and  that  the  course  of 
Bussia  has  always  been  righf;.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
has  put  before  the  country  his  views 
on  this  matter.  K  I  had  said  a  short 
time  ago  suddenly  to  the  Liberal  Party 
in  this  House—"  Do  not  you  aU  agree 
that  there  is  legitimate  ground  of  jea- 
lousy with  regard  to  Bussia  ?  "  would 
they  have  adopted  that  sentiment  ?  No, 
for  they  did  not  know  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  written  such  a  sen- 
tence. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  the  courage  to  lay  down  that  posi- 
tion in  the  article  of  which  I  shall  read 
two  or  three  short  paragraphs.  He  says 
there  are  many  grounds  on  which  there  is 
fair  and  frank  reason  to  distrust  Busma. 
I  do  not  think  we  do  any  dishonour  to 
a  country  or  necessarily  disparage  or 
insult  a  country  when  we  say  it  has  had 
a  large  ambition  which  it  has  testified 
by  great  wars ;  nor  are  we  forbidden  to 
say  that  we  Ihink  we  have  a  right  to 
look  with  jealousy  at  present  events 
on  account  of  the  proceedings  which 
Bussia  has  adopted  in  former  years. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
dwelt  on  that  subject.  I  will  not  read 
much,  but  I  should  like  very  much 
to  call  attention  to  one  or  two  passages; 
because  it  bears  upon  the  circumstances 
in  which  we  are  placed,  and  to  which  he 
has  called  attention.  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Will  you  read  the  whole  article  ?]  The 
whole  article  ? — No,  no  !  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  already  spoken  for  an 
hour  and  a  half,  and  has  stated  to  the 
House  his  opinions  folly.  I  shall  not, 
therefore,  read  the  whole  of  his  article 
in  the  Nineteenth  Century  for  February. 
He  says — 

"  Oar  -view  ought,  in  my  opizuon,  from  the 
first  to  have  heen  this— *that  we  should  keep  the 
separate  aoti<m  of  Russia  out  of  Turkey  by 
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moans  of  the  common  action,  which  was  the 
true  aim  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris  in  1866.  AVTiat 
may  now  be  practicable,  in  the  way  of  limiting 
that  separate  action,  will  be  practicable  only  by 
the  use  of  that  same  instrument." 

But  every  attempt  was  made  by  us  to  ob- 
tain the  concert  of  Europe,  except  that  of 
dipping  our  swords  in  the  blood  of  the 

Seople  of  Turkey,  which  we  refused  to 
o.  Short  of  that,  everything  was  done 
by  this  country  to  bring  about  that  com- 
mon concert  without  relegating  to  Bussia 
single  action,  and  we  retain  the  same 
views.  What  says  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman next? — 

"  But  then  there  is  no  Power  with  hands  so 
clean  as  to  be  beyond  reproach.  Here  the  mis- 
fortune is  that  the  Power  whose  hands  seem  to 
many  the  most  soiled  of  all  in  Christendom  is 
also  the  Power  under  the  greatest  temptation  to 
misuse  its  opportunities  for  corrupt  and  dis- 
organizing purposes." 

Sir,  I  should  be  sorry  to  use  language 
as  strong  as  that  of  a  friendly  Power. 
It  is  language  which  I  quote  but  do  not 
adopt. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  You  must  take 
it  as  a  whole. 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  You 
may  say,  "Take  it  as  a  whole,"  but 
there  is  nothing  to  qualify  the  meaning 
of  that  passage.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  says — 

**  We  seem,  then,  to  arrive  at  three  important 
propositions  which  will  serve  for  g^des  m  con- 
siderine  the  parts  of  the  subject  as  they  come 
up  in  detail.  First,  there  is  a  legitimate  ground 
for  jealousy  of  Russia ;  secondly,  the  saf ^  and 
most  efifectiye  check  upon  Russia  is  to  be  found 
in  the  concert  of  Europe ;  thirdly,  the  setting 
up  of  separate  interests  and  the  aayancement  of 
separate  claims,  even  without  passing  beyond 
the  sphere  of  diplomatic  action,  tend  to  break  up 
that  concert,  and  are,  therefore,  to  be  eschewed 
unless  in  grave  and  evident  necessity." 

I  am  quite  willing  to  adopt  that. 

'*I  have  said  that  what  I  call  the  selfish 
interests  of  one  Power  ought  not  to  be  sought 
without  regard  to  the  interests  of  otiier  Powers, 
and  that  you  have  no  right  to  thrust  down  the 
throats  of  others  what  is  purely  selfish  to  your- 
self, where  others  had  interests  bound  up  with 
yours,  to  which  you  ought  fairly  to  give  effect.'* 

I  do  not  think  any  of  my  Colleagues  will 
differ  from  that  sentiment.  What  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  next,  as 
to  the  point  at  which  we  have  arrived, 
in  a  very  remarkable  passage  ? — 

«  We  have  now  reached  in  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion of  to-day  a  stage  at  which  we  have  to  deal, 
not  with  the  high  honour  of  the  Monarch,  or  the 
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valour  of  the  soldiery,  nobly  rivalled  by  its 
patience  and  devotion,  or  the  generous  emotions 
of  a  great  and  single-minded  people,  but  with 
the  excited  spirit  of  a  military  caste  and  with  a 
diplomatic  service  essentially  astute  and  much 
maligned  indeed  if  it  be  remarkable  for  scrupu- 
losity.'* 

I  think  I  may  fairly  close  the  book  and 
say  that  the  position  to  which  we  have 
come  at  the  present  moment  is  admit- 
tedly, and  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  showing,  one  of  a  very 
grave  character ;  which  requires  that 
the  Government  of  this  country,  with 
its  enormous  interests,  should  have 
the  full  support  of  this  House.  When 
you  talk  of  European  interests  which 
others  have,  remember  you  have  world- 
wide interests — ^interests  in  Asia,  Africa, 
America,  Australia,  and  all  the  islands 
of  the  sea — these  interests  are  vulnerable 
as  well  as  glorious  to  this  country,  and 
therefore  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
bound  to  make  due  provision  for  the 
people  who  trust  in  us  to  protect  their 
&eedom  and  their  liberties — and  that 
they  should  believe  that  we  have  not 
only  the  wish  to  protect,  but  that  we 
are  determined,  and  that  we  have  the 
power  to  protect  them.  And  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  prestige  is  a 
prestige  which  it  is  very  desirable  this 
count^  should  possess.  I  do  not  care 
about  the  word ;  but  the  country  in  re- 
lation to  Colonies,  and  in  relation  to 
foreign  nations,  should  have  the  repu- 
tation of  being  at  once  able  and  willing 
to  protect  its  own  interests  and  defend 
its  own  subjects.  In  this  instance  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  said,  as  I  undex^tood  him, 
that  the  &ct  of  Bussia  being  engaged  in 
this  war  entitled  her  to  protect  her  rights 
and  make  peace  alone  with  Turkey, 
without,  reference  to  European  interest; 
and  he  gave  the  instance  of  France  and 
Germany.  We  did  not,  he  said,  interfere 
between  France  and  Germany  with 
reference  to  the  terms  of  peace ;  but  he 
totally  for^ts  that  we  are  in  relations 
with  Bussia  by  Treaties  from  which  she 
cannot  separate  herself  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  other  Powers ;  therefore,  she 
is  bound  to  bring  into  Conference  with 
the  other  Powers uie  subjects  which  are  in 
dispute.  That  makes  the  whole  difference. 
He  is  perfectly  correct  in  saying  that 
we  did  not  interfere  between  France  and 
Germany,  but  we  have  the  right  to  inter- 
fere with  reference  to  Sussia.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
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City  of  London  (Mr.  Gosolien)  stated  the 
other  evening — ^upon  what  authority  I  do 
not  know — fiiat  if  this  Vote  had  been 
asked  for  to  defend  Constantinople  it 
or  far  more  would  have  been  granted 
without  hesitation  and  unanimously. 
That  was  a  very  bold  statement,  but  it 
would  have  involved  intervention  in 
war,  which  we  had  previously  avoided. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  did  not  say  that 
if  it  had  been  proposed  it  would  have 
been  voted.  I  spoke  of  the  prospect  of 
the  occupation  of  Gallipoli  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Constantinople,  and  said  that 
in  such  a  case  you  woidd  probably  get 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  GATHOENE  HAEDY:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  practically  admits 
what  I  have  said — if  you  had  called  on 
Parliament  for  a  Vote  to  defend  Gallipoli 
or  Constantinople  there  would  have  been 
an  unanimous  vote  of  money  for  the 
purpose.  But  I  am  afraid  what  he  said 
for  his  Party  was  emphatically  what  he 
called  '*  bounce  " — ^not  a  word  in  com- 
mon use,  but  certainly  a  most  emphatic 
word — what  he  said  was  "bounce"  so 
far  as  regards  lihose  whom  he  professed 
to  represent.  [Mr.  Gk)scHEN :  I  spoke  for 
myself.]  I  am  now  speaking  of  tne  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  only — it  could 
not  be  a  matter  of  fact.  Then  we  have 
heard  a  good  deal  about  the  meetings 
which  have  been  held.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  about  the  meeting  at  Guild- 
hall being  an  oi^nized  Rang,  and  of 
people  who  had  been  guiliy  of  riotous 
proceedings  in  coming  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons  and  waiting  on  the  Post- 
master General  —  those  peacebreakers 
who  had  waited  on  him  being  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of 
England.  But  are  there  no  indications 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
does  not  even  represent  his  own  Party  ? 
Look  at  the  West  Eiding  of  Yorkshire 
— is  there  any  name  there  more  asso- 
ciated with  Liberal  politics  than  the 
name  of  FitzwiUiam  ?  Where  is  Lord 
Fitzwilliam  found  on  this  occasion? 
He  has  spoken  as  if  he  felt  it  a  deep 
shame  to  be  associated  with  you  on 
accoimt  of  the  course  you  have  pursued 
in  opposing  this  Vote.  There  was  once 
a  name  in  this  House  which  was  cele- 
brated for  rescuing  Liberal  Govern- 
ments from  difficulties.  That  name  was 
Eortescue.  Where  is  the  name  of 
Fortescue  to-day  ?  It  is  withdrawn  from 
a  Liberal  Association  because  of  the 


adoption  of  a  Une  of  conduct  of  which  he 
who  bears  it  cannot  approve.  I  now 
come  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Mr.  Lowe).  He,  too,  has  used  some 
extraordinary  language  with  respect 
to  the  course  which  has  been  taken  by 
the  Government  —  language  which  I 
should  have  thought  scarcely  becoming 
the  seat  of  learning  which  he  represents 
— a  constituency  which,  it  was  said  by 
my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  created  on  purpose  for 
him,  and  one  to  which  he  should  tiy  to 
do  honour.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, nevertheless,  condescended  to 
speak  of  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  dodge,  and  what  was  called 
**the  confidence  trick,"  which,  I  under- 
stand, is  a  sort  of  trick  resorted  to  by 
card  players  or  sharpers.  I  am  not 
conversant  with  such  bicks,  but  I  pre- 
sume it  applies  to  the  Government.  [Mr. 
Lowe:  Snowing  money.]  "Showing 
money,"  he  calls  it — that  is,  I  suppose, 
trying  to  palm  off  flash  notes  as  real 
money,  or  pretending  to  have  money 
when  we  really  have  not,  in  order  to  get 
someone  to  place  money  in  our  hands. 
But  those  gentlemen  who  get  money  in 
the  way  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gests are  not  sitting  in  public  and  do  not 
spend  it  under  the  pubuo  eye  when  they 
have  secured  it.  To  use  language  which 
I  have  no  doubt  is  familiar  to  mm,  they 
"bolt"  with  the  money;  but  we  are 
obliged  to  spend  it  in  the  face  of  those 
who  gave  it  to  us,  and  to  be  answerable 
for  that  expenditure.  We  are,  therefore, 
in  a  veiT  different  category  from  those 
whom  tne  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls 
"  dodgers."  He  also  talks  of  snobbish- 
ness and  vulgarity,  and  I  am  sure  I  do 
not  wish  to  impugn  his  great  ability  as 
a  teacher  of  manners;  but  I  may  observe 
that  such  language  seems  to  me  to  be 
bettor  suited  to  the  other  side  of  the 
globe.  Now,  by  some  persons,  the  pro- 
posal before  the  House  is  called  a  sham 
and  by  others  a  war  Vote.  Allow  me  to 
tell  them  that  it  is  neither  one  nor  the 
other.  It  is  possible  that  we  may  not 
spend  it  all ;  but  I  may,  I  think,  venture 
to  say  that  we  shall  spend  some  of  it. 
[An  hon.  Mbmbbb:  Some  of  it  has 
been  spent  already.]  We  have  not 
spent  any  of  it,  and  whoever  that  in- 
terruption comes  from  seems  to  be  taking 
rather  a  liberty  after  the  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.    We 
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haye  before  us  one  great  object — ^the 
object  which  we  have  had  in  view 
from  the  very  beginning  of  these  trans- 
actions. We  have  been  thinking  of 
British  interests.  To  us  there  are  no 
interests  like  them,  and  we  have  sought 
to  obtain  in  South-eastern  Europe  a 
permanent  and  solid  peace — a  peace  that 
will  last — for  there  is  no  greater  folly 
than  to  be  a  party  to  a  patched-up  ar- 
rangement that  could  not  be  durable.  It 
may  seem  to  some  to  be  a  small  thing 
that  an  Empire  should  be  broken  up,  and 
there  are  many  persons  I  know  who 
would  care  but  little  to  see  the  Turkish 
Empire  broken  up.  Everyone  has  a 
right  to  his  own  opinions  on  this  subject ; 
but  i^e  question  is,  whether  a  great  up- 
rooting of  that  character  may  not  inter- 
fere with  other  Empires.  It  may  weaken 
the  strength  of  the  greatest  nations.  It 
may  work  mischief  to  the  Austrian  Em- 
pire, to  the  Italian  Elingdom,  or  even  to 
the  French  Eepublic.  Tou  may  wish 
that  the  Turkish  Empire  should  crumble 
into  dust,  but  you  must  not  lose 
sifi^ht  of  the  consequences  which  may 
foUow  its  fall.  You  have  before  you  a 
task  so  infinitely  difficult  that  any  impe- 
diments thrown  in  the  way,  by  thwiurt- 
ing  and  baffling  in  the  smallest  degree 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  its  affairs,  mieht  produce  results 
which  would  be  felt  throughout  the 
country  for  centuries  to  come.  I  hope  I 
may,  without  being  denned  selfish,  and 
with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the  world, 
believe  that  the  British  Empire  has  a 
conmiission  far  beyond  the  oonfiicts  of 
Party,  and  that  the  maintenance  of  its 
power  and  independence  is  a  subject  of 
so  serious  a  character  that  no  man,  be 
his  politics  what  they  may,  can  be  other- 
wise than  appalled  at  the  gravity  of  the 
issues  before  us.  For  my  own  part,  I 
think  it  is  better  that  we  should  look 
difficulties  in  the  face  at  once  than  try 
to  put  them  off.  It  may  be  that  you 
grudge  giving  us  these  £6,000,000  now ; 
but  if  you  remse  them  to  us,  perhaps  you 
would  have  to  spend  £600,000,000  here- 
after. Therefore  it  is  that  wil^  a  view 
to  European  concert,  with  a  view  to  a 
settlement  on  a  sound  footing  of  these 
bases  of  peace,  which,  as  they  at  present 
stand,  are  so  vague  and  uncertain,  we 
ask  you  to  give  us  your^confidence.  That 
is  surely  no  great  demand  to  make  upon 
you  at  such  a  moment.  We  have  a 
right,  I  contend,  after  what  has  passed, 

ifr.  Gathorne  Eardy 


to  ask  you  to  have  confidence  in  our  fu- 
ture policy.  It  has  been  misrepresented, 
and  we  have  had  to  bear  the  misrepre- 
sentetion  until  Parliament  met.  Our 
conduct  has  been  impuraed  and  misre- 
presented in  spite  of  aU  the  documents 
which  were  before  those  ^m  whom  the 
misrepresentetions  have  come ;  and  who 
have,  I  presume,  believed  in  those  un- 
derground currents  and  those  rumours  of 
some  mysterious  communications  between 
this  country  and  Constantinople,  of  which 
the  Government  knew  nothing.  Thus 
to  impugn  the  character  of  a  British  Go- 
vernment is  to  weaken  ite  force  and 
power,  and  you  have  no  right  to  do  so. 
To  do  so  is  unjust.  Tou  nave  a  right 
to  meet  us  in  the  fair  field  of  debate  and 
argument,  but  not  to  indulge  in  those 
surmises  which  are  contrary,  I  will 
say,  not  only  to  the  honour  of  a  Go- 
vernment as  a  Government,  but  to  those 
individuals  who  compose  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  referred  to 
my  noble  Friend  Lcmi  Carnarvon,  and 
no  one  has  a  higher  opinion  of  the 
honour  and  character  of  Lord  Carnarvon 
than  I  have.  No  one  could  regret  more 
his  secession  from  the  Ministry.  I  felt 
the  value  of  his  friendship,  as  well  as  of 
his  support,  in  public  affairs ;  but  when 
the  acts  of  the  Government  are  im- 
pugned and  misrepresented  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  I  would  beg  those  who 
speak  of  Lord  Carnarvon  and  eulogize 
his  conduct  in  contradistinction  to  that 
of  the  other  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  remember  that  he  is  responsible 
— and  I  am  sure  he  would  be  the  last 
to  disavow  the  responsibility — for  every 
word  and  every  act  of  the  Government 
as  a  GK)vemment  until  the  occurrence  of 
that  solitary  proceeding  in  reject  to 
which  he  differed  fr^m  his  Colleagues 
and  retired  from  Office.  I  know  the 
noble  Lord's  high  sense  of  honour;  I 
know  that  whatever  he  may  do  in  the 
future,  he  will  never  throw  discredit 
upon  the  Government  with  which  he 
was  connected.  We  ask  you,  then,  to 
treat  us  as  an  English  Government.  We 
have  asked  on  our  own  responsibility  for 
this  money.  We  ask  to  have  it  speedily ; 
we  ask  for  it  because  we  want  it ;  yet 
you  say  you  will  not  give  it  to  us.  You 
tell  us  that  you  are  prepared  to  pass  an 
empty  Vote ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  proposes  such  a  step  must 
think  we  are  but  children  in  the  ediool 
of  politicians,  when  he  asks  us  to  accept 
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this  paper  Vote  without  anytHng  to  re- 
present it  at  our  backs.  We  ask  for 
confidence  in  our  truthfulness.  We 
ask  you  for  this  confidence  because 
you  have  a  guarantee  that  we  cannot 
fail  you.  That  guarantee  is  the  Par- 
liament we  have  called  together  at 
the  earliest  moment,  because  we  are 
not  afraid  to  act  in  the  light  of  day. 
We  ask  you  for  your  confidence,  be- 
caTise  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  give 
it  to  us,  it  is  time  that  we  should  give 
place  to  someone  else.  We  do  not  wish 
to  be  crippled.  We  do  not  wish  it  to  be 
thought  that  while  guiding  the  destinies 
of  this  country  we  are  not  fit  to  be 
trusted  with  a  sum  of  money  like  this 
with  the  definite  object  of  being  applied 
to  our  Army  and  Navy.  We  have  no 
desire— who  could  desire? — ^to  enter 
into  a  war.  Is  there  a  man  in  this 
House — ^nay,  a  man  in  the  civilized 
world,  almost — ^who  could  be  insensible 
to  the  gravity  of  such  a  course  ?  We 
have  hitherto  preserved  peace  ;  we  mean 
to  keep  peace,  and  we  believe  we  are 
going"  the  right  way  to  keep  it  when  we 
ask  you  to  assist  amid  the  confusion  and 
complications  which  we  see  around  us. 
The  nations  of  Europe  are  armed  to  the 
teeth.  A  single  spark  may  kindle 
Europe  into  a  name  which  may  involve 
every  interest  we  hold  dear  to  an  ex- 
tent of  which  we  have  no  idea  at  this 
moment.  It  is  because  we  feel  all  this, 
and  because  it  is  our  anxiety  and  our 
intention,  in  the  face  of  Parliament  and 
the  country,  not  only  to  protect  British 
interests,  but  to  do  our  part  in  the  Euro- 
pean concert  for  the  benefit  of  subject- 
nations,  for  the  benefit  of  ruling  nations, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  mankind,  that  we 
ask  you,  in  spite  of  all  the  attempts  at 
delay,  togive  us  this  Vote. 

Mil.  PEASE  said,  he  deeply  regretted 
the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  which  he  believed  would  be  read 
in  the  country  with  great  uneasiness. 
He  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  them  any  reason  what- 
ever for  thos  Vote.  He  told  them  most 
emphatically  that  it  was  for  keeping  the 
peaoe ;  but  yet,  the  articles  of  peace 
having  been  signed,  the  armistice  agreed 
upon,  and  the  advance  of  the  Hussians 
having  subsided,  instead  of  this  debate 
being  adjourned,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretaiy  for  War  had  made  a 
speedi  which  must  misr^eeent  to  the 
ooonixy  the  reel  objects  of  lier  Uajesfy's 


Qt)vemment.  He  believed  the  Vote  was 
entirely  contrary  to  the  policy  of  peace 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
hitherto  so  successfdlly  pursued.  The 
view  of  the  matter  in  lus  part  of  the 
country,  and  by  himself,  was  that  it  was 
putting  money  into  the  hands  of  the 
Qt)vemment  in  order  to  help  Turkey  to 
get  better  terms.  He  contended  it  was 
contrary  to  international  policy  that  we 
should  arm  a  GK>vemment  to  go  into  a 
Conference  of  peace.  The  same  course 
might  be  adopted  by  other  Governments. 
Therighthon.Gentlemanthe  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  had  spoken  of 
there  being  a  **  lying  spirit"  abroad;  but 
how  had  uiat  '*  lying  spirit "  been  pro- 
duced ?  By  the  uncertainty  of  tone  which 
every  now  and  then  cropped  up  in  Mini- 
sterial journals  and  Ministerial  speeches. 
Then,  again,  ihev  had  been  told  that  there 
was  a  united  Cfabinet.  So  there  might 
have  been  in  a  certain  sense  and  up  to  a 
certain  point;  but  when  they  came  to 
Hlq  ultimate  objects  and  ultimate  aim  of 
their  policy  on  ihe  Eastern  Question 
they  were  not  united,  therefore  it  was 
not  surprising  that  some  doubt  should 
exist  in  the  minds  of  Liberals  whether 
they  ought  to  vote  die  mone^  asked  for. 
He  thought  that  the  moving  of  the 
Fleet  up  the  DardaneUes  was  a  great 
mistake.  He  believed  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  been  educated  by 
the  Pnme  Minister,  who  was  a  man  of 
steadfast  purpose,  and  who  seemed 
always  determined  to  have  his  own  way. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  watch 
the  Government  imd  see  that  they  did 
not  prevent  the  Christian  subjects  of 
Turkey  obtaining  their  fair  share  of 
liberty.  He  maintained  that  the  money 
was  not  necessary  unless  it  was  required 
for  purely  war  purposes.  He  thought 
that  the  Vote  of  £2,000,000  during  the 
Franoo-GbrmanWarwasagreat  mistake, 
as  it  had  led  to  a  considerable  addition  to 
the  Army,  and  an  increase  unee  that  time 
of  something  like  £12,000,000  to  the 
expenses  of  the  country.  He  oont^ided 
that  the  asking  for  this  Vote  was  a 
breach  of  the  neutrality  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  hitherto  pursued.  He 
objected  to  the  Vote  because  it  must  in- 
evitably lead,  as  he  had  said,  to  the  im- 
pression that  its  latent  object  was  to 
obtain  better  terms  for  Turkey  than  she 
was  likely  to  get  if  she  were  left  to 
settle  matters  with  Busaia  alone.  The 
£6,000,000  that  were  asked  £or  might 
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be  spent  in  almost  any  manner,  and  it 
was  unconstitutional  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  vote  money  without  having 
some  control  over  its  expenditure.  Had 
Eussia  kept  its  pledges  or  had  it  not  ? 
It  had  kept  every  pledge  that  had  been 
given  by  Prince  Gortchakoff,  through 
Count  Schouvaloff,  to  Lord  Derby,  and 
in  that  fact  we  were  much  stronger  and 
safer  than  with  these  £6,000,000,  be- 
cause the  moment  Bussia  broke  one 
of  the  pledges,  that  moment  the  Go- 
vernment of  St.  Petersburg  would  have 
the  public  feeling  of  all  Ebigland — aye, 
and  of  all  Europe — against  it.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  thought  that  money 
would  be  given  ungrudgingly  if  the 
honour  or  the  interest  or  the  country 
were  at  stake;  but  it  would  be  given 
very  grudgingly  now,  because  it  was 
believed  that  neither  the  one  nor  the 
other  was  in  question.  There  was  hardly 
a  man  engaged  in  trade  that  he  knew  of 
that  was  not  cutting  down  his  expendi- 
ture, and  the  figures  of  whose  baLance- 
sheet  were  not  less  favourable  than  they 
were  a  year  or  two  ago ;  there  was  wide- 
spread depression  of  Irade,  and  surely  this 
was  a  most  unfit  time  for  additional  taxa- 
tion. It  was  true  that  no  new  taxes  were 
at  present  about  to  be  laid  on ;  but  if  not 
now,  they  would  have  to  be  paid  at  a 
future  time.  Not  only  so,  but  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  notwithstanding  what 
might  be  asserted  at  some  public  meet- 
ings to  the  contrary,  that  with  the  object 
for  which  this  particular  Vote  was  de- 
sired the  people,  as  a  whole,  had  no 
sympathy.  Perhaps  the  most  important 
question  raised  by  the  discussion  was 
ttie  position  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment should  occupy  in  the  European 
Conference  which  would  shortly  assem- 
ble. Would  the  Government  go  into 
that  Conference  saying — **We  have 
got  a  grant  of  £6,000,000,  which  was 
grudgingly  given  by  Parliament,  and 
which  was  not  sympathized  with  by 
the  coimtry  at  large;"  or  would  they 
enter  the  Conference  able  to  declare — 
"  We  are.the  Constitutional  Government 
of  a  great  country,  and  we  have  a  united 
and  a  free  people  at  our  back — a  people 
who  are  not  afraid  of  sacrifices,  or  of 
prompt  action  and  strong  action  when 
necessary,  a  people  who  dislike  paltry 
payments  and  paltiy  grants ;  but  a  people 
who  are  anxious,  above  all  things,  to  se- 
cure to  other  nations  the  blessings  of  that 
liberty  which  they  themselves  enjoy  ?  " 

Mr,  Pea9$ 


He  trusted  it  would  be  in  the  latter 
spirit  that  (Jreat  Britain  would  take  part 
in  the  Conference. 

Mb.  FOESYTH  said,  he  would  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  Government  proposal 
in  case  of  a  division  being  taken  on'it, 
but  he  would  be  glad  if  that  course  could 
be  avoided.  One  reason  why  he  should 
support  the  Vote  of  Credit  was  that  the 
Government  had  told  the  House  that 
they  would  not  use  it  for  warlike  pur- 
poses nor  for  'armed  intervention ;  but 
merely  desired  that  it  should  be  carried, 
so  that  they  might  go  into  the  Conference 
armed  with  the  outward  and  visible  sim 
of  the  confidence  of  the  country.  He 
(Mr.  Forsyth)  would  suppport  it  as  an 
outward  and  visible  sign  of  his  inward 
and  spiritual  faith  that  the  Government 
would  make  use  of  it  wisely  and  well. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  dwelt  upon  the  ne- 
cessity of  our  presenting  a  united  front 
at  the  approaching  Conference ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  me  result  of  a  division 
would  enable  us  to  show  such  a  frt)nt, 
because,  although  the  Government  pro- 
posal would  un£>ubtedly  be  carried  by  a 
great  majority,  yet  still  there  would  be 
a  large  and  a  powerftQ  minority  opposed 
to  it.  He  hoped  that,  in  these  circum- 
stances, HerMajesty'sGovernmentwould 
take  into  consideration  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  even  though  not  in  the 
exact  form  or  terms  of  that  proposal.  H 
the  Vote  were  not  withdrawn,  it  might 
be  postponed,  and  the  Amendment  being 
withdrawn,  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  be  unani- 
mously passed  by  both  Houses.  It  was 
not  necessary  to  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  approve  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  GK)vemment  during  the  last 
three  years ;  but  it  would  be  sufficient  if 
they  were  to  say  that  they  trusted  the 
honour  and  the  interests  of  England  to 
them  in  the  approaching  Conference, 
and  would  back  them  up  with  all  Eng- 
land's strength  in  protecting  them. 
Another  reason  why  he  should  vote  for 
the  proposal  was  because  he  did  not 
believe  it  would  lay  any  burden  upon 
the  taxpayers,  for  he  did  not  think  that 
a  single  shilling  of  the  money  asked  to 
be  voted  need  be  spent.  There  were 
only  three  of  the  terms  of  peace  pro- 
posed by  Bussia  to  Turkey  that  would 
even  indirectly  affect  the  interests  or  the 
honour  of  this  country,  and  they  were 
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those  which  related  to  Constantinople,  to 
the  Straits,  and  to  Bulgaria.  The  per- 
manent occupation  of  Constantinople  by 
Eussia  was  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. As  regarded  the  Straits,  Bussia  did 
not  even  intend  to  raise  the  question  in 
the  shape  of  asking  for  the  nght  of  na- 
vigation through  them  exclusively  for 
her  own  ships  of  war.  The  question  of 
the  opening  of  the  Dardanelles  might 
be  put  out  of  consideration,  for  he  firmly 
believed  that  Eussia  would  prefer  the 
Straits  to  remain  closed  rather  than  that 
the  Fleets  of  England,  France,  Italy, 
Austria,  and  Germany  should  have  ac- 
cess to  the  waters  of  the  Black  Sea.  There 
remained  certainly  one  question  in  which 
he  did  think  the  interests  of  England 
were  largely  concerned,  and  that  was 
the  question  of  providing  for  the  free- 
dom and  good  government  of  the  Chris- 
tian Provinces  of  the  Porte,  and  upon 
this  poiAt  he  trusted  England  would 
stand  firm.  Lord  Carnarvon  had  pub- 
lished his  speech  on  his  late  resignation 
in  the  form  of  a  pamphlet,  and  in  the 
preface  to  it  he  said — 

''I  haye  thought  it  right  to  ayoid  any  re- 
ference, however  indirect,  to  tiiat  largest  ques- 
tion of  all — ^which  it  is  my  unceasing  hope  this 
war  will  solye— the  fuller  liberty  ana  the  better 
government  of  the  Christian  subjects  of  tiie 
Porte." 

He  (Mr.  Forsyth)  fully  agreed  with 
Lord  Carnarvon  that  this  was  the  largest 
question,  and  he  hoped  the  influence  of 
England  would  be  used  in  the  Confer- 
ence to  rescue  the  Christian  Provinces 
from  the  misrule  of  so  many  centu- 
ries, and  ^lace  them  upon  a  better  basis. 
More  glorious  than  a  thousand  victories 
would  be  a  course  of  action  which  would 
brinj?  about  a  result  so  glorious.  His 
chief  object,  however,  in  rising  was  to 
express  an  earnest  hope  that  by  some 
means  they  might  not  have  any  division 
upon  the  Vote,  and  thus  they  might 
present  a  united  front  at  the  Conference. 
Mb.  monk  expressed  his  satisfaction 
at  finding  that  the  calm,  temperate,  and 
statesmanlike  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  (Jreenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  made  at  least  one 
convert  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  He  believed  the  Government 
would  have  done  wisely  to  accept  his  sug- 
gestion, as  they  miffht  have  done  but  for 
flie  pressure  brought  to  bear  upon  them 
by  their  supporters  in  that  House.  He 
approached  the   consideration  of   the 


Vote  with  misgiving  and  apprehension* 
The  Government  had  never  explained 
the  Vote,  while  from  their  point  of  view 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  me  House  it 
was  inexpHcable  and  uncalled  for.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  University 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  had  endeavoured 
unsuccessfully  to  justify  the  Vote  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  required  to  enable 
3ie  Envoys  to  go  to  the  coming  Congress 
in  Court  dress,  while  the  right  non. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  was  rebuked  for  suggesting  that 
the  money  would  be  spent  in  sending 
them  with  **  shotted  guns  and  revolvers." 
If  it  were  not  a  war  Vote,  why  was  so 
large  an  Estimate  for  naval  and  military 
stores  laid  on  the  Table  ?  It  was  idle  to 
say  that  £6,000,000  were  wanted  in  the 
interest  of  peace  to  enable  England  to 
present  a  brave  and  bold  front  at  the 
Congress.  Would  that  Congress  meet 
before  the  middle  of  March?  How, 
then,  could  the  money  be  spent  before 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  when  any 
surplus  must  be  surrendered  into  the  Trea- 
sury? Parliament  was  called  together 
three  weeks  earlier  than  usual  to  be 
taken  into  the  confidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  up  to  the  present  time  neither 
the  House  nor  the  country  had  any  in- 
formation as  to  what  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was.  Unless  a  real  neces- 
sity for  the  Vote  could  be  shown,  the 
E resent  time  was  ill-chosen  for  imposing 
resh  burdens  upon  the  people,  commer- 
cial distress  bemg  prevalent,  and  want 
and  misery  rife  m  the  country.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  recall  the 
Vote  of  £6,000,000  as  they  recalled  the 
Fleet  from  the  Dardanelles,  and  take  up 
a  position  of  observation,  which  would 
be  intelligible  to  the  House,  and  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  country.  K  it 
were  the  policy  of  the  Government  to 
aid  Bussia  in  effecting  the  complete 
liberation  of  the  Christian  populations 
in  Turkey,  he  would  give  tnem  his 
warmest  support.  But  why,  then,  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  speak  disparagingly 
of  the  reforms  proposed  by  Bussia  for 
Bosnia,  Herzegovina,  and  tiiie  Christian 
Provinces,  and  denoimce  them  as  **  whe- 
ther good  or  bad,  being  of  a  sweeping 
character?"  Of  course  they  were,  fi 
they  were  not  so,  they  would  not  tend  to 
a  final  settlement  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion. K  England  went  into  the  Con- 
gress determined  to  act  with  Bujasia, 
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those  refonna  wcrald  be  carried  out.  If, 
however,  the  Parly  opposite  contmued 
to  revile  Eussia  and  to  carp  at  every  act 
of  her  GFovemment,  they  would  make 
the  name  of  England  to  be  loathed  by 
the  Ohristian  races  in  the  East  of  Europe. 
He  felt  constrained  to  say  that  he  ms- 
trusted  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
It  had  broken  down.  They  were  dis- 
united among  themselves.  Hiey  were 
discredited  in  the  country.  It  had  been 
urged  by  some  of  their  supporters  that 
something  should  be  done  lor  the  honour 
of  England,  that  England  should  go  to 
war  with  Eussia — why,  he  knew  not — 
lest  she  should  sink  in  the  estimation  of 
the  world,  and  become  a  third  or  fourth- 
rate  Power.  ["No,  no!"]  He  was 
glad  to  find  that  those  sentiments  did  not 
meet  with  approval  in  the  House.  At 
the  Conference  held  last  year  at  Con- 
stantinople, England  formulated  certain 
moderate  propositions ;  but  though  tiiey 
were  insisted  on  strongly  by  Lord 
Salisbury,  our  Ambassador  (Mr.  Layard) 
was  informed  from  home  that  moral 
pressure  only  would  be  put  upon  Turkey 
to  induce  her  to  accept  them.  Did  not 
that  fact  encourage  resistance  on  the 
part  of  the  Porte  f  Eussia  alone  stood 
firm.  Unfortunately  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment clung  tenaciouslv  to  the  vain 
hope  of  maintaining  the  mdependence 
ana  the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire in  preference  to  the  policy  of  in- 
sisting upon  the  Porte  recognizing  the 
reasonable  claims  and  the  just  rights  of 
her  subject-races.  Too  late  they  ad- 
mitted that  the  independence  and  in- 
tegrity of  the  falling  Empire  was  a  thing 
of  the  past.  It  had  already  become  a 
dissolving  view.  Hon.  Members  dis- 
claimed any  wish  to  go  to  war.  He  gave 
them  credit  for  sincerity  in  that  wish, 
but  by  their  acts  and  by  their  unreason- 
ing jealoui^  of  Eussia  they  might  easily 
dnft  into  war.  They  professed  to  sup- 
port the  Vote  with  the  view  of  protect- 
ing British  interests.  Did  the  House 
imagine  that  Members  sitting  on  those 
— the  Opposition — ^benches  were  not  as 
watchful  over  British  interests,  and  as 
jealous  of  British  honour,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ?  Aye,  even  more  so,  for 
some  of  their  British  interests  were 
purely  imaginary — such,  for  instance,  as 
those  connected  with  the  Euphrates 
Valley  and  the  Persian  Gulf.  Much  had 
been  said  aa  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Czar.     For  his  part  he  respected  the 

Mr.  Monk 


solemn  promises  made  by  the  Emperor, 
and  regarded  him  as  the  champion  of 
oppressed  Christian  races,  and  as  the 
deliverer  of  long-suffering  and  down- 
trodden nationdities.  Since  Parlia- 
ment had  met  there  had  been  a  series — 
he  had  almost  said  a  comedy — of  errors. 
Even  Mr.  Layard  could  not  send  home 
a  message  without  a  blunder,  which  cost 
the  Cabinet  one  Colleague  and  almost 
lost  them  another.  That  was  a  message 
upon  which  hung  the  issues  of  peace  or 
war.  Then,  too,  the  Prime  Minister 
told  the  country  that  his  Cabinet  was  a 
united  one,  while  he  had  the  resigna- 
tions of  two  of  his  Colleagues  in  his 
pocket.  In  conclusion,  he  would  ask 
whether  Eussia  had  broken  any  one  of 
her  promises  to  Lord  Derby  ?  Her  pre- 
sent demands  could  not  be  called  un- 
reasonable. They  were  extremely  mode- 
rate compared  with  those  yade  by 
Germany  upon  France  at  the  close  of 
the  Franco-trussian  War.  The  conces- 
sions demanded  by  Eussia  for  the 
Christian  races  were  no  more  than  what 
every  lover  of  freedom  in  the  coimtry 
and,  he  believed,  a  large  majority  in 
that  House  would  desire  to  see  granted. 
If  he  felt  a  regret,  and  he  did  feel  such 
a  reeret,  it  was  that  Ghreece  had  by  some 
occmt  influence,  which  time  might  ex- 
plain, been  kept  in  the  background  all 
Last  year,  and  consequently  was  now  left 
out  in  the  cold.  He  was  convinced  that 
the  Eastern  Question  could  never  be 
finally  settled  until  the  extension  of  the 
limits  of  the  Elingdom  of  Greece  was  taken 
into  consideration.  It  was  idle  to  think 
of  ignoring  Crete  and  the  Islands  of  the 
-^gean  Sea.  They  had  from  time  to 
time  during  the  last  20  years  implored 
England  to  assist  them  in  their  desire  to 
be  joined  to  (Jreece,  and  it  coidd  scarcely 
be  disputed  that  they  must  ultimately 
form  part  of  the  Hellenic  Kingdom. 
He  regretted  that  Greece  had  so  long 
delayed  the  movement  she  made  a  few 
days  since,  as  owing  to  her  inaction  the 
fulfilment  of  her  hopes  would  probably 
be  postponed  for  a  time ;  but  he  firmly 
believed  that  the  day  was  not  far  dis- 
tant when  the  Greek  Empire  would  once 
more  be  re-established  upon  the  shores 
of  the  Bosphorus. 

Sm  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  ob- 
served that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment  before  the 
House  had  had  uphill  work  in  advancing 
reasons  in  support  of  it.    He  felt  he 
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did  not  repreeent  the  policy  of  a  united 
Party,  and  did  not  go  heart  and  sonl 
with  the  Amendment  himself .  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  it  was  brought 
forward  to  redeem  a  pledge  or  menace 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ghreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
and  which  was  contained  in  a  letter 
written  last  year  to  the  Baptist  ministers 
of  Worcestershire,  and  repeated  this  year 
in  a  letter  to  the  electors  of  Greenwich, 
addressed  to  E.  Davis,  Esq.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  (Sty 
of  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  M!ember  for  the 
University  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  seemed 
in  their  speeches  to  cany  out  the  dictimi 
of  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  known  in 
that  House  as  Single-speech  Hamilton, 
and  who  said — "  First  ascertain  your  ob- 
ject, and  thenfindout  principles  to  support 
it."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
had  gone  on  a  fishing  expedition  in 
order  to  support  his  .finendment,  and 
he  could  conceive  the  other  right  hon. 
Gentleman  poring  over  these  Papers  as 
they  came  out  piecemeal  to  find  argu- 
ments based  on  something  which  had 
been  omitted  to  be  done,  and  might 
have  been  done.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  had 
told  them  there  was  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  present  Vote  and  that  taken 
in  reference  to  the  Belgian  Treaty ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  said  the  differ- 
ence in  the  two  Votes  was  this — ^that, 
whereaa  the  present  Government  said 
they  would  not  spend  the  money,  the 
late  Government  spent  the  money  at 
once.  As  far  as  there  could  be  analogy 
between  the  French  and  German  War 
and  the  war  now  ended  there  was  an 
analog  between  the  two  Votes.  At 
that  time  Belgium  was  under  the  united 
guarantee  of  Europe.  So  was  Luxem- 
burg ;  but  the  Government  of  England 
separated  itself  from  the  European  con- 
cert, and  made  a  Treaty  with  France  and 
Germany  to  secure  Belgium,  and  leaving 
Luxemburg  out  in  the  cold.  Both  the 
Treaty  of  1870  and  tlie  despatch  of  Lord 
Derby  in  1876  actually  defined  what 
were  British  interests,  and  the  two  were, 
mutatie  mutandisy  the  same.  Why  was 
the  Belj;ium  Treaty  of  1870  concluded? 
It  was  justified  by  the  revelation  of  the 
Benedetti  Treaty.  Would  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 1 


ford  (Sir  Williain  Harcourt)  say  that  if 
the  Benedetti  Treaty  had  been  in  exist- 
ence, but  not  published,  it  would  not  have 
equally  justified  this  demand  of  the  late 
Government?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
ambiguousness  and  reticence  on  tl^e  part 
of  the  Government ;  but  in  these  cases 
he  ought  to  know  that  ambiguousness 
was  a  virtue  and  silence  a  necessity. 
Indeed,  there  might  be  grave  reasons 
justifying  this  Vote  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  divulge,  and  patriotic 
reasons  why  the  House  should  not  de- 
mand further  explanations.  They  all 
knew  the  tension  of  the  diplomatic 
relations  of  Germany  and  France; 
thev  knew  that  Austria  and  Italy  had 
both  of  them  great  interests  involved, 
and  it  might  well  be  that  there  was 
another  Benedetti  Treaty,  involving  the 
existence  of  both  Holland  and  Bel^um. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  ought,  if  they 
objected  to  the  Vote,  to  opemy  say  they 
rerused  to  accede  to  it,  and  not  to  find 
fault  upon  small,  niggling  issues,  such 
as  comparisons  of  dates  and  sham  pro- 
posals, intended  only  to  embarrass  the 
Government  at  this  critical  moment  of 
our  national  history.  They  were  bound 
to  take  steps  owing  to  the  mysterious 
conduct  of  Eussia.  ["No!"]  Waa 
there  no  mystery  in  the  conduct  of 
Eussia  ?  Waj8  there  no  mystery  about 
the  signing  of  the  terms  of  peace  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
had  said  that  going  into  the  Conference 
armed  was  a  threat  which  should  not  be 
made  use  of.  Might  he  ask,  then,  why, 
when  Eussia  entered  the  last  Conference 
with  her  Army  mobilized,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  the  meeting  at  St. 
James's  Hall  and  advocated  the  cause  of 
Eussia  and  the  policy  of  Mr.  Canning — 
a  policy  which  ended  in  the  destruction 
of  the  Turkish  Fleet  and  the  opening  of 
the  Black  Sea  to  Eussia  ?  If  they  were 
to  go  to  war — and  they  would  not  go  to 
war  unless  they  were  urged  to  it  by  the 
war  Party  below  the  Qtmgway  opposite 
— ^they  did  not  mean  to  go  into  it 
unprepared.  What  they  wanted  was 
means,  not  of  going  to  war,  but  of  being 
certain  that,  if  war  should  be  necessary, 
they  should  be  able  to  lay  their  hands 
on  sufficient  funds  without  coming  down 
again  to  that  House  to  find  their  efforts 
fettered  by  the  impatriotic  manoeuvres 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,    The  hon.  Member  for 
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the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
asked  if  the  veracity  of  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  were  doubted?  He  would  ex- 
press no  doubt  of  the  veracity  of  any 
honest  man,  whether  Emperor  or  gen- 
tleman; but,  although  the  Emperor 
might  not  be  deficient  in  veracity,  the 
circumstances  might  be  too  strong  for 
his  pledges  to  be  carried  out.  Lord 
Aberdeen,  a  statesman  remarkable  for 
the  moderation  of  his  language,  in  a 
despatch  to  Lord  Heytesbury,  written 
immediately  after  the  Peace  of  Adri- 
anople,  said  that,  although  the  Czar  had 
declared  that,  so  far  from  desiring  the 
overthrow  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  he 
was  anxious  for  its  maintenance,  the 
Treaty  of  Adrianople  did  not  place  the 
Porte  in  the  position  which  might  have 
been  expected  from  those  deckirations. 
And  it  might  be  that  the  Czar  now 
would  not  be  able  to  restrain  his  generals 
and  statesmen  in  their  hour  of  exultation, 
and  conditions  might  be  exacted  far  be- 
yond the  moderation  of  previous  declara- 
tions. Li  referring  to  tne  terms  of  peace 
he  would  refer  only  to  those  mentioned 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich.   The  first  wjw — 

"  Bnl^^aria,  within  the  limits  of  the  Bulgarian 
nationahty  not  lees  than  the  HmitB  of  the  Con- 
gress, to  be  an  autonomous  Tributary  Princi- 
pality, with  a  national  Christian  GK)vem- 
ment,"  &c. 

That  seemed  very  simple  at  first  sight, 
but  what  was  a  '^national  Christian  Go- 
vernment?" Did  it  mean  that  it  was 
to  belong  to  the  Orthodox  (Jreek  Church 
or  the  united  (Jreek  Church?  He  had 
had  personal  experience  of  both,  and  he 
knew  that  they  hated  each  other  with  a 
holy  hatred  which  far  exceeded  the  love 
of  woman.  Then  Eoumania  waa  to  have 
her  independence  ;  but  before  the  war 
Boumama  had  everything  she  could 
desire.  She  had  her  own  Parliament, 
her  own  Prince,  armies  of  her  own, 
her  agents  at  foreign  Courts,  and  two 
or  three  years  ago  Her  Majesty's  Mini- 
sters asserted  her  right  to  make  com- 
mercial treaties  on  her  own  behalf  and 
independently  of  her  Suzerain.  He 
admitted  the  gallantry  of  the  Eou- 
manians;  but  they  certainly  had  no 
inducement  to  go  into  the  war  beyond 
a  sporting  desire  to  get  something  out  of 
it.  With  regard  to  the  independence  of 
Servia,  although  some  hon.  Members 
opposite  might  think  she  had  behaved 
in  a  very  g£dlant  way,  he  considered  her 
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conduct  had  been  utterly  loathsome. 
Then  there  was  the  provision  that  there 
shoidd  be  an  ulterior  imderstanding  be- 
tween Eussia  and  the  Porte  as  to  the 
Straits.  Everybody  would  admit  that 
the  geography  of  the  Straits  required 
that  some  restriction  should  be  put  upon 
their  use,  and  even  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  had  laid  down  some 
rules  for  the  navigation  of  the  Straits. 
He  would  not  go  into  that  question 
further  than  to  say  that  it  was  one  for 
the  European  Powers  to  settle.  He 
observed  that,  in  the  telegrams  sent  to 
the  newspapers  as  to  the  terms. of 
peace,  the  words  with  reference  to  the 
ulterior  understanding  being  between 
Bussia  and  the  Porte  remained  the 
same  as  they  were  in  the  first  in- 
stance, though  the  Bussian  Gt)vemment 
had  undertd:en  to  alter  the  terms,  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  questions 
involved  required  a  good  deal  of  elucida- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Opposition  told  them  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  had  been  misunderstood 
and  misinterpreted.  He  did  not  dispute 
that  fact,  but  woidd  ask  by  whom  ?  It 
had  been  represented  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  encouraged  Turkey.  But  when 
had  they  done  so?  The  Government 
had  held  out  no  hope  to  Turkey,  and 
the  only  hope  held  out  to  her  was  from 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ghreenwich,  who  had 
said  that  there  was  a  war  Party  in  the 
Cabinet.  Though  the  Government  had 
not  encouraged  Turkey,  who  had  en- 
couraged Bussia  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  in 
1876  never  breathed  a  word  in  that 
House  about  the  Bulgarian  atrocities. 
There  were  debates  in  that  House  on 
the  subject,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  his  place.  During  those 
debates  the  House  was  informed  that 
Mr.  Baring  had  been  sent  to  make 
special  inquiries  about  the  facts,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had  ap- 

E roved  the  language  held  by  Lord  Derby, 
ut  the  right  non.  Gentleman  waj9  not  in 
his  place  ;  nor  did  he  begin  the  part  of 
agitator  until  there  was  a  vacancy  in 
the  representation  of  Buckinghamshire. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  first  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted, 
perhaps  not  intentionally,  but  practi- 
cally, as  the  advocate  of  Bussia  against 
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British  interests.  He  did  so  as  soon  as 
he  had  retired  from  the  Cabinet  at 
the  time  of  the  Orimean  War.  On  the 
25th  of  May,  1855,  after  Lord  Bussell's 
return  from  the  Conference  at  Vienna, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  urged  us  to 
make  peace  with  Bussia  on  her  own 
terms,  and  not  to  insist  on  limiting  her 
power  in  the  Black  Sea  or  on  the  taking 
of  Sebastopol.  The  name  of  Pdmer- 
ston  had  been  recently  desecrated  at  an 
orgie  at  Oxford.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  remember  the  rebuke  he 
received  in  1855  from  that  statesman — 


Estimate, 


994 


"  Sir, — I  heard  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last  night  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
with  admiration,  no  douht,  but  also  with  con- 
siderahle  pain ;  becaose  it  appeared  to  me, 
taking  the  whole  of  his  speech, '  especially  the 
concluding  part,  that  his  opinions  were  adverse 
to  the  war,  were  adverse  to  the  expedition  to  the 
Crunea,  were  adverse  to  the  terms  of  peace  on 
which  we  proposed  to  conclude  the  war ;  and  yet 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  a  party  to  all  those 
courses ;  and  I  regret  that  any  circumstances 
should  have  occwred  since  he  quitted  the 
Government  to  have  so  entirely  altered  his 
opinion." — [3  Hmuardf  oxxxviii.  1271.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  even  panegy- 
rized in  that  House  the  Bussian  soldiery. 
He  told  the  House  how  40,000  men  vo- 
luntarily overtaxed  themselves  in  a  forced 
march,  which  cost  them  one  fourth  of 
their  numbers,  and  he  asked  what  must 
be  the  spirit  of  soldiers  whose  zeal  and 
devotion  to  the  Emperor  so  far  outran 
the  orders  of  their  commanders  ?  But 
this  panegyric  was  passed  while  we  were 
at  war  with  Bussia,  whose  soldiers  had 
been  charged  with  bayoneting  our  own 
on  the  battle-field.  This  was  oif  the 
3rd  of  August,  1855,  when  Mr.  Layard 
made  the  following  remarks,  which 
probably  contributed  to  the  strong 
affection  existing  between  the  two : — 

*'  But  if  there  was  any  one  thing  which  would 
make  the  prospect  of  peace  more  remote  than 
ever,  it  was  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford.  Such  a  speech  as  the  House  had  just 
heard  from  him  was  calculated  to  destroy  almost 
every  hope  of  peace.  Although  he  (1^.  Glad- 
stone) complained  that  he  was  unable  to  find 
various  documents  of  the  Kussian  Chancery  in 
the  English  Press,  he  might  find  them  printed  in  a 
paper  which  the  right  hon.  G^tleman  no  doubt 
took  in,  Le  Nord,  published  at  Brussels,  the  Rus- 
sian organ  in  Europe.  If  he  and  the  other  right 
hon.  Gentleman  near  him  read  that  paper,  they 
might  see  there  what  was  the  effect  of  their 
speeches — ^that  they  were  looked  upon  as  the 
advocates  of  Russia  in  England.  He  did  not 
widi  to  impute  to  them  that  they  wished  to  play 
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into  the  hand  of  the  enemy,  or  that  they  were 
traitors  to  their  own  country,  but  that  such  was 
the  effect  of  their  speeches  could  not  be  doubt- 
ful. Now,  could  any  speech  have  been  made 
more  calculated  to  damage  our  cause,  to  render 
peaoe  more  difficult,  and  encourage  Russia  to 
persevere  and  to  reject  every  reasonable  proposi- 
tion, than  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man this  evening  P  He  (Mr.  Layard)  believed 
that  no  Russian  could  have  made  a  speech  more 
thoroughly  calculated  to  have  that  effect,  and 
nothing  could  raise  the  spirits  of  the  Russian 
soldiers  more  than  fhe  eloquent,  if  not  exagge- 
rated, picture  drawn  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ot  their  courage,  endurance,  and  patriot- 
ism.**— [3  Hansard,  cxzzix.  1832.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  con- 
tent with  doing  all  that,  for  in  1870 
when  Bussia  knew  that  she  had  a  friend 
at  Court,  and  repudiated  the  Black  Sea 
Treaty,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  before 
the  Conference  took  place,  c€une  down 
and  told  the  House  —  inaccurately  as 
he  afterwards  acknowledged — that  the 
British  Government  had  never  laid  much 
stress  upon  the  Bussian  power  in  the 
Black  Sea  even  before  Lord  Granville 
took  his  place  in  the  Conference,  and 
before  the  Bepresentative  of  our  Ally — 
France — was  able  to  join  the  Conference. 
At  the  St.  James's  Hall  Conference, 
when  Lord  Salisbury  had  scoured  Europe 
in  the  cause  of  peace,  and  when  the 
Bussian  Qt)vemment  had  striven  to  ren- 
der peace  impossible  by  the  mobilization 
of  her  Army  both  on  ike  European  and 
Asiatic  frontiers  of  Turkey,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  advocated  a  return 
to  the  policy  of  Canning,  which  ended  in 
the  destruction  of  the  Turkish  Fleet,  the 
opening  of  the  Black  Sea  to  Bussia,  and 
conquests  in  Armenia.  Nor  could  we 
forget  the  pain  and  humiliation  with 
which,  last  year,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  to  his  favourite  topic, 
the  Bulfi^arian  atrocities.  Then  he  had 
practicaSy  said — *  *  Though  I  may  harrow 
the  House  and  excite  the  coimtry  by  my 
recital  of  these  acts,  yet  if  you  on  that 
side  venture  to  contrast  the  atrocities  of 
irregular  soldiers  and  undisciplined  levies 
with  the  disciplined,  systematic,  Go- 
vernmental cruelties  practised  by  the 
Bussians  on  the  Poles,  then  I  will  rake 
up  every  isolated  act  of  severity  prac- 
tised by  a  small  band  of  civilians  and 
soldiers  in  India  when  aghast  and  in- 
dignant at  the  massacre  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  Nay  more,  I  will  ransack 
the  grave  of  Sir  James  Brooke,  and  in 
honour   of  holy  Bussia   cast    dirt    on 
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the  graye  of  that  heroic  Engliahman." 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  charged  with  being  anxious 
for     British     interests    only;    if    for 
"British"  was  read   **Eussian,"  that 
would   represent  the  loadstone  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich.    For  that  he  had  been  con- 
sistent through  inconsistencies ;  for  that 
he,  the  late  and  would-be  Leader — Moire 
du  Palate — of  the  Liberal  Party,  main- 
tained the  sternest  and  now  the  only 
despotism  in  Europe;    for  that  he,   a 
free  trader,  maintained  the  strictest  sys- 
tem of  protection ;  for  that  he,  the  dis- 
establisher  of  Churches,  maintained  an 
ecclesiastical  system,  where  Dissenters, 
male  and  female,  were  flogged  by  Cossack 
whips,  and  driven  through  half  frozen 
rivers  into  the  genial  pale  of  an  Eastern 
orthodoxy.    But  they  on  that  side  had  a 
right  to  speak.    They  also  were  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  and  they  would 
inform  those  whom  it  might  concern, 
that  neither  by  audacity  of  statement, 
nor  violence  of  language,  nor  by  any 
other  form    of  vehement    articulation, 
would  they  be  cowed,  coerced,  intimi- 
dated, or  dragooned  into  a  servile  ac- 
quiescence or  traitorous  collusion  with 
the  dangerous  ambitions  of  Eussia.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  in  one  of  the  picnic  orations, 
in  which,  during  the   Becess,  he  at  a 
critical  moment  thought  fit  to  add  to  the 
difficulties   of   the  Government,   dwelt 
with    pleasure  on  the  supposed  diver- 
gences in  the  Government.    He  did  not 
for  a  moment  wish  to  intrude  into  the 
secrets  of  the  Cabinet,  but  he  thought  he 
might  say  on  behalf  of  hon.  G^nflemen 
around  him,  that  if  there  were  diver- 
gences in  the  Government,  there  were 
no    divergences    in    the    Conservative 
Party ;  and  if  he  might  venture  a  word 
of  advice  to  the  Gt)vemment,  he  would 
say — **  Trust  and  believe  in  your  ma- 
jority, not  on  account  of  its  numbers  and 
discipline,   for  that  would   be  an  un- 
worthy vaunt;  but  because  it  represents 
as  clearly,  as  accurately,  and  as  sharply  as 
in  1874."  If  any  demurred  at  this  appre- 
ciation, he  was  willing  to  leave  it  to  the 
verdict  of  time,  and  to  that  ordeal  which 
on  that  side  they  did  not  fear.     But 
he  believed  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  and  of  the  House  were  deter- 
mined in  one  thing — ^that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  outcry  of  discontented  and  de- 
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spairing  factions,  notwithstanding  the 
KadicaHsm  of  the  ^ture,  notwithstand- 
ing even  the  exertions  of  that  Birming- 
ham 600,  who  last  year  organized  in 
honour  of  the  Member  for  Greenwich  so 
gigantic  a  failure,  they  would  not  allow 
5ie  credit  and  fortunes  of  the  country  to 
be  staked  on  reckless  Party  manoeuvres, 
or  sacrificed  to  the  sleepless  egotism  of 
discharged  and  shipwrecked  poHticians. 

Mr.  CBUyiBERLAIN  said,  that  the 
invective  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WolflP)  ap- 
peared a  little  artificial  and  exaggerated. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  woidd 
have  done  much  better  if  he  had  endea- 
voured to  answer  the  statements  and 
arguments,,  imitating  the  judicial  calm- 
ness, gravi^,  and  mipartiality  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  and  avoiding  in^putations  of 
motives  on  a  statesman  whose  reputa- 
tion woidd  always  be  identified  with 
English  statesmanship.  He  had  come 
down  to  the  House  in  the  belief  that  the 
inexorable  logic  of  facts  had  brought 
both  sides  nearer  to  an  agreement  than 
was  possible  some  days  or  weeks  ago. 
It  appeared,  however,  from  the  recep- 
tion given  to  the  pacific  offers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  they  were  no 
nearer  to  a  formal  agreement  than  they 
were  when  this  debate  began.  The 
Secretary  for  War  did  not  seem  to  de- 
sire the  imion  of  the  House  so  much  as 
a  great  majority.  He  confessed  he  did 
not  altogether  regret  the  spirit  in  which 
the  offer  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  had  been  received;  for  he 
should  have  felt  very  considerable  diffi-  * 
culty  in  according  a  Vote  of  Confidence 
to  a  Government  for  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed in  the  country  a  feeling  of  entire 
disapproval.  Some  misapprehensions 
had  been  removed  by  this  debate  as  to 
the  existence  of  a  war  Party  in  the 
House,  and  even,  perhaps,  in  the  Cabinet. 
He  rejoiced  to  receive  the  assurance  of 
everyone  on  the  other  side  that  they 
were  still  in  favour  of  the  strictest  neu- 
trality and  absolutely  opposed  to  war ; 
but  when  he  found  the  Home  Secretary 
stigmatizing  their  misapprehensions  in 
strong  language  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing some  injustice  was  done,  and  that 
those  misapprehensions  were  more  rea- 
sonable and  natural  than  he  seemed  to 
suppose.  The  Secretary  for  War  had  in 
strong  language  reprobated  the  right 
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hon.  Member  for  Ghreenwich  because  he 
bad  told  the  country  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  tended  to  war ;  but  if 
there  were  misapprehensions  abroad, 
they  appeared  to  have  been  shared  by 
Members  of  the  Oovemment  itself,  for 
Lord  Carnarvon  had  distinctly  stated 
*  with  reference  to  a  certain  proceeding 
taken  by  the  Cabinet  that  it  seemed  to 
be  a  step  in  the  direction  of  war.  The 
Home  Secretary  said  these  misappre- 
hensions were  due  to  a  **  lying  spirit " 
in  the  coimtry — surely  a  very  undbarit- 
able  expression — but  did  the  existence 
of  such  a  spirit  accoimt  for  the  existence 
of  these  misapprehensions  in  his  own 
Cabinet,  over  whose  deliberations,  they 
knew,  the  spirit  of  truth  always  pre- 
sided? The  Government  still  pressed 
for  this  Vote.  It  appeared  now  less 
probable  than  ever  that  it  would  be 
spent.  He  quite  imderstood  that  it 
was  not  what  was  called  a  general  Vote 
of  Confidence — ^he  supposed  it  was  only 
a  Vote  of  conditional  confidence  in  re- 
turn for  conditional  neutrality.  But  he 
contended  even  if  limited  in  that  way,  it 
could  not  be  claimed  from  them  as  an 
act  of  patriotism  if  they  had  reason  to 
disapprove  the  policy  the  Government 
were  likely  to  pursue.  Now  that  there 
had  come  a  collapse  of  Ottoman  Power, 
the  Government  had  to  substitute  for 
their  past  policy  as  to  Turkey  another 
policy — ^namely,  that  of  obtconin^  for 
Turkey  the  most  favourable  conditions 
of  peace,  and  that  policy  was  just  as 
unpalatable  to  the  LiDerals  as  the  pre- 
vious policy  of  the  Gk)vemment.  He  did 
not  believe  it  possible  to  obtain  terms 
favourable  to  Tui:key  which  would  not 
be  unfavourable  to  the  Christian  popu- 
lation. A  peace  which  would  still  leave 
portions  of  the  Christian  population  of 
Turkey  subject  to  Turkish  misrule,  would 
be  only  a  hollow  truce,  to  be  followed  in 
time  by  another  insurrection,  which 
would  be  followed  by  intervention  by  a 
great  Power  with  all  its  consequent  risk 
and  danger.  He  did  not  suppose  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  blind  to 
these  facts,  but  it  appeared  they  had 
been  imable  to  reconcile  their  desire  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Porte  with  their  deep- 
seated  distrust  of  Bussia.  This  country 
was  entitled  to  be  watchful  of  her  inte- 
rests, but  he  did  not  think  she  was  en- 
titled to  put  the  worst  possible  interpre- 


tation on  the  acts  of  Bussia,  of  which 
she  had  not  received  a  full  explanation. 
That  course  did  not  tend  to  a  peaceful 
solution  of  the  question.  Thi;oughout 
the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Home  Secretary,  and  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  there  ran 
one  continual  innuendo  against  the  good 
faith  of  Bussia.  If  they  wanted  to  make 
a  man  a  thief,  the  best  way  was  to  be 
continually  suspecting  his  honesty.  He 
thought  there  was  great  force  in  the  in- 
quiry the  other  night  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
when  he  asked — '*  Why  did  you  ask  for 
these  assurances  from  Bussia  if  you  were 
absolutely  determined  not  to  believe  any 
assurance  she  made  ?  "  There  was  ab- 
solute danger  in  that  course.  The  Go- 
vernment had  put  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Bussian  Government  and  on  the  words 
of  her  diplomatists  and  the  action  of  her 
Emperor  the  most  offensive  possible  con- 
struction, and  the  result  was  great  indig- 
nation on  the  part  of  the  Bussian  people 
against  this  country.  Could  they  be  sur- 
prised that  such  conduct  was  resented  by  a 
people  who,  whatever  might  be  thought  of 
their  rulers,  had  all  the  pride,  as  well  as 
the  tenacity  and  courage  of  a  great  North- 
em  race  ?  He  had  some  letters  from  Mos- 
cow, in  which  it  was  said  the  very  name 
of  **  Englishman  "  was  loathed.  Surely, 
hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  think  that  was 
desirable?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  stated  that  the  Em- 
peror of  Bussia  had  said  he  would  not 
occupy  Constantinople  except  for  strategic 
reasons ;  but,  having  looked  through  the 
Blue  Books,  he  had  been  unable  to  find 
that  the  Emperor  had  used  the  words 
attributed  to  him.  The  Bussians  had 
stated  from  the  first  that  a  permanent 
occupation  of  Constantinople  was  outside 
their  views,  but  the  question  of  a  tem- 
porary occupation  was  reserved.  Our 
Government  imderstood  that  position  of 
Bussia  from  the  commencement,  and 
allowed  seven  months  to  pass  without 
objecting.  Subsequently  when  the  Bus- 
sian Government  stated  that  they  would 
not  proceed  towards  Gallipoli  unless  the 
Turkish  troops  concentrated  there.  Lord 
Derby  wrote  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
glad  to  receive  that  assurance.  If,  there- 
fore, there  had  been  any  want  of  frank- 
ness, it  had  not  been  on  the  part  of  the 
Bussian    Government.      He    was    not 
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ashamed  to  admit  that  in  his  opinion 
British  interests  in  the  East  of  Europe 
included  not  merely  the  good  govern- 
ment and  the  welfare  of  the  Christian 
inhabitants  of  Turkey,  but  included  the 
idea  of  more  cordial  and  friendly  rela- 
tions between  the  two  great  coimtries  of 
Eussia  and  England.  If  this  Eastern 
Question  were  once  satisfactorily  settled, 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  England 
and  Eussia  should  be  alienated  from  one 
another.  So  far  as  our  interests  in  the 
Indian  Empire  were  concerned,  the 
respdlisibili^  we  had  in  reference  to 
India  might  be  glorious,  but  it  could  not 
bo  profitable.  It  was  not  a  responsi- 
bility that  any  other  nation  need  covet. 
We  might  yet,  he  thought,  look  for  co- 
operation from  Eussia  instead  of  jealousy 
in  carrying  on  a  work  which  was  the 
most  onerous  and  responsible  any  nation 
ever  undertook.  The  true  interest  of 
this  country  was  to  see  that  the  States 
which  took  the  place  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  should  be  as  strong  and  inde- 
pendent as  possible.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington,  writing  in  October,  1829, 
said — 

*' There  is  no  donbt  it  would  haye  been  more 
fortunate  and  better  for  the  world,  if  the  Treaty 
of  Peace  had  not  been  signed,  and  if  the  Turkish 
Empire  had  been  dissolved.  The  natural  course 
woidd  have  been  for  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
in  discussing  the  disposition  to  be  made  of  tne 
wreck  of  the  Turkish  Monarchy,  to  have  in- 
cluded those  important  parts  of  it  that  the  Em- 
peror of  Russia  has  taken  to  himself.  It  is 
difficult  now  to  have  such  a  discussion." 

He  held  there  could  now  be  nothing  un- 
patriotic in  holding  the  views  held  by 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  1829.  He 
hoped  that  in  the  Conference  which  was 
shortly  to  take  place  the  interests  of 
Greece  would  be  considered.    On  this 

Eoint  he  went  further  than  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich ;  for  he  was  anxious  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Kingdom  of  Greece  should 
be  considered,  as  well  as  the  interests  of 
the  Gbrecian  Provinces.  He  believed 
that  the  extension  of  the  Grecian  Em- 
pire would  lead  to  the  establishment  of 
an  independent  State,  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
a  nucleus  of  resistance  against  Bussia  or 
any  Power  bent  upon  a  policy  of  agres- 
sion and  oppression.  He  wished  he 
could  have  seen  some  chance  of  the  Mo- 
tion being  withdrawn;  for  then  they 
might  have  proceeded,  with  some  hope 
of  general  aigreemenl^  to  an  entirely 
Jfr.  Chamberlain 


new  chapter  of  the  question^  but  that 
was  now  past.  The  House  wae  asked  to 
vote  money  which  was  to  be  borrowed 
but  not  spent,  in  order  to  defend  inte- 
rests which  were  not  to  be  attacked. 
Such  a  Yote  could  do  no  good ;  it  might 
possibly  do  a  deal  of  harm. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  spoken  of  the  tempo- 
rary occupation  of  Constantinople  as  if 
it  were  not  obiectionable,  and  had  quoted 
an  opinion  of  the  late  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton bearing  on  that  subject.  Now,  if 
it  were  not  presumptuous  in  him  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  to  differ  from  so  great  an 
authority,  he  would  say  it  was  his  firm 
conviction  that  the  occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  Bussia,  even  if  it  were 
limited  to  a  short  time,  would  be  not  only 
a  daring  infringement  of  the  conditions 
of  our  neutrauty,  but  a  menace  and 
a  blow  to  this  country;  and  nowhere 
would  it  be  more  fatal  to  our  interests 
and  to  ou^  moral  influence,  than  when 
the  story  was  told  in  every  town  and 
every  village,  every  mosque  and  every 
bazaar,  throughout  our  vast  dominions 
in  India.  Turning  to  the  Vote  before 
the  House,  he  would  take  them  back  for 
a  moment  to  the  last  Session.  On  the 
last  occasion  when  he  addressed  them 
on  that  question  last  Session,  the  policy 
of  England  in  relation  to  the'  present 
war  had  been  fully  stated  by  a  Member 
of  the  Government  sitting  in  that  House. 
That  policy,  they  were  t<3d,  was  a  policy 
of  conditional  neutrality,  and  the  condi- 
tions on  which  their  neutrality  would  be 
observed,  they  were  informed,  had  been 
declared  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
without  losing  a  moment,  on  the  out- 
break of  the  war.  Well,  in  common 
with  the  majority  of  that  House,  and 
also,  as  he  believed,  with  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  England,  he  was  able 
heartily  to  endorse  the  policy  then  an- 
nounced, because  the  duty  of  this  coun- 
try in  l^at  crisis  seemed  to  him  to  be 
perfectly  clear.  That  duty  he  held  then, 
and  held  still,  was  that  they  should 
maintain  a  strict  and  even  a  severe  neu- 
trality between  the  two  belligerents  as 
long  as  the  rights  and  the  interests  of 
this  coimtry  would  permit  it ;  but  if  ever 
those  rights  and  interests  should  be  me- 
naced or  assailed,  with  all  our  force  we 
should  uphold  them,  and  that  Bussia 
must  not  be  allowed  to  set  foot  in  Con-r 
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stantmople  and  to  become  mistress  in 
that  part  of  the  world  as  long  as  Eng- 
land had  the  means  of  preventing  it. 
He  had  at  the  same  time  expressed  his 
earnest  hope  that  they  would  shortly 
receive  the  assurance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  while  the  attitude  of 
this  country  would  be  one  of  strict  neu- 
trality, our  position  would  also  be  one 
of  armed  and  complete  preparation  for 
any  eventualities  which  might  arise. 
Last  Session  reached  its  close,  and,  as 
far  as  they  were  aware,  no  further  action 
waB  taken  by  the  Government,  and  from 
that  time  to  this  a  vast  number  of  people 
throughout  the  country,  of  whom  he  was 
one,  had  been  watching  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  on  that  point  with  the 
utmost  anxiety.  He  could  state  that  it 
had  been  with  no  small  sense  of  relief 
that  they  had  heard  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  at  last  resolved  on  taking 
those  measures  of  precaution  which,  so 
far  from  being  unnecessary  and  uncalled 
for,  as  hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
to  think,  had,  in  the  opinion  of  those  on 
his  side  of  the  House,  if  anything, 
rather  been  delayed  too  long.  They  had 
learnt  that  day  that  an  armistice  had  at 
length  been  concluded,  and,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  very  properly  stated,  that  a 
great  change  had  occurred  in  the  situa- 
tion since  the  Amendment  had  been 
moved.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  would  admit 
that  there  might  be  a  change  under 
some  circumstances;  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit  that  that  change  ne- 
cessarily followed  from  anything  they 
knew  at  present.  They  did  not  yet 
know  what  the  terms  of  the  armistice 
were.  They  had  a  right,  therefore,  to 
conclude  that  one  of  two  things  had  hap- 
pened— namely,  that  those  terms  either 
respected  or  infringed  the  conditions  of 
our  neutrality.  If  they  respected  those 
conditions,  it  was  all  very  well  and 
good,  so  far  as  those  conations  alone 
were  concerned  ;  yet  he  could  not  admit 
oven  then  that  the  inmiediate  necessity 
for  this  Vote  had  passed  away.  Sup- 
posing that  among  the  terms  of  the  ar- 
mistice there  had  been  an  entry  or  oc- 
cupation of  Constantinople  by  the 
armies  of  Kussia,  he  asked  what  the 
position  of  this  country  woidd  then 
have  to  be?  In  those  circumstances 
were  we  to  abandon  or  to  maintain  our 
conditions?    The  Government  had  over 


and  over  again  stated  to  the  House — 
and  they  repeated  it  only  last  Thursday 
— ^that  tihiey  were  determined  to  adhere 
strictly  to  those  conditions.  What 
woidd  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say  if 
the  terms  of  the  armistice  in  any  degree 
inMnged  those  conditions?  He  was 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford — who  spoke  before  the  ar- 
mistice had  been  concluded — ^had  said 
so  little  on  that  point,  on  which  he  was 
bound  to  have  expressed  his  opinion 
fully  and  frankly.  The  conditions  which 
the  Government  had  laid  down  for  our 
neutrality  were  either  right  or  wrong 
from  the  beginning.  If  he  had  thought 
they  were  wrong,  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  would 
doubtless  have  opposed  them.  But  no- 
thing of  the  kind  occurred;  and  the 
first  objection  he  had  heard  taken  to 
them  came  that  night  from  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  who  had 
objected  to  conditions  ensuring  the  per- 
fect safety  of  Egypt  and  the  Suez  Canal. 
Would  that  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  have  taken  no  steps,  had  he 
been  Prime  Minister,  to  secure  our  high- 
way to  India  by  the  Suez  Canal  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  boimd  to  give 
to  the  House  a  fuU  explanation  on  tlio 
subject.  He  had  stated  that  he  thought 
Eussia  ought  not  to  have  been  tied  down 
to  exclude  Egypt  froni  the  scene  of  war, 
and,  of  course,  the  Suez  Canal.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  I  never  said  a  word  about 
the  Suez  Canal.]  Perhaps  not ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  hiad  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  have  mentioned 
Egypt,  of  which  the  Suez  Canal  was  a 
part.  If  it  was  not,  why,  then,  he  did 
not  know  where  it  was.  Now  he  wanted 
the  House  really  to  consider  the  posi- 
tion. That  cruel  and  aggressive  war, 
which  had  produced  in  its  results  so 
much  misery  and  destruction,  not  only 
to  the  combatants  themselves,  but  to 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  poor,  help- 
less, suffering  creatures,  who  had  been 
driven  from  their  homes  and  deprived  of 
the  means  of  supporting  themselves, 
and  who  were  dying  by  himdreds  daily, 
if  they  were  to  believe  tho  news  from 
Constantinople — and,  as  a  member  of 
the  committee  which  had  been  endea- 
vouring to  relieve  that  mass  of  want 
and  wretchedness,  he  could  state  that 
the  accounts  which  daily  reached  them 
were  too  harrowing  to  relate — that  cruel 
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and  aggressive  war,  he  said,  had  pro- 
gressed with  varying  fortune,  until  now, 
when  Eussia  was  absolute  mistress  of 
the  situation.  There  had  been  nothing 
for  some  time  past  to  prevent  her  from 
obtaining,  either  by  the  dictation  of  her 
own  terms  of  peace,  or  by  some  secret 
arrangement  with  Turkey,  which  was 
entirely  played  out,  any  position  what- 
ever, eimer  in  a  military  or  political 
point  of  view,  which  might  appear  to 
be  most  desirable  for  herself,  and  which 
might  give  her  the  command  of  the 
Turkish  capital  and  the  control  of  the 
Straits  of  the  Dardanelles.  He  did  not 
suppose  there  were  many  persons  in  this 
country  who  held  the  opinion  that  the 
possession  of  Constantinople  by  Eussia 
woidd  not  be  a  grave  menace  to  Eng- 
land. The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House  spoke  of  the 
miserable  jealousy  of  Eussia  which 
existed  in  this  country.  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  did  not  wish  to  say  anything 
to  encourage,  nor  need,  he  believed,  do 
so,  any  feeling  of  that  kind.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  in  speaking  as  he 
did,  seemed  altogether  to  ignore  one 
view  of  the  case.  He  did  not  positively 
charge  Eussia  with  having  now  any  de- 
sign upon  Constantinople  or  the  Straits ; 
but  then  there  were  possible  and  very 
probable  contingencies  indeed  which  in 
the  existing  state  of  affairs  ought  not  to 
be  left  out  of  sight.  The  present  Vote 
had  been  defended,  and  could  easily  be 
defended,  on  the  ground  of  the  confi- 
dence which  its  passing  would  show  was 
felt  in  the  Government  by  the  country ; 
and  there  was,  he  contended,  some  rea- 
son why  the  Government  should  desire 
to  have  some  "outward  and  visible 
sign  "  of  that  confidence,  notwithstand- 
ing the  amusing  comments  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Goschen)  on  the  use  of  those  words 
by  the  Under  Secretly  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  The  House  must  not 
lose  sight  of  the  proceedings  which  had 
occurred  throughout  the  coimtry  during 
the  last  six  months.  In  referring  to 
them,  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  desired  to  guard 
himself  against  saying  anything  unduly 
offensive  to  anyhon.Member  of  the  House, 
but  he  could  not  altogether  refrain  from. 
making  some  personal  references.  One 
man — and  that  a  man  who  by  his  past 
career  had  justly  earned  a  great  position 

Mr,  Chaplin 


in  this  country— one  who  had  himself 
filled  the  highest  offices  in  the  State,  and 
who  had  commanded  the  following  of  a 
large  and  powerful  Party — a  man  who 
was  at  one  time,  he  believed,  adored  by 
many  and  feared  by  some,  but  respected 
and  esteemed  by  all — had,  without  a 
word  of  warning,  cast  all  past  traditions 
of  statesmanship,  as  hitherto  received  in 
England,  to  the  winds.  Once  a  great 
and  influential  statesman,  he  was  now  a 
restless  wanderer.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  He 
did  not  wish  to  speak  with  disrespect ; 
but  that  statesman  had  spent  his  time 
for  the  last  18  months  in  traversing  the 
country,  as  he  had  stated  at  Oxford  a 
few  days  ago,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
up  a  public  agitation  with  respect  to 
the  Eastern  Question  which  he  hoped 
would  override  the  opinions  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  Dealing 
with  the  warm  and  impulsive  nature  of 
the  English  people,  shocked  as  they  had 
been  by  stories  of  atrocities — too  hor- 
rible, he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  admitted,  in  any 
case,  but  in  this  case  generally  one- 
sided— ^the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentieman  did  suc- 
ceed in  creating  a  sensation,  which  was 
felt,  he  believed,  more  on  the  Continent 
than  at  any  time  in  England ;  for  no  man 
could  doubt  that  the  European  nations 
were  at  one  period  entirely  misled  as  to 
the  state  of  reeling  in  this  country  upon 
the  question.  It  could  not  be  other- 
wise, for,  however  much  they  might 
laugh  at  "those  funny  English,"  as 
they  called  them,  no  foreign  statesman 
of  distinction  could  have  believed  it  pos- 
sible that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  have  pursued  the  course  he  fol- 
lowed unless  he  had  the  overwhelming 
feeling  of  the  country  to  support  him. 
Well,  he  did  not  wonder,  so  far  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  concerned, 
that  he  objected  to  the  Vote;  for  it 
would  not  be  regarded  out  of  England 
so  much  as  a  Yote  of  Confidence  in  the 
Gt)vemment  as  a  direct  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  The  country  would  decide 
that  evening,  or,  perhaps,  to-morrow, 
by  the  voice  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Prime  Minister ;  and  when  that  deci- 
sion was  taken,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would,  he  thought,  at  last  be  con- 
vinced that  Ihe  real  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try was  not  on  his  side.  He  was  curious, 
indeed,  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  ever  could  have  beUeyed 
he  had  the  country  at  his  back,  and 
wondered  whether  he  had  any  qualms 
of  conscience  on  the  point.  A  year  ago 
he  gave  it  as  the  excuse  for  his  extraor- 
dinary proceedings,  and  in  his  speech 
that  night  he  had  again  raised  the 
question.  Speaking  at  St.  James's 
Hall,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  Unless  we  have  a  great  justification  for  this 
meeting  wo  all,  in  our  several  capacities,  deserve 
to  be  censurod,  and  no  censure  can  be  too  se- 
vere for  me." 

And  he  went  on  then  to  give  his  justifi- 
cation, and  said — 

"  We  think  the  power  and  reputation  of  Eng- 
land with  respect  to  this  enormous  question 
have  boon  employed  for  a  purpose  and  to  an 
e£fect  directly  at  variance  with  the  convictions  of 
the  country." 

It  might  be  perfectly  possible  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  entirely  right, 
and  that  all  those  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House 
were  entirely  wrong;  but,  if  so,  what 
was  to  be  said  of  those  great  spontaneous 
outbursts  of  feeling  in  all  parts  of  the 
country — at  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and 
in  the  City  of  London,  presided  over  by 
the  Lord  Mayor — in  support  of  the 
policy  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Government  ?  For  himself,  he  did  not 
like  to  look  at  it ;  but  if  hon.  Members 
looked  for  a  moment  at  the  reverse  side 
of  the  picture,  and  if  to  be  burnt  in 
effigy  at  Manchester — the  likeness  being 
said  to  be  extraordinary — and  to  have 
bills  with  regard  to  one  posted  all  over 
the  City  at  almost  every  turn  was  not  to 
be  taken  as  a  sign  of  feeling^  on  the 
part  of  the  people,  why,  he  had  nothing 
more  to  say  on  the  subject.  He  must 
leave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  enjoy 
whatever  consolation  he  was  able  to 
derive  from  the  kind  of  support  he  had 
lately  been  receiving,  and  it  was  with  no 
sense  of  triumph,  but  with  genuine 
sorrow  and  regret,  he  found  nimself 
obliged  to  say  that  out  of  his  own  mouth 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stood  convicted, 
and  that  upon  his  own  showing  no  cen- 
sure could  be  too  severe  for  him.  There 
was  yet  another  ground,  he  thought,  on 
which  the  Vote  could  be  defended, 
though  it  might  be  considered  ridiculous 
by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.    They  laughed  when 


it  was  stated  that  the  Vote  was  de- 
manded in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government  when  they  went  into 
the  Conference.  But  he  should  ask 
them  to  consider  for  a  moment  what 
sort  of  position  England  would  occupy 
when  she  went  into  the  Conference  if, 
imlike  Prussia,  Austria,  France,  and  all 
the  rest  of  the  Powers,  who  were  armed 
to  the  teeth,  she  chose  to  enter  into  the 
Conference  weak  and  unarmed?  We  had 
not  more  than  120,000  men,  while  Eussia 
had  1,000,000,  and  would  be  mistress  of 
the  situation  at  Constantinople  and  that 
part  of  the  world.  Now,  he  would  ask 
in  all  seriousness — and  he  coidd  assure 
the  House  that  he  was  giving  expression 
to  his  deep  and  sincere  convictions — 
were  we  to  sit  with  our  arms  folded  when 
that  was  the  probable  state  of  things 
which  would  confront  us  at  the  Confer- 
ence ?  Was  that  the  policy  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  recommended  to  the 
coimtry  ?  11  so,  the  sooner  their  opinions 
went  forth  to  the  country  the  bettor. 
Then  it  might  be  said,  as  had  been  again 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  G^reenwich  that  evening, 
that  so  late  as  the  21st  of  December 
Turkey  was  seriously  imder  the  impres- 
sion that  England  woxdd  at  length  come 
to  her  aid.  Now,  all  he  could  say  was, 
that  if  all  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made,  and  all  the  despatches  which  had 
been  written,  were  not  sufficient  to  tell 
Turkey  that  the  Government  never  in- 
tended to  go  to  war,  and  were  not  suffi- 
cient to  undeceive  her,  nothing  that  we 
could  do  woidd  have  that  effect.  And 
now,  what  was  the  most  prominent  fact 
in  the  situation?  Why,  that  Turkey 
was  destroyed — that  she  had  ceased  to 
exist,  and  that  it  was  no  longer  a  ques- 
tion between  Russia  and  Turkey,  but 
between  Eussia  and  Europe,  and,  fore- 
most among  the  nations  of  Europe, 
between  Eussia  and  England.  The 
position  of  things  at  the  present  moment 
was  not  unlike  what  it  was  before  the 
Crimean  War.  Writing  on  the  6th  of 
May,  1856,  one  of  the  men  still  living 
who  were  responsible  for  that  war 
pointed  out  the  future  danger  of  an 
**  encroachment  upon  and  absorption  of 
Turkey  by  Eussia,"  adding  that  "  such 
a  danger  to  the  peace,  liberty,  and 
privileges  of  all  Europe  we  were  bound 
to  resist  by  every  means  in  our  power." 
Now,  if  that  danger  was  great  in  May, 
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1856,  he  asked  the  House  if  it  was  less 
in  February,  1878  ?  The  question  they 
were  considering,  in  fact,  was  whether 
the  liberties  and  independence  of  Europe 
were  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  one 
great,  cruel,  and  despotic  Power,  which 
was  to  bestride  the  Continent  of  Europe 
froTW  the  -^gean  Sea  to  the  Baltic? 
There  were  some  people  who  could  not 
be  convinced ;  there  were  others  who 
would  not  be  convinced ;  and  there  were 
others,  again,  who  coidd  not  afford  to  be 
convinced,  because  if  they  were,  it  would 
amount  to  their  own  complete  self- 
condemnation  ;  and  in  this  last  category, 
he  feared,  he  must  include  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich. 
At  Oxford  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
observed,  had  made  a  speech  containing 
a  most  vehement  attack  upon  Lord 
Beaconsfield  and  the  Tory  Government. 
He  could  not  compliment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  that  part  of  his  speech 
which  referred  to  Lord  Beaconsfield.  It 
was  certainly  a  very  safe,  but  not,  he 
thought,  a  very  chivalrous  proceeding ; 
and  he  coidd  not  believe  it  would  have 
been  so  readily  undertaken  if  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  still  been  Mr.  Disraeli. 
At  the  same  time,  ^^e  doubted  very  much 
whether  even  Lord  Beaconsfield  himself 
could  have  administered  a  severer  casti- 
gation  than  had  been  heard  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hardy)  that 
afternoon.  He  could  sympathize  entirely 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  in  the  unbounded 
astonishment  which  he  expressed  at 
Oxford  at  the  discipline  of  the  Tory 
Party  and  the  want  of  discipline  among 
his  own  Friends ;  but  the  reason  of  the 
difference  was  not  far  to  seek.  The  Tory 
Party  were  imited  because  they  had  had 
for  many  years,  and  still  had,  the  great 
good  fortune  to  have  for  their  Leader 
one  upon  whose  sagacity  and  judgment, 
upon  whoso  genius  and  resources,  upon 
wnose  knowledge  of  his  countrymen,  and 
upon  whose  courage  and  determination, 
an  experience  of  40  years  taught  them 
they  coidd  implicitly  rely.  They  knew 
that  he  was  not  dismayed  by  a  factious 
and  imscrupulous  Opposition  in  a  mo- 
ment which  might  be  fraught  with  great 
national  danger;  they  knew  that  he  was 
not  misled  by  a  false  and  artificial  agita- 
tion— how  false  and  artificial  was  proved 
every  day  by  the  outburst  of  spontaneous 
feeling  which  occurred  in  every  part  of. 

Mr.  Chapkn 


England.  They  knew  he  was  not  misled 
by  any  agitation,  even  though  it  was 
headed  by  his  bitterest  foe.  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's  Party  recognized  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  he  was  surrounded 
now.  He  had  their  perfect  sympaliiy 
in  the  responsibility  which  rested  upon 
him — a  responsibility  which,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich himself  would  perhaps  admit,  was 
sufficiently  grave  at  any  time;  but  which 
had  been  aggravated  a  thousand-fold  by 
the  conduct,  not  of  all,  not  even  of  many, 
but  of  some  of  his  opponents.  That 
conduct  on  the  part  of  meir  opponents 
only  added  to  the  determination  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Followers  to  support  and 
rally  round  their  Chief  upon  the  Eastern 
Question.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "J  He  quite  un- 
derstood that  on  the  opposite  side  those 
feelings  were  not  very  well  understood, 
and  he  could  assure  them  that  it  was  in 
this  commimity  of  feeling  and  recipro- 
cating sympathy  that  the  secret  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never  yet 
been  able  to  discover  was  really  to  be 
found — namely,  the  true  power  of  a 
Leader  and  the  constant  devotion  and 
fidelity  of  a  Party.  The  Liberals  were 
said  to  be  weak,  disorganized,  and  dis- 
united at  the  present  moment.  He 
thought  he  could  tell  them  why.  It 
was  Decause  within  the  last  12  or  16 
years  they  had  followed  one  who,  with 
a  powerful  majority  at  his  back,  had 
twice  succeeded  in  destroying  and  scat- 
tering the  Party  to  the  winds.  Even 
now,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  very  properly  withdrawn  from  the 
position  in  wnich  he  was — well,  a  little 
less  successful  than  Lord  Beaconsfield — 
anything  like  a  real  organization  was 
rendered  impossible,  because  the  Liberal 
Party  were  Hable  at  any  moment  to  the 
spasmodic  assistance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  upset  all  calculations, 
and  would  be  intolerable  to  anyone  less 
long-suffering  than  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  succeeded  him.  This  was  a  perfectly 
fair  and  simple  explanation  of  the  fact 
which  at  Oxford  so  much  perplexed  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  was,  however,  something  much 
more  serious  to  consider  to-night  than 
the  mere  disagreement  of  Parties.  What 
was  the  duty  of  England  at  the  present 
moment?  was  the  question  which  hon. 
Members  must  answer  to  themselves  and 
to  the  country.  They  had  been  told  that 
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a  Conference  must  shortly  be  assembled 
to  settle  yarious    European    questions 
which  had  arisen  out  of  the  present  war, 
and  among  them  there  were  two  of  vital 
importance  to  thiscountry — namely,  those 
relating  to  the  future  of  Constantinople 
and  the  Dardanelles.  He  sincerely  trusted 
that   the   conditions  of   our  neutrality 
would  be  strictly  adhered  to  and  respected 
by  Bussia ;  but  if,  unhappily,  Eussia,  in 
the  exultation  of  her  victories,  should 
treat  them  with  disdain,  ot  by  any  means 
before  the  assemblino^  of  the  Conference 
should  endeavour  to  become  mistress  of 
the  situation  in  that  part  of  the  world, 
the  duty  of  this  country  would  be  to 
show  that    she    was    willing,    as    un- 
doubtedly she  was  able,  with  Allies,  if 
possible,  but  without  them  if  might  be, 
to  keep  those  questions  open  for  deci- 
sion by  that  European  Conference,  and 
when  once  that  Conference  had  decided, 
to  accept,  within  certain  conditions,  and 
to  abide  by  that  decision.    As  to  what 
those  limits  were  or  ought  to  be,  he 
would  not  venture  to  express  an  opinion, 
because  they  could  only  be  settled  by 
the  most  experienced  statesmen  of  Eng- 
land and  Europe.    If,  however,  he  was 
asked  what  he  believed  to  be  the  duty  of 
the  House  of  Commons  at  this  moment, 
he  would  state  his  opinion.   He  believed 
it  might  yet  be  the  proud  destiny  of 
England    to    restore    the  blessings   of 
lasting  peace  to  an  outraged  and  horror- 
stricken  world,  to  enforce,  it  might  be, 
moderation  on  the  victor ;  to  give  conso- 
lation to  the  nation  which  in  grief  and 
sorrow  was  now  overcome;  and  to  re- 
move at  once  and  for  ever  the  yoke  of 
suffering  from  those  who  for  centuries 
had  undoubtedly  been  most  cruelly  op- 
pressed.   All  this,  and  more  than  this, 
might  yet  be  the  destiny  of  England,  if 
England  were  united  and  strong,  and 
spoKO  with  the    strength  of  a  imited 
people.    But,  if  we  were  divided  in  our 
councils,  if,  by  disunion,  we  showed  that 
we  were  weak,  he  dreaded  that  that 
might  happen  which  happened  once  be- 
fore, when  Enc^land  was  divided.    Into 
war  we  might  be  driven  now  by  Eussia, 
precisely  as  we  drifted  then.    It  was, 
therefore,  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  imited  in  their  vote  upon  this 
question,  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Forster) 
to  re-consider  his  decision.   He  believed 
that  all  hon.  Members  cherished  a  most. 


fervent  hope  that  peace  would  be  per- 
manently restored ;  and,  when  the  object 
of  all  was  the  same,  surely  the  minority 
might  bow  to  the  majority,  as  to  how 
that  common  object  could  most  success- 
fully be  accomplished.  He  besought 
hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  be  led  to 
a  decision  which  he  believed  they  would 
before  long  repent,  and  which  might  do 
much  to  hinder  and  defeat  the  ultimate 
object  they  desired  to  attain.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  in  the  most 
solemn  manner  of  which  he  was  capable, 
not  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division.  If 
this  appeal  were  responded  to,  the  fear 
he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  at  present  would 
leave  him,  and,  in  its  place,  would  come 
a  high  and  ardent  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment— not  the  Whig  Government,  not 
the  Tory  Government,  but  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  and  the  Queen  would 
be  able  so  manfully  to  grapple  with 
their  task  that  the  good  work  would 
prosper  in  their  hands,  because  they 
would  be  striving,  in  the  highest  and 
holiest  cause,  which  must  ever  be  the 
cause  of  England — namely,  the  attain- 
ment of  a  peace  which  should  secure  the 
liberties  of  nations,  the  independence  of 
Europe,  and  the  happiness  of  millions 
upon  millions  of  mankind. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  must  decline  to 
follow  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  CQiaplin), 
either  in  vituperation  of  my  opponents 
or  in  eulogjr  of  my  Leader.  That  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  of  a 
kind  of  which  we  have  had  some  spe- 
cimens before,  and  of  which  I  think  we 
have  now  had  enough.  But  I  must 
express  my  surprise  that  after  the  former 
wrestle  between  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  and  after  the  severe  throw 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  then  got,  he 
should  have  ventured,  even  a^r  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  speech,  to  renew  the 
attack  this  evening.  I  was  also  sur- 
prised at  the  two  Secretaries  of  State 
indulging  in  personalities  towards  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  There  is  an  old 
saying  that  if  you  have  a  bad  defence, 
the  best  way  is  to  abuse  plaintiff's  attor- 
ney. The  Parliamentary  version  ap- 
pears to  be  that  if  you  cannot  meet  an 
opponent's  argimients  h^e,  your  best 
plan  is  to  attack  what  he  says  elsewhere  ; 
and  so  the  speech  at  Oxford  and  my 
right  hon.   friend's  magazine  articles 
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formed  the  staple  of  these  two  speeches. 
But  the  Home  Secretary  went  still  fur- 
ther. What  were  his  words  the  other 
night? 

"  He  further  said  that  we  haye  spoken  with 
two  voices,  and  t^t  we  poured  forth  from  the 
same  fountain  sweet  waters  and  hitter  waters.  I 
grant  at  once  that  in  our  despatches  there  is 
bitter  enough  water  for  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment. But  I  defy  you  to  find  one  drop  of 
sweet.  Well,  then,  to  proceed  further,  I  ask, 
have  we  ever  on  the  other  hand  deceived  Rus- 
sia ?  ...  I  ask,  also,  whether  we  ever  de- 
ceived the  countiy?  We  told  the  country  in 
the  Queen's  Most  Gracious  Speech  that  so  long 
as  the  conditions  of  our  neutrality  were  not  vio- 
lated, so  long  would  that  neutrality  be  adhered 
to.  But,  on  tiie  other  hand,  I  say  in  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  throughout  the  country 
there  has  been  a  *  lying  spirit '  abroad,  and  in  the 
Resolution  before  the  House  there  is  an  evil 
spirit  lurking,  although  at  first  sight  somewhat 
(fifficult  to  discover." 

Who  can  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  language  referred  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  ?  A  "  lying  spirit,"  indeed ! 
Such  incautious  language  as  this  ought 
not  to  have  come  from  a  Colleague  of 
those  Ministers  who,  before  Lord  Car- 
narvon told  the  whole  story  in  **  another 
place,"  denied  that  there  were  any  dis- 
sensions in  the  Cabinet.  I  pass  on  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  charge 
against  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  that  he  had  been  for 
half  his  life  a  Member  of  the  Tory 
Party  and  of  the  Carlton  Club.  I  have 
always  understood  that  what  takes  place 
within  the  walls  of  our  Clubs  is  not  re- 
peated outside,  least  of  all  in  this  House. 
If  we  are  to  retaliate,  I  should  be 
tempted  to  allude  to  a  Member  sitting 
opposite  who  has  spoken  in  this  debate, 
and  belongs  to  the  same  Whig  Club  as 
myself.  But  I  trust  we  shall  drop  this 
unworthy  line  of  argument.  But  the 
Secretary  of  State  oomd  find  nothing  to 
approve  in  what  was  proposed  eiSier 
outside  or  inside  this  House.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
concluded  one  of  the  most  temperate 
and  moderate  speeches  I  ever  heard 
with  a  proposal  for  a  truce,  based  on  a 
Vote  of  Confidence.  This  was  not  to 
the  taste  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
characteristically  posed  as  a  Minister  of 
War  denouncing  an  armistice.  But  this 
is  not  all.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 

Mr,  Childers 


whom  I  am  glad  to  congratulate  on  his 
well-deserved  promotion,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
the  other  night  referred  to  certain  meet- 
ings and  spoke  with  praise  and  satisfac- 
tion of  the  resolutions  which  had  been 
petssed  at  them.  I  have  only  heard  of 
two  of  those  meetings,  to  which  this 
praise  could  apply.  The  first  was  at 
Sheffield,  and  tnere  possibly  they  misun- 
derstood, as  many  have  misunderstood, 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
more  neutrality,  but  the  good  people  of 
Sheffield  supposed  that  it  was  a  policy 
of  more  armour-plates.  Then  came  the 
meeting  in  London.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
are  acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  that  meeting ;  but  whether  or  not, 
I  will  state  them.  It  was  called  for 
Thursday  last,  at  3  o'clock,  at  the  Can- 
non Street  Hotel,  to  protest  against  the 
Vote  of  £6,000,000.  The  invitation  was 
by  ticket,  and  of  course  only  intended 
for  those  who  desired  to  protest  against 
the  Vote.  Now,  what  W6is  done  ?  Cer- 
tain Gentlemen,  whose  names  are  well 
known  in  connection  with  the  Tory 
Party  in  the  metropolis,  circulated  that 
morning  through  the  Post  Office  several 
thousand  copies  of  a  card  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand.  The  card  was  as  foUows : — 

"  Vote  of  confidence.  Supporters  of  the  fo- 
reign policy  of  the  Government  who  are  desir- 
ous of  supporting  the  honour  and  interests  of 
this  counky  at  the  present  crisis  are  invited  to 
attend  the  meeting  at  the  City  Terminus  Hotel 
to-day  not  later  than  2  o'clock." 

The  room  had  been  engaged  for  3 
o'clock,  but  these  people  came  at  2, 
and  found  that  the  persons  by  whom 
the  room  had  been  engaged  had  not 
arrived.  They  invaded  the  house,  dis- 
persed two  meetings,  one  consisting  of 
ladies  who  were  hustled  out  of  the  room, 
broke  the  chairs  and  tables,  and,  hav- 
ing succeeded  in  wrecking  a  part  of  the 
hotel,  walked  off  to  the  Gxuldhall,  and 
there  passed  the  resolution  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to.  Now,  is  that  the  way  in 
which  public  meetings  are  to  be  con- 
ducted henceforth  ?  What  if  a  meeting 
to  support  the  Qt)vemment  were  broken 
up  by  a  parly  of  Liberals  £rom  the 
country  netting  early  possession,  wreck- 
ing the  mmiture,  and  smashing  the  win- 
dows ?    The  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
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Eiding(Mr.  0.  Beokett-Denison)  wastlie 
other  day  most  anxious  that  there  should 
be  no  adjournment  of  the  Motion  of 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  given  Notice,  on  the  ground  that 
two  days  delay  would  afford  time  for 
noisy  public  meetings  to  be  got  up 
throughout  the  country ;  but  I  presume 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  notlung  but 
congratulations  to  offer  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  now  on  the  success  of  the 

feat  public  meeting  at  the  Guildhall, 
turn,  however,  &om  these  violent 
speeches  and  proceedings  to  the  proposal 
before  us.  Nothing  is  more  remarkable 
in  connection  with  this  Eastern  Question 
than  the  extent  to  which  history  repeats 
itself.  When  Mr.  Pitt  was  at  the  height 
of  his  power,  after  some  years  of  war 
between  the  Empress  Oatherine  and  the 
Porte,  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  fear- 
ing that  the  arms  of  Bussia  would  suc- 
ceed more  than  had  been  expected,  and  it 
being  supposed  that  the  object  of  Eussia 
was  to  get  possession  of  Constantinople, 
proposed  to  the  House  to  take  measures 
to  meet  the  emergency.  Ooksakow  and 
subsequently  Ismaila  had  been  captured 
by  the  Turks.  I  wiU  read  the  words  of 
the  Message  of  the  26th  March,  1791— 

<<  "Rig  Majesty's  endeavotiTS  to  effect  a  pacifi- 
cation between  Russia  and  the  Porte  haying 
hitherto  been  unsuccessful,  and  the  consequences 
which  may  arise  from  the  further  progress  of 
the  war  being  highly  important  to  the  interests 
of  His  ]Bi^josty  and  his  allies,  and  to  those  of 
Europe  in  general,  His  Majesty  judges  it  re- 
quisite, '  in  order  to  add  weight  to  his  repre- 
sentations,' to  make  some  further  augmentation 
of  his  nayal  force,  and  His  Majesty  relies  on  the 
zeal  and  aJSfection  of  the  House  of  Commons  that 
they  will  be  ready  to  make  good  such  additional 
expenses  as  maybe  incurred  by  these  preparations 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the  interests  of 
His  Majesty's  Kingdoms." 

Upon  that  Message  from  the  Grown 
there  arose  a  series  of  debates,  five  in 
number,  which  are  among  the  most 
importaiit  to  be  found  in  our  Parlia- 
mentary history.  Every  movement  on 
the  part  of  the  Opposition,  however, 
was  defeated  by  a  large  majority,  gene- 
rally of  two  to  one,  and  what  is  known 
in  lustory  as  the  Eussian  armament  took 
place.  But,  what  was  the  result?  Let 
me  quote  the  imparticd  historian — 

"  But  Pitt  seems  hardly  to  have  acted  with 
his  usual  prudence.  A  military  menace  to  a 
great  Power  like  Bussia  in  the  full  career  of 
conquest  and  with  yast  resources,  was  likely  to 
irritate,  but  certain  not  to  deter.  A  war  under- 
taken without  alHances,  except  the  doubtful  one 


of  Prussia,  for  an  object  which  concerned  all 
Europe,  would  have  been  at  the  best  but  an  ill- 
omened  enterprise.  The  Russian  armament  was, 
in  fact,  a  mistake." 

Mr.  Pitt  himself  in  the  following  Session 
came  down  to  Parliament  and  stated 
that  the  armament  against  Bussia  had 
failed  in  a  great  degree,  and  that  we 
had  not  obtamed  what  we  had  intended 
to  obtain ;  and  the  result  was  that  Eussia 
obtained  all  she  wanted,  including  even 
Ocksakow,  which  had  been  the  great 
object  of  Mr.  Pitt's  efforts.  I  might 
refer  to  other  remarkable  resemblances 
between  1791  and  the  present  time — such 
as  the  resignation  of  one  Minister  and 
the  contemplated  resignation  of  another, 
the  charge  against  Mr.  Fox  that  he  was 
the  enemy  of  his  country  and  the  Mend 
of  Eussia,  and  so  forth.  My  object, 
however,  is  to  point  to  the  great  distinc- 
tion between  the  form  of  Mr.  Pitt's  pro- 
posals and  that  now  adopted.  What  was 
the  Vote  that  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  on  that 
occasion?  In  the  previous  year,  1790, 
when  there  had  been  a  dispute  with 
Spain  in  consequence  of  the  seizure  at 
Nootka  Sound  of  vessels  belonging  to 
this  country,  a  Vote  of  Credit  of 
£1,000,000  was  asked  for  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  order  to  fit  out  an  imme- 
diate expedition.  Spain  w'as  compelled 
to  give  way.  But  on  this  occasion,  in 
1791,  Mr.  Pitt  pursued  a  very  different 
course.  He  declined  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
of  money,  stating  that  it  was  right  and 
proper  to  ask  for  such  a  Vote  when  we 
intended  going  to  war,  but  that  the 
Government  had  no  right  to  ask  for  a 
Vote  of  money,  but  only  for  one  of  Con- 
fidence, when  they  were  strengthening 
the  Army  and  Navy  with  a  view  to  ne- 
gotiations. Mr.  Pitt  said  that  the  House 
was  not  called  upon  to  give  its  assent 
to  any  Supplies  either  for  construct- 
ing armaments  or  carrying  on  a  war. 
AIL  they  had  to  do  was  to  wait  until  the 
Supplv  was  asked,  and  then,  if  they 
thought  it  proper  or  necessary  so  to  do, 
they  might  re&se  it.  These  were  not  the 
words  of  a  Minister  with  a  mere  casual 
majority  at  his  back.  Mr.  Pitt  had  a  ma- 
jority of  over  100  in  the  House,  but  he 
was  not  prepared  to  depart  from  the  well- 
ascertained  rule  and  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment in  relation  to  this  particular  sub- 
ject. The  same  thing  had  occurred  in 
1718;  indeed,  Mr.  Pitt  referred  to  it.  On 
that  occasion  the  Quadruple   Alliance 
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against  Spain  nnder  Cardinal  Alberoni 
was  formed  by  this  country ;  butthougli 
the  Sling's  Message  spoke  of  increased 
armaments  to  compel  Spain  to  join  the 
AUianoe,  yet  as  no  dedaration  of  war 
was  contemplated,  no  money  was  asked 
for,  and  the  House  was  advised  simply 
to  adopt  an  Address  to  the  Grown  in 
harmony  with  the  Message.  Many  other 
precedents  may  be  quot^  in  support  of 
my  contention  that  the  Government  now 
propose  to  take  an  unconstitutional 
course.  In  1881,  after  the  liberation  of 
Belgium,  the  Kin^'of  Holland  denounced 
the  armistice,  and  there  was  great  fear 
of  a  general  war  with  England  and 
France  on  the  one  side  and  the  three 
Northern  Powers  on  the  other.  Eng- 
land and  France,  however,  intervened 
without  any  formal  declaration  of  war ; 
Antwerp  was  taken,  and  Holland  yielded. 
On  that  occasion  did  the  €k)vemment 
come  down  and  ask  for  a  Vote  of  Credit  ? 
No,  they  distinctly  declined  to  do  so, 
being  satisfied  with  the  confidence  of 
Parliament,  and  the  additional  supplies 
were  afterwards  voted.  The  case  of 
1 840-4 1  was  still  more  in  point.  The  dis- 
pute between  Turkey  and  Egypt,  and  the 
alliance  between  England  and  the  three 
Northern  Powers  in  favour  of  Turkey, 
all  but  brought  us  into  war  with  France. 
It  was  averted  by  Lord  Palmerston's 
courageous  action  ;  but  in  that  instance 
did  the  Government  of  1840  come  down 
to  the  House  and  ask  for  a  Vote  of  Credit? 
No,  ttiey  followed  the  precedents  of  1 7 1 8, 
1791,  and  1881,  and  no  Vote  of  money 
was  asked  for.  The  matter  was  fully 
debated  in  Parliament  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  in  1841,  and  the  additional 
Estimates  were  brought  forward  in  the 
usual  way.  Lord  John  Bussell,  Sir 
Eobett  Peel,  and,  indeed,  all  the  lead- 
ing statesmen  on  both  sides  agreed  that 
tlm  was  the  right  course— Lord  John 
Eussell  pointing  out  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  asked  for  a  Vote  of  Credit 
there  would  have  been  danger  of  in- 
creasing the  exasperation  ^^ch  then 
existed  in  France.  It  was,  however, 
urged  by  Colonel  Sibthorp  and  Mr. 
Himie  that  the  Government  ought  in 
the  first  instance  to  have  done  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  done 
now— -asked  for  a  Vote  of  Credit,  in- 
stead of  going  through  the  negotiations 
without  one  and  coming  for  money  after- 
wards.    A   division   took   place,    and 

M.  Childeri 


the  Gtevemment  were  supported  by 
the  whole  strength  of  the  Opposition, 
except  a  'few  Members  below  tiiie  Gang- 
way on  both  sides.  I  find  that  8 
Members  voted  in  the  minority,  Mr. 
Hume  and  Colonel  Sibthorp  beine  the 
tellers,  and  the  only  Member  of  the 
minority  now  alive  is  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
Is  it  impossible  that  some  recollection  of 
his  defeat  has  led  to  the  action  of  the 
Gk)vemment  on  the  present  occasion? 
Such,  Sir,  are  the  precedents.  I  know 
of  one  in  the  opposite  direction.  The 
Vote  of  1871  was  a  specific  increase  of 
the  Army  in  view  of  a  specific  military 
object — ^the  miHtary  defence  of  Belgium 
under  Treaties  with  the  two  belligerents. 
The  Abyssinian  and  Ashantee  Votes 
were  also  for  specific  military  opera- 
tions. This  is  for  a  diplomatic  demon- 
stration, and  is  totally  dififerent.  But 
what  is  its  nature  ?  It  has  been  called 
a  war  Vote  and  a  sham  Vote,  and  hon. 
Gontlemen  opposite  have  taunted  those 
who  said  it  was  a  war  Vote  with  the 
opinion  of  those  who  said  it  was  a  sham 
Vote,  and  have  taunted  those  who  said 
it  was  a  sham  Vote  with  the  opinion  of 
those  who  said  it  was  a  war  Vote.  I 
venture  to  say  it  is  both.  It  is  a  war 
Vote,  for  except  during  war  it  is  impos- 
sible to  spend  a  further  £1,000,000 
a-week  on  our  military  and  naval  es- 
tablishments. On  the  other  hand,  al- 
though in  reality  a  war  Vote,  in  form 
it  must  be  a  sham  Vote,  as  no  one 
seriously  contemplates  spending  the 
whole  amount  between  this  time  and 
the  1st  of  April.  Besides,  is  there  any 
instance  on  record  of  a  first  Vote  of 
Credit  being  asked  for  which  was  not 
to  be  met  by  increased  taxation  ?  There 
are  cases,  no  doubt,  in  the  middle  of  a 
war ;  but  no  modem  instance,  certainly, 
of  a  first  Vote— no  instance  since  our 
finances  have  been  placed  on  a  sound 
footing.  This  Vote  has  to  be  met  by  a 
loan,  and  hitherto  it  has  been  the  ab- 
solute rule  of  Parliament  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  provide  for 
such  a  Vote  out  of  the  taxes,  llius  the  last 
Vote  of  Credit  granted  by  the  House, 
that  for  the  Ashantee  War,  was,  in  fact, 
a  Supplementary  Estimate,  for  in  that 
case  tne  money  was  not  asked  for  until 
it  had  been  spent;  that  of  1870,  a 
genuine  Vote  of  Credit,  was  to  be  ex- 
pended out  of  the  year's  income,  and 
^was  so  expended.  The  Abysainian  Votes 
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of  Credit,  exoeeding  £8,000,000,  were 
fully  met  by  taxation ;  and,  going  back 
still  further,  the  Votes  for  the  Crimean 
War  represented  actual  expenditure, 
which  was  partly  met  by  taxation.  If 
it  be  said  tiliat  the  Yote  might  be  met 
by  money  in  the  Exchequer,  I  would 
ask  what  prospect  is  there  of  a  surplus  ? 
We  have  been  told  that  we  are  going  to 
stop  the  Supplies.  But  that  cry  was 
tried  in  another  country  not  many  months 
ago.  Yet  perhaps  it  is  the  secret  of  the 
present  proposal.  It  is  just  possible 
that  the  Vote  has  been  brought  for- 
ward that  capital  may  be  made  out 
of  it  by  this  cry  of  "  stopping  the  Sup- 
plies" going  forth  to  the  country.  I 
am  bound  to  say  the  last  speech  looked 
yety  like  this.  Let  me  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  what  sort  of  precedent 
this  will  form  ?  Diplomatic  negotiations 
are  not  the  only  difficulties  Govern- 
ments find  in  their  way.  They  are  al- 
ways subject  to  being  met  with  serious 
emergencies,  and  no  doubt  it  might 
strengthen  their  hands  to  have  a  large 
amount  of  money  at  their  disposal.  What 
will  be  said  hereafter  about  this  Vote  ? 
It  will  be  pointed  to  as  a  Vote  of 
Confidence  given  to  the  Qovemment  to 
meet  a  particular  emergency.  It 
will  establish  a  precedent  for  breaking 
into  the  rule  that  Estimates  represent 
money  requirements  only,  and  as  there 
may  be  ^eat  emergencies  and  small 
emergencies,  why  should  there  not  be 
large  money  Votes  of  Confidence  and 
small  Votes  ?  Or  why  should  there  not 
be  a  Vote  of  £10,000,000  to  a  Govern- 
ment with  a  majority  of  100,  and  a  Vote 
of  £5,000,000  to  a  Government  with  a 
majority  of  50  ?  And  so  we  shall  have 
this  system  of  voting  sham  Supplies 
used  as  a  means  of  propping  up  a  Go- 
vernment, so  that  they  may  use  the 
money  when  they  thmk  fit  without 
being  exposed  to  the  criticism  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  they  would  be  if  they  asked 
for  it  in  the  usual  way.  P*  Oh,  oh ! "] 
I  do  not  say  that  recklessly ;  I  am  but 
quoting  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff),  who  said  to-day — 

'*  What  we  want  is,  if  war  should  be  neces- 
sary, to  be  able  to  cairy  it  on  without  the  neoes- 
sity  of  coming  down  to  this  House  to  ask  for 
money,  subject  to  the  criticism  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ghreenwich." 

I  leave  that  argument  to  the  Qhancellor 


of  the  Exchequer.  We  have  been  asked 
to  vote  confidence  in  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  Government  for  the  immediate 
future.  But  has  their  foreign  policy  in 
the  immediate  past  been  such  that  the 
House  is  bound  to  place  this  £6,000,000 
at  their  disposal  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
described  that  policy  as  consistent;  but 
I  hold,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  has 
been  inconsistent,  uncertain,  feeble ; 
and,  what  is  more,  that  it  has  been 
provc^ing,  and  for  that,  more  than  any 
other  reason,  we  are  in  danger  of  being 
led  into  some  serious  complication.  In 
1876,  at  first,  the  policy  was  the  main- 
tenance of  the  stattM  quo  ;  then  it  was 
the  independence  and  territorial  integ- 
rity of  Turkey  ;  and  now  it  is  absolute 
neutrality,  except  as  to  British  interests, 
without  regard  to  the  fate  of  that  coun- 
try. But  IS  the  Government  consistent 
even  in  its  reasons  for  neutrality  ?  What 
said,  in  November  last,  the  Prime 
Minister  at  the  Lord  Mayor's  banquet, 
in  the  presence  of  several  Colleagues, 
and  of  the  Turkish  Ambassador  alone 
among  the  Ambassadors  of  foreign 
Powers  in  London — 

"  There  majr  have  been  many  reasons  for  this 
policy.  A  principal  one  to  wnich  I  will  refer 
IS  this — it  was  not  more  for  the  benefit  of  Eng- 
land than  for  that  of  Turkey.  The  Gbvem- 
ment  of  Turkey  have  shown  that  vigour  and 
resource  which  prove  that  they  have  a  right  to 
be  recognized  among  the  Powers  of  Europe. 
Whatever  may  be  the  fortune  of  war,  the  inde- 
pendence of  Turkey  is  not  doubted  now." 

What  a  satire  on  this  speech  is  Lord 
Salisbury's  language  on  the  first  night 
of  the  Session — 

"  Not  one  word  about  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  Turkey  has  crossed  the  lips  of  my 
noble  Mend  (Lord  Beaconafield)  to-day." 

Again,  the  uncertainty  and  feebleness 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  is 
shown  by  their  conduct  with  regard 
to  the  movements  of  the  Fleet.  We 
have  it  on  authority  which  cannot 
be  disputed  that  it  was  decided  to 
send  the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles, 
not  only  on  the  23rd  of  January, 
but  also  on  the  Idth — ^two  days  before 
the  meeting  of  Parliament.  That  fact 
has  been  stated  by  the  late  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  with  Her  Majesty's 
permission.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  what  grounds 
he  justifies  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  to 
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the  Dardanelles  on  the  15th  of  January, ) 
and  why  that  order  was  cancelled? 
I  wish  also  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  similar  question  as  to  the 
sending  of  the  Fleet  to  Gallipoli  and 
the  Dardanelles  on  the  23rd  of  January, 
when  Lord  Derby  resigned,  and  only 
returned  to  the  Cabinet  when  that  order 
was  revoked.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  the  Fleet  had  been  sent 
there  fcr  two  reasons — ^because  the  Rus- 
sians were  advancing  on  Gallipoli ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  because  there  was 
CTeat  alarm  at  Constantinople ;  so  thalt 
the  Fleet  was  sent,  primarily,  to  keep 
the  waterway  open,  and  also  to  protect 
life  and  property  in  Constantinople.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment gave  a  different  explanation.  He 
said  they  sent  the  Fleet  to  protect  our 
subjects  in  Constantinople,  and  that 
keeping  the  waterway  open  merely 
meant  securing  its  safe  return.  Now, 
which  is  the  real  reason  ?  There  is  an- 
other matter  on  which  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  question. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  on  the  other 
side  of  the  delays  of  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment in  sending  the  bases  of  peace 
from  St.  Petersburg  to  the  Grand  Duke 
Nicholas  near  Adrianople  ;  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  has  pointed  out  imanswerably 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  delay  was 
that  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  That, 
however,  is  not  tiie  only  case  of  grave 
delay.  On  the  16th  of  January  the 
Gt>vemment  obtained  from  Russia  this 
declaration — 

*'Kussia  undertakes  not  to  direct  military 
operations  on  Grallipoli  unless  the  Turkish 
troops  are  concentrated  there." 

This  was  the  key-note  of  the  whole  diffi- 
culty, and  the  assurance  should  have 
been  immediately  conveyed  to  Turkey. 
How  was  this,  that  Mr.  Layard  was  only 
authorized  to  convey  it  to  the  Porte  on 
the  1st  February,  17  days  later?  K  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  instead  of  wait- 
ing 17  days  after  they  got  Ihe  assurance 
from  the  Russian  Government  that 
they  would  not  occupy  Gbdlipoli  imless 
Turkish  troops  were  concentrated  there, 
had  informed  the  Porte  at  once  of  that 
decision  of  the  Russian  Government,  the 
whole  difficulty  about  sending  the  Fleet 
to  the  Dardanelles  and  the  resignation 
of  Lord  Derby  would  have  been  avoided. 

Mr.  CMUere 


I  say  also  that  your  language  has  been 
provoking.  I  do  not  so  much  allude  to 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  that  of  the  two  Secre- 
taries of  State.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  Home  Secretary  made  no  less 
than  four  charges  against  Bussia,  and 
finally  he  turned  round  to  the  Opposi- 
tion and  said — "  Is  that  all  you  have  to 
say  for  your  friends  ?  " 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  When  I 
made  use  of  that  expression,  which  I 
certainly  did,  and  saw  the  interpretation — 
an  erroneous  one — which  was  put  upon  it 
by  hon.  Members  of  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House,  I  instantly  withdrew  it. 
In  fact,  I  expressed  my  regret  at  having 
used  it 

MR.CHILDEES:  I  did  not  hear  the 
withdrawal;  but  after  the  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  sincerely 
apologize  to  him  for  referring  to  his 
worda.  One  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  Emperor  of  Russia  would  keep  his 
promises,  if  circumstances  would  permit. 
Is  that  a  fit  expression  to  be  used  by  a 
Cabinet  Minister?  You  cannot  more 
insult  a  man  than  by  teUing  him  he  will 
keep  his  promises  if  circumstances  will 
permit.  Speakingagain  of  the  Russian 
Government  and  Kussian  diplomatists, 
the  Home  Secretary  said  they  would 
show  as  much  sincerity  in  the  future  as 
they  had  in  the  past.  Is  that  also  fit 
language  to  be  used  by  a  Queen's 
Minister?  Nations  are  offended  and 
alienated  not  so  much  by  the  studied 
phraseology  of  diplomatic  documents, 
as  by  an  inspired  and  partizan  Press, 
and  the  restless  rhetoric  of  political 
orators.  If,  however,  we  are  to  talk 
about  broken  promises,  what  about  the 
scandalous  employment  of  Shefket  Pasha, 
or  the  delayed  amnesty  to  the  Bul- 
garians, in  &e  teeth  of  the  solemn  pro- 
mises of  the  Sultan  given  to  the  Queen  ? 
I  pass,  however,  from  these  controver- 
sies to  the  real  question  before  us  to- 
night. We  who  sit  on  this  side  have  no 
thought  of  displacing  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  We  could  not  if  we 
would ;  we  would  not  if  we  could.  You 
hold  the  reins  of  power;  you  have  a 
large  majority  at  your  back;  you  will 
have  to  be  represented  in  the  ap- 
proaching Conference;  and  it  is  the 
business  of  the  Opposition  to  do  all 
they  can  to  assist  you,  in  order  that  you 
may  speak  the  voice  of  England  in  a 
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proper  and  legitiiuate  way — not  by  sham 
Votes,  but  by  leal  support  wherever 
your  policy  is  such  as  can  be  approved. 
If  that  be  so»  let  us  consider  fora  few 
minutes  what  is  the  best  plan  to 
pursue.  Well,  the  war  is  over;  and 
at  this  moment  a  new  volume  in  the 
history  of  Europe  is  opened.  The  day 
of  Turkish  sway  in  the  south-east  of 
Europe  has  gone;  and  it  is  gone,  in 
our  opinion — and  I  believe  also  in  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — 
never  to  be  restored.  We  might  possibly 
have  prolonged  its  existence — ^we  might 
possibly  have  anticipated  Eussia,  by  an- 
other course  of  policy,  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  the  courage  of  the  opinions 
which  they  formerly  expressed.  But  I 
will  not  enlarge  upon  that.  The  time 
for  it  has  passed.  It  seems  to  him  that 
the  dedine  of  British  influence  in  the 
settlement  of  this  great  question  dates 
&om  that  day  in  September,  1876,  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  distinctly 
refused  to  co-operate  with  Bussia  and 
Austria  in  insistmg  that  the  Porte  should 
comply  with  what  was  the  desire  of 
Europe  in  connection  with  the  Servian 
War.  Another  opportunity  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  appear  to  me 
to  have  missed  was  at  the  time .  of  the 
Conference.  If  we  had  then  insisted, 
in  concert  with  the  rest  of  Europe, 
upon  the  Turks  accepting  the  conditions 
laid  down  by  the  Conference,  I  firmly 
believe  that  Turkey  would  have  yielded. 
In  fact,  the  language  of  the  Turkish 
Minister  on  that  point  was  perfectly 
clear. 

<*  Turkey,"  said  Safvet  Pasha  to  liusurus 
Pasha,  *'  could  only  oppose  to  the  forces  of  the 
Powers  the  evidence  of  her  regrets  and  the  acts 
signed  by  themselves." 

Again,  when  the  war  was  on  the  verge 
of  breaking  out,  I  think  that  if,  even 
on  the  brii^  of  hostilities,  we  had  sent 
the  Fleet  up,  and  England  had  stood 
between  the  living  Bussia  and  the  dying 
Turkey,  and  had  insisted  upon  the  latter 
obeying  the  behests  of  Europe,  and  the 
fotmer  sheathing  the  sword,  the  war 
would  have  been  avoided  and  Turkey 
would  not  now  have  been  destroyed.  But 
the  Government  declined  to  act,  and,  £rom 
that  moment,  the  final  crash  became  only 
aquestion  of  time.  In  the  end  of  July  last, 
the  Government  made  another  feeble  ef- 
fort. It  is  notorious  that  we  had  ascer- 
tained the  Bussian  terms  of  peace,  and 


Mr.  Layard  was  feebly  asked  to  find 
out  what  Turkey  would  submit  to.  But 
the  Porte  refused  to  have  anything  to 
do  with  our  mediation,  and  from  that 
moment  our  influence  disappeared.  Eng- 
land had  then  only  to  wait  for  a  new 
turn  of  the  tide.  It  came,  and  the 
Ottoman  Power  disappeared.  And  what 
have  we  to  do  now  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  our  duty  in  Congress  is  perfectly 
clear.  Our  first  object  should  be  to 
secure,  beyond  the  possibility  of  inter- 
ference, the  freedom  of  our  route  to 
India.  Our  connection  with  India  should 
be  the  paramoxmt  object  of  our  policy, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  secure  our 
predominance  in  the  Mediterranean,  and 
especially  in  its  Eastern  waters.  In 
connection  with  the  Dardanelles  and 
Constantinople,  we  have  no  doubt  in- 
terests to  which  it  is  necessary  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  in  Congress 
should  have  regard,  and  indeed  pay  the 
most  careful  attention.  But  it  is  not  on 
the  Dardanelles  and  the  Bosphorus  that 
our  eyes  should  now  be  fixed.  These 
will,  and  must  be,  secondary  questions 
in  the  future,  but  the  question,  above 
all,  to  which  our  attention  should  be 
directed  is  our  connection  with  India' 
across  Egypt  by  the  Suez  Canal  and  the 
line  of  I^ulway.  Bemember  that  from 
the  present  time  Turkey,  in  whatever 
way  she  may  be  constituted,  will  be 
the  vassal  of  Bussia,  and  the  Khedive 
is  the  vassal  of  Turkey.  The  Khedive 
is  unfriendly  to  us  at  this  moment,  and 
tempted  to  be  more  so ;  and  the  Porte  has 
never  relinquished  the  absolute  right  of 
closing  the  Canal  to  our  ships,  if  it  thinks 
fit.  NoEuropeanorintemationalcompact 
secures  us  the  use  of  the  Canal  for  ships 
of  war,  and,  compared  with  this,  whe- 
ther for  military  or  commercial  purposes, 
the  Dardanelles  are  as  nothing.  Are 
we,  then,  to  enter  the  Congress  and  dis- 
cuss this  question  with  a  drawn  sword  ? 
For  my  part,  I  prefer  to  increased 
armaments  the  possession  of  a  clear  and 
distinct  policy ;  not  an  Austrian  policy, 
nor  a  mere  anti-Bussian  policy,  but  two 
definite  objects  —  namely,  the  mainte- 
nance of  our  Indian  connection,  and 
the  support  of  the  down-trodden  Chris- 
tians of  Turkey.  I  would  say  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  —  "  Discard  at 
once  your  old  traditions,  and  boldly  face 
the  inevitable  change  which  has  now 
come    over  the  whole   aspect   of   the 
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Eastern  Question."  Bemember  how 
deeply  you  have  irritated  Enssia.  Do 
you  think  these  paper  armaments  will 
diminish  that  irritation?  You  distrust 
her.  So  do  I.  Do  not  imagine  that 
you  have  the  monopoly  of  that  distrust, 
or  of  the  reprobation  of  Russian  prin- 
ciples of  Government.  But  I  would  re- 
nund  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of  one 
important  fact  in  history.  Did  we  not 
all  distrust  France,  and  for  long  gene- 
rations look  upon  her  as  our  natural 
enemy?  Yet  me  entente  oordiale  with 
France  was  the  basis  of  our  foreign 
policy  for  nearly  40  years  after  1830. 
Let  me  also  entreat  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vemment  not  to  lean  upon  that  broken 
reed^ — Austria — for  military  purposes. 
It  is  very  true  that  the  bold  imtiative  of 
Count  Beust,  and  the  cautious  states- 
manship of  Count  Andrassy,  have,  for 
a  time,  kept  that  heterogeneous  Empire 
together;  but  be  assured  that,  at  the 
very  first  sign  of  war,  Austria  will  have 
enough  to  do  to  take  care  of  herself. 
The  old  maxim  is  in  force  at  this 
moment — 

I 
''  BeUa  gerenti  alii  tn  felix  Austria  nube." 

"The  Secretary  for  War  has  talked  about 
mobilizing;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  (Mr.  Chaplin)  thinks  we 
are  unarmed  and  weak.  [Mr.  Chaplin  : 
I  merely  said  we  were  weak  as  com- 
pared with  other  Powers.]  The  com- 
parison ought  to  be  not  as  to  the 
numerical  strength  of  the  Army,  but  as 
to  the  Army  and  Navy  taken  together. 
England's  real  power  is  to  be  found  in 
her  Navy ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
are  expending  upon  our  Armj'  and  Navy 
more  man  Austria,  or  than  any  other  of 
the  military  Monarchies.  The  strength 
of  British  policy  is  not  now  to  be  found 
in  an  alliance  with  a  great  Military 
Power  for  warlike  operations  on  land, 
but  in  the  supremacy  and  efficiency  of 
our  Navy,  which,  as  I  have  before  con- 
tended, and  as  is  now  admitted,  is  as 
powerful  as  the  Navies  of  the  whole  of 
Europe  united — ^in  non-intervention  in 
the  a^airs  of  military  Monarchies,  and 
in  encouraging  and  sympathizing  with 
the  eflforts  of  oppressed  peoples.  This 
was  the  policy  of  Canning;  this  was 
the  policy  of  Palmerston ;  but  I  do  not 
see  it  in  this  mischievous  and  unstates- 
manlike  Vote  of  Credit.  We  may  be 
defeated  in  our  present  protest;  but  I 

Mr.  CkOders 


believe  that  the  time  will  come,  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  will 
bitterly  regret  that  they  listened  to  the 
cynical  counsels  of  Berlm  and  the  feeble 
promises  of  Yienna. 

CoLONBL  STANLEY  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  anxious 
to  make  an  explanation  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  a  misunderstanding  which 
might  arise  upon  a  point  of  no  very 
great  importance.  I  endeavoured  to  il- 
lustrate me  impossibility  of  spending  at 
more  than  a  certain  rate  of  expenditure 
by  a  reference  to  the  first  year  of  the 
CHmean  War.  What  I  said  was,  that 
in  the  first  six  months  of  the  war  the 
whole  expenditure,  with  thp  exception 
of  a  few  hundred  thousand  pounds,  was 
paid  out  of  the  ordinary  sources  of 
revenue.  I  then  said  that  for  the  yecur 
there  was  only  an  excess  of  some 
£6,000,000  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  re- 
mark with  regard  to  the  £6,000,000  was 
not  accurate.  I  withdraw  what  I  said 
about  the  12  months. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
UUEE :  I  trust  we  shall  be  allowed  to 

Proceed  with  this  debate  to-morrow, 
'here  are  several  Notices  of  interest  on 
the  Paper,  and  I  observe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins) 
has  a  Motion  for  a  Commission  of  Li- 
quiry  into  the  existence  of  certain  prac- 
tices in  the  Church  of  England.  I  hope, 
however,  that,  considering  the  great 
interest  and  importance  of  this  debate, 
he  and  the  other  Members  who  have 
Notices  on  the  Paper,  will  refrain  from 
proceeding  with  them  to-morrow. 

Motion  a^eed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  BUILDINGS   (fIKE  IN- 
SURANCE) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lbiohton,  BUI  to  provide 
for  the  Insurance  against  Fire  of  Buildings  be- 
longing to  Ecclesiastical  Benefices  in  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Lbighton,  Mr.  Goldnbt,  and  Wt.  Whitwbll. 

ISiUlpretefUedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

COUNTY  OOUKTS  JUBISDICTION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norwood,  Bill  to  extend 
the  Jurisdiction  of  County  Courts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd,  Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  and  Mr. 
Waddt. 

Billi9r«t#fi^and  read  the  firit  time.  [BilllOO.] 
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OOXTNTY  GOYEBNMENT  BILL  (bEPBE- 

sbntation). 
Return  ordered,  "  showizig,  with  respect  to  the 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  administra- 
tion of  County  busineis,  and  to  make  further 
proTiaion  for  Comity  Government : — 

<*  The  number  of  Petty  Sessional  Divisions 

in  each  County: 
"  The  number  of  Boroughs  with  a  popula- 
tion of  20,000  and  upwards,  and  havmg  a 
separate  Commission  of  the  Peace  but  no 
Quarter  Sessions  in  each  County ;  and 
**  The  number  of  Members  to  be  returned 
for  the  several  Petty  Sessional  Divisions 
and  Boroughs  in  each  County/' — {Mr, 
Sclater  Booth,) 
Return  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  he  printed,    [No.  14.] 

T7NI0NS  AJny  PETTY  SESSIONAL  DIVISIONS. 

Returns  ordered,  "showing  the  number  of 
Unions  and  Petty  Sessional  Divisions  in  each 
Counter  in  England  and  Wales,  and,  in  the  case 
of  Unions,  specifying  the  number  wholly  or 
partly  comprised  in  each  County :  " 

**  And  showing  the  names  of  the  several  Petty 
Sessional  Divisions  in  each  County."— (^r. 
iSelater-Booth,) 

Returns  presented  accordingly ;  to  Ue  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed,    [No.  16.] 

FBlNTINa. 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "to  assist  Mr. 
Speaker  in  all  matters  which  relate  to  the  Print- 
ing executed  bv  Order  of  this  House,  and  for 
the  purpose  oi  selecting  and  arranging  for 
Printing,  Returns  and  Papers  presented  in  pur- 
suance of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  this 
House :" — Mr.  Spenceb  Walpolh,  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Mr.  Stanspeld,  Mr.  Sclatbb-Booth,  Mr. 
DoDSON,  Mr.  Massby,  Mr.  Whitbiibad,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Hbnby,  Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  William 
Hbnbt  Smith,  and  Colonel  Stanley: — ^Three 
to  be  the  quorum. — (Colonel  Stanley.) 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 

Tuesday,  5th  February,  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— first  Reading— 
Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)*  (15);  House 
Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal*  (17); 
Public  Parks  (Scotland)  •  (18). 


PUrVATB  BILLS. 
Ordered,  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this 
House  authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 
special  report  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners 

YOL.COXXXVn.    [tried  8BKIB8.] 


for  England  and  Wales,  or  oonflrming  any 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after 
Tuesday  the  9tk  day  of  April  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  ^aU  be  read  a  first  time  after  Tues' 
day  the  ^th  day  of  April  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 
special  report  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners 
for  England  and  Wales,  or  confirming  any 
scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Tuesday  the  18^A  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons confirming  any  provisional  order  or  provi- 
sional certificate  shaU  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Tuesday  the  18^^  day  of  June  next : 

That  when  a  BiQ  shaU  have  passed  this  House 
with  amendmente  these  orders  shall  not  apply 
to  any  new  Bill  sent  u]^  from  the  House  of 
Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  te  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended. 


INDIX  (OOOLIE  EMIGBATION). 

Copy  of  the  despatch  addressed  by  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  to  the  Gk)vemor-G^eral  of 
India,  dated  24th  Mardi,  1876,  respedang  Coolie 
Emigration  from  India  to  the  ^riti£  West 
India  Colonies;  together  with  copies  of  any 
subsequent  despatohes  and  correspondence  on  the 
same  subject ;  wiili  the  reply  of  the  Government 
of  India,  and  any  documents  accompanying  the 
same :  Laid  before  the  House  (pursuant  to  ad- 
dress of  the  20th  of  July,  1877),  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 


railways  oonstrtjcnon  facilities  act, 
1864,  and  railways  (powers  and 
construction)  acts,  1864,  amend- 
ment ACT,  1870. 

Certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  authorising 
the  Evesham,  Eedditch,  and  Stratford-upon- 
Avon  Junction  Railway  Company  to  constaTict 
a  deviation  railway:  Laid  before  the  House 
(pursuant  to  Act),  and  ordered  to  Ue  on  the 
Table. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  ATRLIE,  in  calling  at- 
tention to  the  Correspondence  respecting 
overtures  for  peace  and  the  aflfairs  of 
Turkey  (Nos.  2.  and  3.,  1878),  disclaimed 
any  intention  of  making  either  a  per- 
sonal attack  upon  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs 
or  a  Party  one  upon  the  Government. 
If  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  attack  the  Govern- 
ment the  noble  Earl  was  the  last  Mem- 
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ber  of  it  n^iose  conduct  he  Bhould  think 
of  impugning,  inasmuch  as  he  had  ex- 
hibited a  great  amount  of  discretion  in 
maintaining  the  neutrality  of  the  coimtry 
during  a  very  critical  period,  and  had 
rendered  good  service  m  throwing  cold 
water  oyer  the  too  zealous  friends  of 
Turkey.  A  Party  fight  was  a  very  good 
thing  at  the  proper  time;  but  he  did 
not  consider  the  moment  when  they 
were  about  to  commence  difficidt  nego- 
tiations by  any  means  an  appropriate 
period  for  attacking  the  Gk)yemment. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  in 
the  Papers  which  had  been  presented 
to  Parliament  on  the  affairs  of  Turkey 
there  were  many  things  that  called 
for  explanation,  if  not  for  criticism. 
Eef  emng  to  th«  two  diplomatic  Papers 
which  were  a  subject  of  discussion  in 
their  Lordships'  Mouse  on  the  previous 
evening — ^namely,  the  deroatch  of  May 
6,  and  the  Memorandum  of  December  13, 
1877 — he  expressed  his  opinion  that  in 
the  latter  Her  Majesty's  Government 
went  further  than  they  had  gone  in  the 
former.  In  his  despatch  to  Ooxmt  Schou- 
valoff  of  the  6th  of  May — ^which  had 
been  designated  the  chart  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government — ^the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  said — 

"The  yast  importanoe  of  Gonstantinople, 
whether  in  a  mihtary,  a  political,  or  a  com- 
mercial point  of  view,  is  too  well  understood  to 
require  explanation.  It  is,  therefore,  scarcely 
necessary  to  point  out  that  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vemment  are  not  prepared  to  witness  with  in- 
difference the  passmg  into  other  hands  than 
those  of  its  present  possessors  of  a  capital  hold- 
ing so  peculiar  a  position." 

On  May  18  Prince  Gortchakoff  replied 
in  these  terms — 

'*  As  far  as  concerns  Constantinople,  without 
being  able  to  prejudge  the  course  or  issue  of  the 
war,  the  Imperial  Cabinet  repeats  that  the  ac- 
quisition of  that  capital  is  excluded  from  the 
views  of  His  Majesty  the  I^peror.  They 
recognize  that  in  any  case  the  rature  of  Con- 
stantinople is  a  question  of  common  interest 
which  cannot  be  settled  otherwise  than  by  a 
general  understanding,  and  that  if  the  possession 
of  that  city  were  to  be  put  in  question  it  could 
not  be  allowed  to  belong  to  any  of  the  European 
Powers." 

So  the  matter  rested  for  more  than  six 
months ;  but  on  December  1 3  the  Foreign 
Secretary  communicated  to  Count  Schou- 
valoff  a  Memorandum,  in  which,  after 
referring  to  the  previous  Correspondence 
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as  to  Constantinople,  he  went  on  to 
say— 

'*  While  appredatimg  the  couiteiy  and  friendly 
character  ox  ibis  answer,  Her  Majesty's  Gk>7em- 
ment  feel  that  it  does  not  suffidenuy  meet  the 
dangers  against  which  the^  desire  to  guaxd. 
They  are  strongly  of  opinion  —  an  opinion 
which  the  course  of  events  tends  still  more  to 
confirm — that  the  occupation  of  Constantinople 
by  the  Eussian  forces,  even  though  it  diould  be 
of  a  temporary  character  and  for  military  pur- 
poses only,  would  be  an  event  which  it  would 
oe  most  advisable  to  avoid.  They  cannot  con- 
ceal from  themselvee  that  if  such  an  occupation 
appeared  imminent  public  feeling  in  this  country, 
founded  on  a  just  appreciation  of  the  conse- 
quences to  be  apprdiended,  might  call  for  mea- 
sures of  precaution  on  the  part  of  Qreai  Britain 
from  which  they  have  hitherto  felt  themselves 
justified  in  abstaining.'' 

After  expressing  an  earnest  hope  that 
no  attempt  womd  be  made  to  occupy 
Constantinople,  he  proceeded — 

*'In  the  contrary  event  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vemment  must  hold  themselves  free  to  take 
whatevw  course  may  apj>ear  to  Uiem  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  British  interests;" 

On  the  previous  evening  the  noble  Earl 
stated  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
objections  to  a  temporary  militaiy  occu- 
pation of  Constantinople.  What  he  (the 
Earl  of  Airlie)  wished  to  point  out  was 
that  there  was  a  wide  difiPerence  between 
the  two  despatches,  though  he  was  boimd 
to  admit  that  there  was  considerable 
force  in  the  reasons  which  the  Forei^ 
Secretary  assigned  for  the  advance  in 
the  position  assumed  by  the  Qovemment 
in  December.  The  possession  or  occu- 
pation of  Constantinople  was  an  English 
interest,  no  doubt,  but  it  was  a£o  a 
European  one ;  and  he  hoped  that  what- 
ever was  done  England  would  not  act 
alone,  but  in  concert  with  the  other 
Powers.  There  was  great  danger,  if  we 
took  separate  action  in  all  cases  where 
English  interests  were  concerned,  the 
"intelligent  foreigner"  would  leavens 
to  get  the  .chestnuts  out  of  the  fire,  and 
take  care  not  to  blister  his  own  fingers. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister,  on 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  seemed  to 
boast  of  the  isolation  of  this  country, 
and  to  think  our  position  in  that  respect 
a  satisfactory  one ;  but  a  policy  of  isola- 
tion could  not  be  rendered  eflfective  by  a 
Vote  of  Credit  which  was  first  said  to  be 
required  because  an  armistice  was  not 
signed,  and  then  because  it  was  signed. 
The  next  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  attention  was  what  appeared  to 
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him  to  have  been  fhe  delay  whioli  had 
occurred  in  the  oommunioation  by  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  to  the  Porte  of 
the  willingness  of  Eussia  to  treat  for 
peace.  On  the  29th  of  December  the 
noble  Earl  received  a  communication  to 
tiiat  effect ;  but  it  was  not  till  the  4th  of 
January — six  days  afterwards — ^tiiat  any 
communication  was  made  on  the  subject 
either  to  the  Porte  or  to  St.  Petersburg ; 
an<\then  some  modification  in  the  terms 
on  which  the  armistice  shoidd  be  granted 
was  proved.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gknremment  had  in  this 
instance  departed  from  the  position  of 
the  friend  of  both  parties,  and  to  have 
taken  a  side,  sat  in  judgment  on  the 
terms,  and  re-appeared  as  the  friend  of 
Turkey.  This  was  not  consistent  with 
the  position  the  Gk)vemment  occupied 
before,  of  merely  transmitting  the  com- 
munications between  the  Porte  and  the 
Eussian  Gk)yemment.  With  regard  to 
the  conditions  of  peace,  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Derby),  on  December  14, 
1877,  informed  Mr.  Layard  that  the 
Tur^h  Ambassador  had  read  to  him  a 
telegram  expressing  the  thanks  of  the 
Porte  for  tho  assiirance  that  whenever 
negotiations  were  set  on  foot.  Her  Ma- 
jors Government  would  do  what  lay 
in  their  power  to  obtain  favourable  terms 
for  Turkey;  but  on  the  25th  of  Decem- 
ber the  Earl  of  Derby,  writing  again  to 
Mr.  Layard,  referred  to  that  assurance 
in  still  stronger  terms.    He  said  that — 

<<  On  the  28tii  of  July  last  Her  Majeety's 
Ooyeniment  authorized  you  confidentially  to 
sound  the  Sultan  on  the  subject  of  possible  terms 
of  peace,  and  to  state  that,  shoula  His  Majesty 
be  disposed  to  open  negotiations,  he  might  rely 
upon  the  friendly  ofBces  of  Her  Major's  Go- 
Teroment,  which  would  be  exerted  witii  a  view 
to  obtain  for  him  the  most  favourable  terms  pos- 
sible." 

This  almost  amounted  to  a  i^edge  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  woiud  use 
its  office  to  render  the  conditions  less 
favourable  for  the  Christian  Provinces. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  allude — ^namely,  the  state  of 
Epirus.  In  the  Eeporte  of  Gonstil 
Stuart  it  was  stated  that — 

"  The  Chrifltians  here  still  suffer,  and  now  in 
an  increased  degree,  all  the  hardships  set  forth 
in  the  Consular  Reports  published  in  1867  on  the 
condition  of  the  Christians  in  Turkey.*' 

As  to  inequality  in  the  eye  of  the  law, 
Oonsul  Stuart  stated— 
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*<  Notwithstanding  the  alleged  reforms  abont 
which  00  much  has  been  said  and  written,  this 
inequality  was  never  more  strikingly  and  openly 
illustrated  than  it  is  at  present  in  the  daily  prac- 
tice of  the  so-called  Courts  of  Justice.  The 
rights  of  Christians  when  opposed  to  the  claims 
of  Mussulmans  are,  in  contempt  of  law  and 
equity,  utterly  ignored.  This  would  seem  to  be 
the  case  chiefly  in  the  matter  of  landed  property, 
with  regard  to  which  an  opinion  widely  prevails 
that  a  systematic  policy  is  at  work  to  withdraw 
the  possession  of  it  whenever  an  opportunity  can 
be  found  from  Christians  and  to  vest  it  in  the 
hands  of  Mussulmans." 

This  was  stated  by  Constil  Stuart  as  to 
evidence — 

"  The  old  grievance  about  Christian  evidence 
is  still  there.  From  the  Mekhem^  such  evidence 
is  excluded.  In  the  other  courts  it  is  ostensibly 
received ;  but  how  is  it  treated  when  opposed  to 
a  Mussulman  P  The  Christian  witness  is  sub- 
jected to  severe  and  harasmng  cross-examination, 
and  if  he  makes  the  least  slip  he  is  rejected  with 
contumely  as  false.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
simple  statement  of  the  Mussulman  is  accepted 
without  question  or  remark  as  true.  Hence  the 
equality  of  Christian  and  Mussulman  evidence 
is  a  mere  catchword  and  has  never  been  any- 
thing else." 

It  was  further  stated  in  the  Report  of 
the  Consul  that — 

"  Acts  of  violence  towards  Christians  and  of 
spoliation  are  not  unfrequently  heard  of.  Such 
acts  would  in  other  countries  be  set  down  simply 
as  crimes  and  misdemeanours.  Here  they 
acquire  another  character.  From  the  fact  of 
being  committed  by  Mussulmans  on  Christians 
they  are  almost  connived  at  by  the  Gk)v^nment 
authorities,  whereas  the  same  authorities  are  but 
too  quick  in  pumshiog  with  severity  a  Christian 
accused— I  do  not  say  convicted — of  violence 
towards  a  Mussulman." 

As  to  taxation,  Oonsul  Stuart  observed — 

"  In  the  matter  of  taxes  the  last  farthing  is 
wrung  from  the  Christian ;  time  and  indulgence 
are  granted  to  the  Mussulman." 

Then  as  to  the  decline  of  population, 
the  population  of  ih)irus  is  estimated  by 
Mr.  Stuart  to  have  declined  from  360,000 
in  1861  to  270,000  in  1878.  "At  the 
same  time  poverty  and  misery  are  firight- 
fully  on  the  increase.'*  As  to  the  cause 
of  this  state  of  things,  Consul  Stuart 
said — 

"But  in  point  of  fact  this  principle  (of 
equality  between  Mussulmans  and  Christians)  is 
utterly  inadmissable  under  a  Mussulman  Govern- 
ment, because  it  is  directly  opposed  to  the  pre- 
cepts of  the  Koran.  Whatever  the  Koran 
enjoins  the  Mussulman  must,  come  of  it  what 
may,  adhere  to.  And,  though  few  Mussulmans 
can  read  the  Koran,  tiie^  are  all  taught  that  it 
is  the  charter  of  a  religion  which  raises  them 
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above  all  other  men,  while  it  holds  out  to  th^n, 
if  not  in  this  life  in  the  next,  the  boundlefls  enjoy- 
ment of  all  that  human  flesh  in  its  wildest  imagin- 
ings can  desire.  Believing  with  fervid  devotion 
in  that  extraordinary  book,  their  habits  of 
thought,  feeling,  reasoning,  and  action,  their 
whole  life — ^moial,  social,  and  politiccd — are 
moiilded  to  its  doctrines." 

Consul  Stuart  then  proceeded  to  point 
out  how  the  Hatt  Humayoun  of  1856 
had  been  made  inoperative  through  the 
opposition  of  the  ulemas.  The  noble 
Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary  long  ago  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that,  while  the  Ma- 
homedan  populations  of  the  Provinces  of 
Txurkey  were  decreasing,  the  Christian 
populations  of  those  Provinces  were  of 
importance,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of 
poHcy  as  well  as  humanity,  we  oi^ht  to 
conciliate  the  goodwill  of  tiie  latter. 
Nothing  now  was  heard  of  Epirus, 
Thessaly,  or  Crete;  but  though  there 
appeared  to  have  been  a  wide  divergence 
between  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Earl 
and  some  of  his  Colleagues  on  the  course 
which  should  be  pursued  in  reference  to 
the  Eastern  Question,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  able  to  carry  into 
effect  his  good  intentions  with  reference 
to  the  Greek  Provinces,  and  that  Eng- 
land would  use  her  influence  in  favour 
of  all  the  Christian  subjects  of  Turkey. 

The  Eakl  of  DEEBY:  My  Lords, 
the  criticisms  of  my  noble  Friend  have 
been  conveyed  in  such  courteous  lan- 
guage that  I  do  not  feel  as  if  I  have  had 
a  very  difficult  task  imposed  on  me  in 
giving  the  explanation  he  desires.  I 
will  not  waste  your  Lordships'  time 
with  any  general  remarks,  but  go  straight 
to  the  points  to  which  he  has  referred. 
The  first  criticism  of  my  noble  Friend 
is  that  there  is  a  discrepancy  between 
the  despatch  of  May  last  and  ^e  Memo- 
randum placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Bussian  Ambassador  in  December  last 
with  reference  to  the  occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople. Now,  I  deny  tiiat  there  is 
any  discrepancy  or  divergence  between 
those  two  documents.  They  relate,  as  my 
noble  Friend  will  see  on  examining  them, 
to  entirely  different  questions.  The 
despatch  of  May  last  states  the  grounds 
of  English  neutrality,  and  mentions  as 
one  of  those  acts  which  would  cause  us 
to  depart  from  our  neutrality  the  taking 
possession  of  Constantinople.  The  words 
were  that  we  could  not  with  indifference 
see  it  pass  into  other  hands.  In  the 
Memorandum  of  December  there  was 
no  question  of  the  permanent  acquisi- 
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tion  of  Constantinople,  but  there  was 
a    question    of    the     temporary   mili- 
tary occupation  of  that  city.    Li  the 
one    case  we  were  dealing   with    the 
results  of  the  war ;  in  the  other  we  were 
dealing  with  what  might  be  an  opera- 
tion   of    the    war.    Consequently,   we 
treated  them  in  a  different  manner.  We 
have  always  said  that  we  should  con- 
sider the  permanent  acquisition  of  Con- 
stantinople by  the  Bussians  as  a  easu9 
belli;  but  as  to  its  temporary  military 
occupation  we  have  only  warned  Bussia 
— no  doubt  in  a  very  earnest  manner — 
that  such  a  step  was  one  calculated  to 
produce  unfriendly  relations,  and  likely 
to  bring  about  complications  and  diffi- 
culties of  various  kinds.    I  do  not  think, 
for  my  own  part,  that  it  is  very  desir- 
able, or  even  that  it  is  possible,  to  pre- 
serve precise  identity  of  expression  in 
diplomatic  correspondence  extending  over 
many  months ;  and  if  we  had  put  the  case 
a  little  more  strongly  at  one  time  than 
at  another  I  should  not  think  that  was  a 
matter  which  needed  much  apolofl;y.  But, 
in  point  of  fact,  we  have  not  done  so, 
because,  as  I  have  already  said,  the  two 
documents    relate    to    quite    different 
questions.    Then  my  noble  Friend  goes 
on  to  say  that  he  hopes  we  are  not  acting 
alone,  and  he  adds  a  warning  against 
England    taking    upon    herself   in  an 
isolated  manner  a  duty  which  devolves 
on  the  whole  of  Europe,  and  the  per- 
formance of  which  diould  be  shared  by 
all  the    Powers.    In    that  warning    I 
entirely  agree.     I  agree  also  in  what  my 
noble  Friend  has  hinted — ^that  some  of 
those  cities  in  foreign  countries  who  taunt 
us  with  inaction,  and  talk  about  the  decay 
of  our  influence,  are  prompted  by  a  feel- 
ing natural  to  foreign  Cabinets  that  we 
should  undertake  that  which  is  quite  as 
much  the  work  of  other  people  as  our- 
selves.   Whether  we  are  isolated  or  not 
is  a  matter  which  the  course  of  the  Con- 
ference will  show.     For  my  part,  I  am 
tolerably  confident  that  in  the  Conference 
we  shall  not  occupy  an  isolated  position. 
When  my  noble  Friend  refers  to  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  says  that  he 
rather  boasted  of  our  being  isolated,  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl    of 
Airlie)    mistook    for    matter    of     fact 
what  was  meant  in  an  ironical  sense. 
What  my  noble  Friend,  I  understand, 
did    say  was    that,   so    far   from  our 
being  isolated,  he  considered  we  exer< 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1033    The  Emtem  Question—    {Febbuaky  6, 1878J 


OhservaUone, 


1034 


cised  great  influence  in  European 
councils.  The  next  question  whick  my 
noble  Friend  asks  is  why  there  was  a  delay 
of  six  days — from  the  29th  of  December 
to  the  4th  of  January — in  communicating 
to  the  Porte  the  willingness  of  the 
Eussian  (Jovemment  to  treat?  My 
Lords,  that  is  a  question  easily  an- 
swered. The  matter  in  hand  was  not 
simply  the  transmission  of  a  message 
from  one  Power  to  another.  Our  good 
offices  were  asked.  We  had  uniformly 
expressed  our  readiness  to  offer  them,  and 
we  had  to  consider  whether,  in  trans- 
mitting the  Message  of  the  Eussian 
(Jovemment,  we  should  take  upon  our- 
selves the  responsibility  of  transmitting 
it  as  it  stood,  accompanied  or  unaccom- 
panied by  the  advice  that  Turkey  should 
accept  it,  whether  we  should  press  upon 
the  Eussian  Government  to  modify  its 
terms  in  any  respect  before  we  presented 
them  to  the  Porte.  That  was  a  matter 
of  so  much  importance  and  difficulty 
that  I  did  not  feel  myself  justified  in 
acting  without  the  sanction  of  my  Col- 
leagues. I  had  to  wait  for  a  Cabinet 
Council  to  be  summoned,  and  it  being 
Christmas  week  some  delay  occurred. 
But,  asmynoble  Friend  willsee,  thatdelay 
was  of  no  practical  importance  whatever, 
because  when  we  did  make  our  com- 
mimication,  and  the  Porte,  in  conse- 
quence, communicated  to  its  commanders 
in  the  field  the  intention  of  the  Eus- 
sian G-ovemment,  it  was  found  that  the 
Eussian  commanders  had  received  no 
corresponding  instructions,  the  orders 
to  them  having  been  sent  by  messengers 
instead  of  by  telegraph.  As  a  fact,  the 
Turkish  commanders  received  the  in- 
formation considerably  earlier  than  the 
Eussian  commanders;  and,  therefore, 
no  inconvenience  arose  from  the  short 
delay  on  our  part,  reasonable  and 
necessary  as  it  .was.  If  the  Turkish 
Qovemment  had  had  this  communi- 
cation six  days  earlier,  the  only  dif- 
ference would  have  been  that  they 
would  have  been  six  days  longer  in 
waiting  for  a  similar  commumcation 
&om  the  Eussian  Government.  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  comments  on  a 
sort  of  pledge,  as  he  says,  which  we 
gave  to  obtain  ^e  most  favourable  terms 
possible  for  Turkey.  I  am  not  sure 
that  I  imderstand  my  noble  Friend 
rightly,  but  he  seemed  to  find  fault 
with  that,  and  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  most  fi^yourable  terms  for  the 


Sidtan  and  the  most  favourable  terms 
for  the  Turkish  Empire.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  Friend  is  aware,  but 
I  think  your  Lordships  are  aware,  that 
in  diplomatic  language  the  one  phrase 
is  absolutely  identical  with  the  other. 
Whether  we  speak  of  Ihe  Government 
of  a  country  or  of  the  Sovereign  of  a 
country,  we  mean  exactly  the  same 
thing ;  and  it  would  be  straining  the 
construction  of  our  language  to  say 
that  the  most  favourable  terms  for  the 
Sultan  would  necessarily  be  the  most 
unfavourable  terms  for  the  Turkish 
population  at  large.  I  will  put  an 
imaginary  case.  Suppose  we  had  been 
successful  in  mediation  —  supposing 
Eussia  had  demanded  an  enormous 
war  indemnity,  and  that  we  had  suc- 
ceeded in  reducing  it  one  half;  does 
my  noble  Friend  mean  to  say  that 
would  have  been  against  the  interests 
of  the  subjects  of  the  Sultan  ?  I  appre- 
hend that  in  such  a  case  the  exercise  of 
our  influence  would  have  been  as  much 
for  the  benefit  of  the  subjects  of  the 
Sultan  as  for  the  Sultan  himself.  So, 
again,  if  the  terms  of  peace  demanded 
of  Turkey  involved  a  cession  of  terri- 
tory, and  we  succeeded'in  obtaining  a 
modification  of  those  terms,  should  we 
not  have  done  quite  as  much  for  the 
Turkish  people  as  for  the  Sovereign  ?  It 
is  idle  to  mmsk  as  if  the  interests  of  the 
Sultan  ana  those  of  his  subjects  were 
always  and  necessarily  opposed.  There 
is  only  one  other  point  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  alluded.  He  called  atten- 
tion to  the  state  of  things  in  Epirus  and 
Thessaly,  and  he  rooke  of  the  different 
manner  in  which  those  Greek  Provinces 
are  proposed  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Eussian  plan,  as  compared  with  the 
Slav  Provinces.  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ships will  understand  me  when  I  say 
that  I  do  not  think  the  time  has  come  to 
discuss  a  scheme  which  is  not  before  us 
in  all  its  details,  and  which  must  be  a 
subject  of  the  most  careful  examination 
before  it  can  be  discussed  with  advan- 
tage. I  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
when  he  says  that  one  Christian  Pro- 
vince of  Turkey  is  entitled  to  the  same 
privileges  as  another ;  but  how  far  that 
abstract  principle  is  capable  of  being 
applied  is  a  question  to  be  regulated, 
not  by  general  theory  or  speculation, 
but  by  me  circumstances  of  the  case 
when  we  come  to  deal  with  it  practically 
hereafter.     I   diall  not    trouble  your 
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Lordships  with  any  further  explaiLation 
to-night;  because  I  think  those  which 
I  have  referred  to  are  the  only  points 
to  which  my  noble  Friend's  obserrations 
were  directed. 


THE  ISLAND  OF  CEETB. 
QUESTION.       OBSKBVATIONS. 

LoKD  COLCHESTER  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  any  official  information  has  reached 
him  of  the  vote  of  the  Cretan  Assembly 
annexing  the  island  of  Crete  to  the 
Kingdom  of  Greece ;  and  if  Greece  can 
accept  such  annexation  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe? 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  after  the  in- 
surrection of  1867  a  certain  degree  of 
autonomy  had  been  given  to  Crete ;  that 
the  population  of  (Sete  was  four-fifths 
Christian  and  one-fifth  Mussulman.  The 
complaint  of  the  Christian  population, 
as  contained  in  the  representation  of  the 
Deputies  to  be  found  among  the  Eastern 
Papers  published  two  years  back,  was 
that  they  had  not  the  complete  pre- 
ponderance in  the  representation  that 
their  nimibers  might  have  given  them ; 
but  he  did  not  consider  that  they  had 
made  out  a  serious  case  against  the  Con- 
stitution. At  any  rate,  they  had  appeared 
imwilling  to  risk  the  loss  of  wnatever 
privileges  this  Constitution  gave  them 
by  being  merged  in  that  granted  to  the 
whole  Empire.  If  it  were  to  pass  out  of 
Turkish  hands,  he  agreed  with  those 
who  would  desire  to  see  it  in  English 
hands.  Ten  years  ago  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  said  that 
till  Gbeece  was  better  governed  it  was 
preposterous  for  her  to  annex  £re8h 
territory,  and  though  Greece  might  have 
advanced  since  then,  he  doubted  its  fit- 
ness to  deal  with  l^e  difficulties  which 
would  be  caused  by  the  diverse  character 
of  the  Turkish  and  Greek  population  of 
Candia.  At  the  same  time,  he  felt  that 
the  great  concessions  to  be  made  to  the 
Slav  population,  which  in  the  case  of 
Bulgaria  went  far  beyond  the  adminis- 
trative autonomy  discussed  at  the  Con- 
ference, the  effect  would  be  to  cause 
a  perpetual  irritation  on  the  part  of  the 
Hellenic  subject-races  tending  to  the 
disturbance  of  tranquillity  elsewhere. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  My  Lords, 
before  the  noble  Earl  the  foreign  Secre- 


tary answers  the  Question,  p^haps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  one  word  in  re- 
ference to  the  course  which  I  took  in 
1867  with  regard  to  Crete.  I  have  no 
wish  to  ask  any  inconvenient  Questions 
just  now  in  regard  to  the  terms  which 
the  noble  Earl  may  think  fit  to  si^port 
in  the  settlement  of  peace  at  the  ap- 
proaching Conference.  But  it  did  ap- 
pear to  me  10  years  ago,  looking  into 
the  documents  which  I  had  then  before 
nie,  that  Crete  had  a  very  special  daim 
upon  this  country  and  the  other  Great 
Powers  of  Europe.  To-day  I  have  again 
looked  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  I  have  examined  the  Protocol 
which  was  signed  by  the  Great  Powers 
on  the  20th  of  February,  1830 ;  and  the 
peculiarity  of  the  case  is  thi&--that  the 
inhabitants  of  Crete  had  at  that  time 
made  a  successful  insurrection  against 
the  Turkish  Government  in  the  Island ; 
and  that  insurrection  was  so  far  success- 
ful that  at  that  date  the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen, who  was  Foreign  Minister,  ad- 
mitted that  the  insurgents  were  in 
compete  possession  of  the  whole  of 
the  Island  excepting  a  ^mall  portion 
at  one  point  of  it,  which  was  still 
held  bv  the  Turkish  garrison.  It 
was  under  those  ciroumst^ces  that  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  determined 
thaf  the  Island  should  not  be  annexed 
to  the  Kingdom  of  Greece,  and  that  was 
one  of  the  great  causes  which  led  to  the 
resignation  of  Prince  Leopold.  The 
Ghreat  Powers  determined  that  the 
Island  which  had  successfully  over- 
thrown the  Turkish  Government  should 
be  replaced  under  that  Gk>vemment,  and 
at  the  same  time  they  drew  up  the  Pro- 
tocol of  February,  1830,  stating  that 
they  considered  themselves  more  or  less 
bound  to  exercise  a  Protectorate  over 
the  people  of  Candia  with  reference  to 
the  immediate  consequences  of  the  in- 
surrection. Subsequently  a  more  gene- 
ral paragraph  appeared  in  the  Protocol, 
implying  that  tne  Powers  were  to  look 
after  the  future  condition  of  the  people 
under  the  Turkish  Gk>vemment.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  confess  that  10 
years  a^o  I  did  feel  that  when  an  insur- 
rection nad  again  broken  out  the  Powers 
of  Europe  were  bound,  at  the  very  least, 
to  interfere  and  prevent  that  war  being 
carried  on  in  a  ferocious  and  barbarous 
manner.  I  only  wish  to  say  further 
>  that  though  the  condition  of  me  people 
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of  Crete  may,  in  oonseqnenee  of  the  last 
insurrection,  be  considerably  improved, 
I  believe  that  there  was  an  agreement 
or  sort  of  constitution  given  to  Crete, 
yet  the  Papers  which  have  been  pre- 
sented by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Ean  of 
Derby)  to  the  House  show  that  the  Ore- 
tupB  still  have  ^eat  complaints  to  make 
against  the  Turks  in  regcurd  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  that  agreement  has  been 
carried  into  effect,  f  can  only  say  that, 
if  the  Cretans  have  to  a  great  extent 
succeeded  in  asserting  their  indepen- 
dence, I  think  it  will  be  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Powotb  of  Europe  to  secure 
to  them  for  the  future  their  indepen- 
dence 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
in  answer  to  the  Question  of  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  (Lord  Colchester),  I 
have  to  say  that  I  have  looked  through 
the  Rei)orts  recentiy  received  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  state  of  affairs  in  Crete, 
and  that  I  do  not  find  any  information 
about  the  vote  to  which  he  referred  br 
annexing  the  Island  to  Ghreece.  I  do 
not  think  that  onything  of  that  kind  has 
taken  place.  What  probably  has  taken 
place,  and  which  has  led  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend,  is  that  some 
such  vote  has  been  passed  by  a  revolu- 
tionary committee— of  which  there  are 
more  than  one  in  the  Island  of  Crete. 
The  present  state  of  the  Island  is,  I  be- 
lieve, such  that  there  is  considerable 
excitement  and  discontent  among  the 
Christian  popxdation  —  but  there  has 
been,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  violence 
or  any  armed  and  organized  insurrec- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  question  as  to 
whether  Qreece  can  accept  the  annexa- 
tion without  the  consent  of  the  Great 
Powers,  I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the  answer 
which  should  be  given  according  to  In- 
ternational Law.  The  Turkish  Empire 
is  guaranteed  by  the  Great  Powers,  and 
the  Greek  State  is  a  protected  State; 
and  I  apprehend,  therefore,  that  no 
transfer  of  territory  from  one  to  the 
other  in  a  valid  manner  can  take  place 
without  the  sanction  of  the  guaranteeing 
Powers  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  pro- 
tecting Powers  on  the  other.  In  reply 
to  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll),  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
hav^  great  respect  for  his  opinions ;  but, 
if  he  will  allow  me  to  use  a  diplomatic 
nhrase,  I  will  take  the  matter  to  which 
he  has  called  attention  ad  fftrmi/wm. 


ENTAIL  AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL  [H.L.J 

A  Bill  to  further  amend  the  Law  of  Entail  in 
Scotland  —  Was  presented  by  The  Duke  of 
Argyll  ;  read  1*.    (No.  16.) 

HouBe  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

.  half-past  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  5th  February,  1878. 

MINUTBS.j  —  New  Member  Sworn  — Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Henry  Edward  Stirling  Home 
Drummond  Moray, /or  Perth  County. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

DUBLIN  SOUTHERN  DISTRICT  TRAM- 
WAYS BILL  {by  Order.)  * 
8E00ND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  RATKE8 :  I  do  not  rise  for  the 
pun>ose  of  opposing  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  or  with  any  wish  to  delay 
its  progress ;  but  as  it  is  the  first  Bill  of 
the  Session  which  has  reached  the  stage 
of  a  second  reading,  by  which  provision 
is  proposed  to  be  made  for  the  construc- 
tion of  tramways  to  be  worked  by  steam 
or  mechanical  power,  I  think  this  is  a 
good  opportunity  to  indicate  to  the 
House  the  course  which,  after  consulta- 
tion with  the  authorities  chiefly  interested 
in  the  matter,  I  would  venture  to  recom- 
mend in  regard  to  these  Bills.  The 
House  will  remember  that  in  the  course 
of  ladt  Session  several  Tramway  Bills 
were  introduced,  and  some  Provisional 
Orders  were  applied  for,  authorizing 
the  use  of  steam  or  mechanical  power 
upon  tramways.  The  whole  of  those 
Bills  were  suspended  until  the  question 
of  the  use  of  fffceam  or  mechanical  power 
on  tramways  could  be  investigated  by  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Select  Com- 
mittee sat  for  some  time,  and  was 
presided  over  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
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Member  for  Staflford  (Mr.  Salt),  who 
took  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject. It  had  also  the  assistance  of 
several  hon.  Members  who  were 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  use  of 
steam  in  such  cases,  and  the  Committee 
after  bearing  evidence]  presented  a  Be- 
port.  That  Report  has  not  yet  been 
considered  by  the  House;  but  I  may 
say  that  it  was  generally  in  favour  of 
licensing  the  use  of  steam  or  mechanical 
power  on  tramways,  but  under  certain 
safeguards  to  be  supplemented  by  a 
very  full  and  complete  authority  to  be 
given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  govern 
and  control  the  use  of  these  locomotives. 
It  was  too  late  I  think  in  the  Session 
when  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  presented  for  the  Bill  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  brought  in  to  license 
experiments  to  be  carried  through ;  and 
those  clauses  in  the  Tramway  Bills  by 
which  steam  power  was  sought  not  being 
able  to  arrive  at  maturity  in  the  course  of 
that  Session,  were  therefore  dropped. 
We  have  this  year  again  a  considerable 
number  of  Tramway  Bills  before  the 
House,  and  I  believe  there  are  also  a 
^at  number  of  applications  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  ^r  Rx)visional  Orders 
in  the  same  direction,  and  it  is  for  the 
House  to  consider  what  is  the  wisest 
course  to  take  in  regard  to  them.  The 
course  which  I  shall  venture  to  ask  the 
House  to  adopt  will  be  in  order  to  pre- 
serve somethmg  like  uniformity  of  pro- 
cedure. I  woiud  suggest  that  all  these 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  the  same 
Committee,  and  that  it  shotdd  be  a 
hybrid  Committee,  appointed  pcurtly  by 
the  House,  and  partly  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection.  I  would  further  suggest 
that  the  House  should  give  them  power 
to  hear  evidence  which  in  many  cases 
might  be  excluded  by  the  ordinary 
rules  of  the  Housefrom  the  consideration 
of  Private  Bill  Committees.  The  form 
of  the  Resolution  which  I  propose  to 
move  is  based  upon  a  precedent,  as  a 
similar  course  was  taken  some  years  ago, 
and  the  words  of  the  Resolution  are  so 
drawn  as  to  secure  that  opponents  might 
be  heard  before  the  Committee,  who 
would  otherwise  be  shut  out  under  the 
rules  which  fix  the  loeus  standi  of  peti- 
tioners against  a  Bill.  It  is  of  great 
importance  that  I  should  attempt  lor  a 
moment  to  point  out  three  questions,  to 
which  I  hope  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee, if  the  House  consents  to  appoint 

Mr.  Raikes 


it,  will  be  directed.  I  assume  that  as 
far  as  we  have  hitherto  gone  in  our 
legislation,  we  have  not  had  ex]^es8ly 
under  the  consideration  of  this  House 
the  possible  use  of  steam  upon  street 
tramways,  and  if  the  use  of  steam  is 
to  be  allowed  hereafter,  it  will  be 
necessary  probably  for  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  consider  the  subject,  and 
state  what  regulations  it  may  be  de- 
sirable to  enforce.  There  is  one  point 
which  I  think  will  at  once  occur  to  any 
hon.  Member  who  is  at  all  conversant 
with  the  mode  in  which  the  Private 
Business  of  the  House  is  conducted. 
Under  the  Rules  which  have  already 
been  laid  down  in  the  case  of  ordinary 
tramways  to  be  worked  by  animal 
power,  the  railway  companies  have  been 
precluded  ^m  being  heard  in  opposi- 
tion on  any  ground  of  possible  compe- 
tition. I  think  that  upon  the  whole  this 
Rule  has  worked  very  fairly.  But  I 
think  the  House  will  see  that  the  case 
will  be  very  diflferent  if  you  are  to  have 
a  tramway,  which -may  be  worked  by 
steam  running  alongside  a  railway.  I 
may  point  to  a  particular  case,  which  I 
am  told  actually  exists  in  South  Wales, 
where  the  Great  Western  line  runs  for 
four  miles  alongside  the  high  road,  upon 
which  high  real  there  are  at  the  present 
time  tramways.  Unquestionably,  if  Par- 
liament is  to  license  the  use  of  st^am 
on  these  tramways,  you  will  have  two 
parallel  lines,  almost  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple, running  for  a  length  of  four  miles, 
only  that  the  tramway  company  will 
have  had  nothing  to  pay  for  acquiring 
the  use  of  the  ground.  It  seems  to  me, 
that  under  such  circumstances  it  would 
be  a  matter  deeply  to  be  regretted  if 
the  railway  company  were  not  entitled 
to  be  heard  as  opponents  of  such  a 
scheme.  Then  there  is  another  matter 
which  is  of  much  importance,  and  which 
relates  to  the  use  of  steam,  or  to  the 
roads  on  which  the  use  of  steam  is  to  be 
allowed.  The  use  of  steam  or  mechani- 
cal power,  as  far  as  we  can  judge  from 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee  last  year,  has  only  up  to  the 
present  time  been  tested  abroad  on  very 
wide  roads,  and  in  many  cases  on  roads 
very  much  less  frequented  than  the 
streets  of  even  our  country  towns.  I 
think  it  would  be  very  desirable  that  the 
Committee  should  consider  whether  it  is 
not,  in  the  first  instance,  at  all  events, 
imperative  to  fix  a  decided  limit  as  to 
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the  width  of  the  road  on  which  steam 
power  is  to  be  used.  Then  there  is  an- 
other question,  also,  which  is  of  great 
public  interest.  It  relates  to  the  con- 
tribution which  is  to  be  made  by  tram- 
way companies  towards  the  support  and 
maintenance  of  the  road  on  which  steam 
power  is  to  be  allowed.  At  the  present 
time,  I  believe,  they  pay  for  the  mainte- 
nance and  repair  of  that  portion  of  the 
road  which  is  covered  by  the  rails  and 
also  of  that  portion  which  is  between  the 
rails;  but  I  think  it  is  a  great  and 
serious  question  if  you  agree  to  put 
upon  the  roads  a  new  description  of 
carriage  which  is  perhaps  to  compete 
with  the  local  railways,  whether  the  per- 
sons who  obtain  such  a  privilege  should 
not  be  required  to  pay  for  the  whole  of 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  the  roads 
over  which  the  steam  carriages  are  to 
run ;  and  whether  they  should  not  pay 
something  in  the  shape  of  rent  for  the 
use  of  the  roads.  I  hope  I  have  now 
said  enough  on  these  three  points  to 
show  the  importance,  in  a  public  point  of 
view,  of  carefully  considering  the  whole 
of  the  subject ;  and  I  trust  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  case  is  one 
which  requires  to  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Oommittee  of  exceptional  strength.  I 
have  no  wish,  at  the  present  moment,  to 
offer  any  objection  to  the  progress  of  the 
Bill ;  but  after  it  has  been  read  a  second 
tinie,  I  shall  move  the  Resolution  which 
I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper  for  con- 
sideration to-day.  I  may,  however,  say, 
before  I  sit  down,  that  I  believe  the 
Board  of  Trade  intends  to  deal  with  the 
cases  where  applications  have  been  made 
for  the  use  oi  steam  power  on  tramways 
under  Provisional  Orders,  in  a  manner  as 
closely  analagous  as  they  can  to  that 
which  is  adopted  by  this  House  in  re- 
gard to  the  Private  Bills.  I  believe  that 
the  Board  of  Trade,  before  dealing  with 
the  applications  made  to  them  for  Pro- 
visioned Orders,  projpose  to  await  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  appointed  by 
this  House,  and  there  will  be  every  de- 
sire- on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
assimilate  their  course  of  procedure  to 
that  which  shall  be  laid  down  by  this 
House.  Perhaps  these  observations 
rather  belong  to  the  Eesolution  of  which 
I  have  given  Notice,  but  I  have  thought 
that  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  the 
House  that  they  should  know  what  they 
were  doing  before  they  consented  to  read 
any  of  these  Steam  Tramway  Bills  a 


second  time.  This  being  the  first  Bill 
that  has  come  before  the  House  this 
Session,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  make 
these  observations. 

Mb.  pease  :  I  think  the  House  must 
have  listened  to  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees with  considerable  interest.  If  my 
attention  had  been  called  to  this  parti- 
cular Bill,  I  should  certainly  have  placed 
upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  against  the 
second  reading  of  it.  The  question  of 
the  introduction  of  steam  power  on  tram- 
ways at  all  is  to  me  a  very  grave  ques- 
tion indeed,  and  although  it  has  no 
doubt  been  investigated  by  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House,  it  is  one  which 
seems  to  me  to  involve  a  considerable 
amount  of  principle.  Whether  we  will 
sanction  broadly  me  principle  that  loco- 
motive engines  are  to  run  on  the  high- 
ways of  the  country  is  a  principle  wmch 
deserves,  at  any  rate,  a  discussion  in  this 
House.  The  view  which  I  entertain 
upon  the  question  of  these  tramways  is 
that  we  have  already  gone  to  the  fur- 
thest possible  extent.  While  it  is  a 
question,  certainly,  of  public  interest  as 
to  how  the  public  can  be  best  served  in 
regard  to  the  use  of  tiie  streets,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  in  many  of  the 
narrow  streets  of  our  large  towns  and 
especially  of  this  metropolis  these  tram- 
ways do  interefere  very  prejudicially 
with  the  ordinary  traffic.  Not  only  do 
they  interfere  with  and  become  a  bar  to 
the  ordinary  traffic,  but  they  are  also 
the  cause  of  extreme  danger.  I  believe 
that  the  number  of  the  public  who  have 
already  been  killed  or  injured  by  them 
has  been  very  considerable.  I  have 
been  at  some  pains  to  collect  from  time 
to  time  statistics  upon  this  matter  and 
they  certdnly  i^ord  a  strong  additional 
reason  why  the  House  should  pause 
before  it  grants  the  use  of  steam  power 
in  the  public  streets  of  very  crowded 
neighbourhoods.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  has  properly  stated  that  in  his 
judgment  the  question  where  they  are 
to  run,  if  they  are  to  run  at  all,  would 
be  very  much  guided  by  the  width  of  the 
street  or  the  widtii  of  the  road  along 
which  it  was  proposed  to  take  them. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  that  will  be 
a  very  important  consideration ;  but  my 
main  object  in  rising  was  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  another  ques- 
tion— ^namely,  how  far  we  can,  having 
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dne  regard  to  the  public  safety,  permit 
these  Bteam  engines  to  make  iise  of  the 
ordinary  roads.  We  must  bear  in  mind, 
in  estimating  the  probable  damage  that 
may  be  done,  that  persons  in  charge  of 
mechanical  appliances  are  very  often 
impatient  of  control,  and  I  very  much 
fear  that  if  we  place  the  control  of  the 
traffic  of  the  streets  at  the  mercy  of  men 
in  charge  of  locomotive  engines  of  con- 
siderable power,  the  pubUc  will  ulti- 
mately suffer.  These  men  will  not  con- 
sent to  give  way,  but  reckless  of  con- 
sequences will  hold  the  road,  to  the 
great  detriment  of  every  other  descrip- 
Hon  of  traffic.  The  question  is  one  well 
worth  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
It  involves  very  important  matters  of 
public  convenience,  and  I  thank  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees  for 
having  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject  at  so  early  a  period  of  the 

Session.  

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  :  I  do  not  riee  for 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  tms  Bill,  although 
I  certainly  think  t£at  some  of  the  grounds 
which  have  been  advanced  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  are  not  ^unda  on 
which  this  House  would  be  disposed  to 
assent  to  his  Besolution.  I  rise  rather 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  a  Question  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  is  this — I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  object 
to  be  gained  by  appointing  this  Special 
Committee  was,  mat  in  cases  in  which 
tramways  intended  to  compete  with 
railway  companies,  the  railway  com- 
panies should  have  provided  for  them 
an  easy  mode — or  rather  that  there 
should  be  provided  a  method  of  enabling 
them  to  come  in  and  oppose  a  Tram- 
way Bill  which,  as  I  understood,  under 
the  present  Bules  and  Orders  of  the 
House,  they  are  now  imable  to  do.  I 
have  only  to  say  that  I  shall  protest  very 
strongly  against  any  proposal  to  give 
any  facilities  whatever  to  the  railway 
companies  to  come  in  and  oppose  these 
Tramway  Bills.  The  mere  fact  that 
steam  is  proposed  to  be  used  for  tram- 
ways instead  of  horses,  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  saving  the  horses  and  not  for 
the  purpose  of  adding  anything  to  the 
i^ed  at  which  the  cars  are  driven  upon 
the  tramways,  does  not  appear  to  me  to 
be  a  suffiunent  reason  for  allowing  a 
powerful  railway  company  to  come  in 
and  oppose  these  Tramway  Bills.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  as  far  as  this  par- 
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ticular  point  is  concerned,  th^e  wiU  be 
some  means  provided  by  the  House  of 
preventing  any  additionsd  fiEUsilities  being 
given  to  the  railway  companies  to  oppose 
BilLs  which  propose  to  authorize  the  use 
upon  tramways  of  small  donkey-engines, 
simply  because  such  tramway  lines 
happen  to  run  for  some  distance  parallel 
with  a  line  of  railway.  Before  I  sit 
down,  I  wish  to  point  out — ^I  think  I 
may  mention  it  now,  but  if  I  am  out  of 
Order,  I  will  reserve  what  I  say  until 
the  Motion  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees comes  regularly  before  the 
House— I  wish  to  point  out  that  one 
Bill  which  has  been  read  a  seccmd  time 
this  afternoon — ^the  Dundee  StreetTram- 
ways  Bill — ^is  a  Bill  which  contaLns  mat- 
ters such  as  those  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  it 
proposes,  I  believe,  among  other  things, 
to  sanction  the  use  of  steam  or  mechani- 
cal power  upon  oertarn  turnpike  roads. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees  will  see 
that  difficulties  may  arise  in  regard  to 
that  Bill,  seeing  that  it  deals  wim  other 
mattera  besides  tramways. 

Mb.  CHAELBS  LEWIS  :  I  do  not 
think  that  the  objections  which  are  now 
so  frequently  taken  in  reference  to  tram- 
ways arise,  as  many  persons  say  they 
do,  from  an  instinctive  antipathy  to  new 
modes  of  travelling.  But  I  do  think 
that  the  question  of  the  extent  to  which 
tramways  are  to  be  allowed  to  take  up 
the  ordinary  public  traffic  along  the  high 
roads  is  a  question  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance to  all  our  towns.  Many  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  will  understand, 
as  I  do  myself,  what  the  tramway  system 
is  in  New  York.  You  have  only  to  go 
into  some  of  the  narrowest  streets  of 
New  York  and  you  will  find  the  whole 
of  the  traffic  given  up  to  the  tramway 
system.  I  do  not  in  the  least  degree 
deny  that  xmder  proper  regulations  and 
proper  conditi(His  the  tramway  system  is 
at  the  same  time  a  wonderfully  good  in- 
vestment and  very  advantageous  to  the 
interests  of  the  public.  But  we  must 
not  be  prepared  to  surrender  the  whole 
of  our  rights  in  this  matter.  Those  who 
live  in  London  certainly  know  this,  that 
their  coach  builders'  bills  are  very  dif- 
ferent now  from  what  they  used  to 
be,  or  what  they  ought  to  be.  Since 
the  inauguration  of  &e  present  tram- 
way system  horses  have  been  lamed, 
human  life  saorificed,  limbs  broken,  and 
property  destroyed,  aad  all  because  it  is 
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aaid  to  be  necessary  to  extend  facili- 
ties for  public  travel.  Now,  I  like 
cheap  travelling  as  muoli  as  my  neigh- 
bours, and  I  Uke  to  be  able  to  get 
from  one  part  of  Ijondon  to  another 
as  quickly  and  as  cheaply  as  possible ; 
but  I  protest  against  the  iiTiihiTiTriTig 
way  in  which  so  many  Boards  in  the 
metropolis  have  dealt  with  this  question 
of  tramways,  as  if  life  and  limb  and 
property  were  nothing  in  comparison 
with  better  facilities  for  traveUing  and 
conmiunication. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  I  must  respectfully 
ask  the  Chairman  of  Oommittees  not  to 
allow  any  Committee  to  be  appointed  by 
this  House  which  is  likely  to  put  itself 
in  antagonism  with  the  tramway  system. 
We  are  only,  I  think,  at  the  beginning 
of  reaping  the  benefits  of  a  system 
between  steam  railways  and  nothing  at 
all.  The  tramways  are  the  middle  course 
between  the  rapid  speed  of  the  large 
railways  and  the  slow  ooaches  with 
which  we  have  put  up  so  long.  I  never 
knew  a  man  who  was  able  to  keep  a 
brougham  who  was  not  against  tram- 
ways, and  I  never  knew  people  who 
could  not  afford  to  keep  a  brougham 
who  were  not  in  favour  of  tramways, 
and  the  question  is  now  being  fought 
very  much  between  the  brougham  party 
and  the  no-brougham  party.  No  doubt 
there  are  narrow  streets  in  London,  and 
proper  care  should  be  taken  that  the 
ordmary  traffic  in  such  streets  should  not 
be  interfered  with.  But  I  assert  that  we 
are  only  at  present  at  the  commencement 
of  a  great  and  useful  movement  which, 
with  proper  precautions,  will  be  of  im- 
mense advantage  to  the  public.  I 
therefore  hope  that  no  antagonism  wiH 
be  invited  by  giving  undue  facilities  to 
opposition.     

Mb.  DILLWYN  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  against  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  but  I  must  say  that,  on  be- 
half of  the  public,  I  receive  with  pleasure 
the  proposal  which  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  is  about  to  make.  I  am 
acquainted  with  a  case  in  which  there  is 
a  tramway  running  alongside  of  the 
high  road.  The  company  have,  I  be- 
lieve, under  the  powers  of  their  Act,  power 
to  use  a  locomotive,  and  they  have  given 
an  assurance  that  there  sheJl  be  no  nui- 
sance, no  smoke,  and  no  fire.  But  what 
is  the  practical  result  ?  Why,  that  some 
persons  do  not  dare  to  dbive  along  the 
road  on  which  these   locomotiveft  axe 


used.  The  locomotives  make  a  very 
great  noise,  the  lights  are  flaring  out. 
and  I  know  many  persons,  especially  if 
they  happen  to  be  driving  young  horses, 
who  would  go  miles  out  of  their  way 
rather  than  make  use  of  this  road.  I  am 
sincerely  glad  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  proposes  to  appoint  this 
Committee,  and  I  hope  that  when  it  is 
appointed  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  specially  directed  to  the 
powers  which  tramway  companies  are 
now  seeking-— of  using  locomotives  along 
the  high  roads  and  streets.  I  believe 
that  if  this  is  to  be  generaUy  allowed 
many  roads  will  become  almost  impass- 
able at  night,  and  transit  in  some  parts 
of  large  towns  will  be  seriously  im- 
peded. I  hope  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees will  continue  to  give  his  best 
attention  to  the  subject,  and,  so  far  as  I 
am  personaUy  concerned,  I  will  give  him 
the  best  assistance  in  mj  power. 

Mb.  M<LAB£N:  WMe  I  entirely 
approve  of  all  that  has  been  said  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  I  wish  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  his  attention  will  be  di- 
rected to  one  particular  matter — namely, 
the  different  gradients  of  the  streets  in 
different  towns,  and  that  no  general  law 
will  be  laid  down  that  locomotives  may 
be  used  in  all  towns  imder  certain  cir- 
cumstances. I  think,  further,  that  the 
use  of  locomotives  on  tramways  should 
not  be  allowed  where  the  authorities  of 
the  town  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  use 
them  are  opposed  to  it.  To  whatever 
powers  Parliament  may  be  pleased  to 
give,  in  my  opinion,  it  should  superadd 
this  condition,  that  it  should  always  be 
understood  that  the  authorities  were 
agreeable  to  the  use  of  mechanical 
power. 

Mb.  HEEMON,  who  was  almost  in- 
audible in  the  Gallery,  was  understood  to 
refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van), and  to  say  that  it  was  not  entirely  a 
brougham  question,  but  rather  a  shop- 
keeper's question,  and  that  the  laying 
down  of  tramways  should  not  be  sanc- 
tioned in  narrow  streets  with  a  consider- 
able amount  of  traffic,  when  the  appoaeh 
of  carriages  to  the  shops  would  thereby 
be  interfered  with. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  rom- 
mitted. 
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in  answer  to  a  Petition  (December  9th 
1875)  praying  for  a  redress  of  this 
ffrievance  attaching  to  Colonists,  the 
Admiralty  did  in  fact  admit  the  justice 
of  the  demand  by  admitting  the 
Colonists  to  equal  participation  in  the 
age-pension,  but  dating  only  from  April 
Ist,  1876;  whether  an  appeal,  dated 
October  10th,  1876,  has  not  been 
addressed  to  the  Admiralty  by  the 
pensioners  residing  in  Australia,  praying 
that  the  arrears  (1865  to  1876)  may  be 
paid  to  them ;  and  whether  he  can  hold 
out  any  hope  that  the  men's  appeal  may 
be  granted  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  it  is  the 
fact  that  an  Order  in  Council,  dated 
September  9, 1865,  gave  a  discretionary 
power  to  the  Adnuralty  to  award  age- 
pensions,  as  stated  in  tne  Question,  out 
of  the  funds  of  Greenwich  Hospital  to 
nayal  pensioners,  and  3,000  were 
granted  in  the  first  year,  including  all 
men  in  England  aboye  the  age  oi  62 ; 
1,000  more  were  given  in  the  next  year, 
which  took  in  all  men  in  England  above 
60.  Another  1,000  in  the  following 
year  took  in  all  men  in  England  above 
55  ;  and  finally,  in  1869,  all  men  of  55 
were  included,  and  7,500  men  are  now 
receiving  affe-pensions.  In  1866  the 
Admiralty  determined  to  exclude  all 
men  in  Government  employ  and  men 
residing  out  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
In  1876  the  Board  decided  to  cancel  the 
Order  of  1866  and  to  award  these  age- 
pensions  to  all  men  eligible  for  them, 
whether  in  Government  employ  or 
residing  in  the  Colonies,  from  the  1st 
April,  1876,  only.  This  has  entailed  an 
increased  expenditure  of  £3,000  a-year. 
An  appeal  for  arrears  was  received  and 
refused,  as  stated  in  the  Question.  I 
do  not  imagine  that  any  hope  can  be 
held  out  that  the  appeal  will  be  granted, 
as  the  amount  is  very  large  and  the 
accounts  are  closed  every  year. 


TRAMWAY  BILLS. 

Mb.  RATKES  :  The  House  has  kindly 
listened  to  the  observations  which  I  have 
already  made  upon  the  general  question, 
and  I  do  not,  therefore,  wish  to  inflict 
upon  them  any  further  discussion  of  the 
Motion  I  am  about  to  make.  I  may, 
however,  be  permitted  to  say  in  regard 
to  the  observations  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Jenkins), 
that  the  point  to  which  he  has  called  my 
attention  I  have  already  had  under  con- 
sideration. It  is  one  of  some  interest 
and  importance,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  consult  with  me  before  the  Bill  to 
whichhe  refers  comes  on,  I  will  endeavour 
to  see  what  can  be  done  to  meet  his  ob- 
jections. I  hope  myself  that  we  may  get 
these  Steam  Tramway  Bills  put  properly 
forward,  so  that  they  may  all  be  disposed 
of  this  Session,  and  in  regard  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  I  propose  to  appoint,  every 
efiEbrt  will  be  made  to  induce  those  who 
understand  the  question  to  serve  upon  it. 
I  beg  now  to  move — 

**  That  every  Opposed  Tramway  Bill  of  the 
present  Session,  whereby  it  is  proposed  to 
authorize  the  use  of  steam  or  other  mechanical 
power,  be  referred  to  a  Select  Ck>mmittee  of  Nine 
Members,  Five  to  be  nominated  by  the  House 
and  Four  by  the  Committee  of  Selection ;  and 
that  such  of  the  Petitioners  against  the  Bills  as 
pray  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel  or 
Agents,  as  shall  have  presented  their  Petitions  in 
accordaince  with  the  Standing  Orders,  be  heard 
upon  their  Petitions,  if  tl^ey  think  fit,  and 
Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bills  against  such 
Petitions : 

*  *  That  Five  be  the  quorum  of  the  Committee." 

Motion  (^reed  to. 


QUESTIONS. 


GREENWICH  OUT-PENSIONERS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  in  1865  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Admiralty  issued  an  Order 
that  Greenwich  out-pensioners  should, 
on  reaching  fifty-five  years  of  age, 
receive  5d,  per  day  from  the  Hospital 
Fund  in  addition  to  their  ordinary 
pension,  and  4d,  per  day  more  at 
seventy;  whether  it  is  true  that  this 
age-pension  was  refused  to  men  residing 
in  the  Oolonies ;  whether  subsequently, 


EDUCATION    (SCOTLAND)    ACT- 
SCHOOL  SITES.— QUESTION. 

Mfi.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  numerous  cases  in  Scotland  (forty  it 
is  said)  School  Boards  are  obstructed  in 
carrying  out  the  Education  Act  by  the 
refusal  of  landlords  to  grant  sites  for 
school  buildings;  and,  whether  he  in- 
tends to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
dealing  with  such  cases  P 
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The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  Sir,  I  have 
no  information  with  regard  to  the  refusal 
of  school  sites  in  Scouand,  beyond  the 
general  statement  contained  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  Upon 
receiving  Notice  of  that  Question,  I 
made  application  to  the  Education 
Department,  and  I  am  informed  that 
they  have  not  yet  received  any  com- 
munications wluch,  in  their  opinion, 
would  render  it  necessary  to  deed  legis- 
latively with  this  question.  I  cannot 
say  that  it  is  my  intention  to  bring  in  a 
Bill,  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  com- 
municate to  me  such  details  as  he  can 
give,  I  shall  be  glad  to  make  inquiries, 
and  if  necessary  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. 


PRISONS  ACT,    1877— THE  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  under  section  51  of 
the  Prisons  Act  passed  last  Session,  he 
has  '^  settled  and  approved"  the  rules 
and  regulations  for  tne  management  of 
prisons,  and  when,  in  accordance  with 
the  same  section  of  the  Act,  they  will 
be  laid  before  Parliament;  and,  whether 
he  has  made,  or  intends  to  make,  any 
special  rules  for  the  better  treatment 
of  persons  imprisoned  for  political 
offences  ?     

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  the 
Bules  will  soon  be  ready,  but  they  have 
not  yet  been  finally  settled  and  approved. 
They  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  within 
the  time  prescribed  by  the  Act — that 
is  to  say,  in  about  a  fortnight.  With 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
all  I  can  do — ^and  all  that  the  Statute 
requires  me  to  do— is  to  make  special 
rules  for  the  class  of  persons  named  in 
it — namely,  first-dass  misdemeanants, 
and  they  mil  be  found  amongst  the  other 
Bules. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)  ACT— THE  RULES 
AND  REGULATIONS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
under  section  56  of  the  Prisons  (Ire- 
land) Act,  passed  last  Session,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Privy  Ooundl  have 
"settled  and  approved"  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  management  of 
Prisons  in  Ireland,  and  when,  in  accord- 


ance with  the  same  section  of  the  Act, 
they  will  be  laid  before  Parliament; 
and,  whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
Privy  Council  have  made,  or  intend  to 
make  any  special  rules  for  the  better 
treatment  of  persons  imprisoned  for 
political  offences  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  the  Eules  and  Begulations  under 
the  Prisons  Act  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  have  not  yet  been  finally 
approved  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  Privy  Council  for  Ireland.  It  has 
been  considered  proper  that  they  should 
be  framed  as  far  as  possible  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Bules  for  England,  and 
therefore  some  further  delay  must  take 
place;  but  the  Irish  (Jovemment  will 
endeavour  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  possible  after  they  have  been 
approved.  The  provisions  of  the  Act  in 
respect  to  persons  imprisoned  for  sedition 
or  seditious  Hbel  will  be,  of  course,  con- 
sidered ;  but,  with  that  exception,  I  do 
not  thiii  the  Act  contemplates  any  par- 
ticular action  with  reference  to  persons 
imprisoned  for  political  offences. 

TURKEY— CRETE.— QUESTION. 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  reference  to  his  statement 
that  there  could  hardly  be  said  to  be  an 
insurrection  existing  in  Crete,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  two  De- 
spatches dated  January  3rd  1878,  ad- 
dressed by  the  Cretan  Insurrectionary 
General  Assembly  to  the  Consuls  of  the 
Powers,  and  already  published  in  the 
German  newspapers  ? 

Me.  BOUBkE,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
received  only  one  despatch  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  that  he  had  no  objection  to  its 
production. 

POST   OFFICE— APPOINTMENT    OF 
OFFICIALS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOB  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  he  has  been 
able  during  the  Becess  (in  accordance 
with  the  intimation  he  was  kind  enough 
to  give  last  Session)  to  consider  some 
plan  for  the  appointment  of  post  office 
officials  which  should  be  free  from  all 
su^icion  of  political  bias  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS,  in  rejjly, 
said,  he  had  been  in  communication 
during  l^e  Beoess  with  the  Secretary  to 
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the  Treasnrr  on  {he  subject,  and  the 
result  was,  that  they  had  aniyed  at  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  for  the 
public  advantage  to  deprive  Members 
of  Parliament  of  the  right  of  recom- 
mending to  the  smaller  appointments  in 
the  Post  Office.  With  a  view,  however, 
to  obviating  the  suspicion  of  political 
bias  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred, the  following  addition  has  been 
made  to  the  notice  of  vacancy  sent  to 
Members : — 

«  These  nominatioiiB  will  be  submitted  to  the 
approval  of  the  Postmaster  G^eral,  who  has 
the  right  of  cancelling  any  nomination  if  the 
character  of  the  nominee  is  not  satisfactory,  or 
if  his  residence  is  inconyeniently  situated,  and 
if  ,sach  appointment  will  not  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  public  service." 


THE  EASTEEN  QUESTION— THE  WAR 
—LAWS  OP  NEUTRALITY.— QUESTION. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Tinder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  Her  Majesty's  Ambas- 
sador and  Consuls  havmg  jurisdiction 
in  Turkey,  took  any  steps  to  compel 
British  subjects  to  observe  the  laws  of 
neutrality;  and,  whether  British  sub- 
jects will  be  allowed  to  carry  war  into 
Greece  or  into  Crete  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  Sir,  no  Reports  have 
been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office  with 
regard  to  any  proceedings  in  the  Con- 
sumr  Courts  in  Turkey  respecting  the 
breach  of  neutrality  laws  as  affecting 
British  subjects.  In  reply  to  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
nave  to  state  that  the  same  rule  which 
applies  elsewhere  will  apply  to  the  case 
of  Greece  and  Crete. 


THE  LATE  SERGEANT  MCCARTHY— 
THE  INQUIRY.— QUESTION. 

•  Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Sir,  I 
have  a  Question  on  the  Paper  respect- 
in|^  the  inquiry  against  the  prison 
officials  with  regiard  to  the  chaise  into 
the  death  of  the  late  Sergeant  M*Oarttiy ; 
but  I  have  just  received  a  letter  that 
this  inquiry  has  been  made.  I  wish  to  ask, 
Whether,  u  it  has  been  made,  the  evidence 
which  was  taken  was  given  on  oath,  as 
the  evidence  at  the  inquest  was  given  ? 
The  Question  I  gave  Notice  of  read  as 
follows: — 

Zord  John  Mann&n 


<'To  ask  the  Seoretary  of  State  for  tiie  Home 
Department,  whether,  haying  regaid  to  the 
fact  that  the  evidence  given  against  the  prison 
ofScialB  at  the  inquest  m  the  case  of  the  late 
Sergeant  McCarthy,  was  taken  publicly  and  on 
oath  he  will  order  the  inquiry  in  the  prison  to 
be  conducted  publiclj  and  on  oath  in  like 
manner ;  and,  whether  facilities  will  be  ffiren 
to  enable  the  next  of  kin  of  the  deceasea  and 
Members  of  this  House  to  attend?  " 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  I 
have  no  power  to  direct  a  man  to  be  exa- 
mined on  oath,  nor  have  the  magis- 
trates power  to  administer  an  oath,  un- 
less direct  authority  to  do  so  is  given 
them  by  express  Statute.  With  regard 
to  the  holding  of  the  inquiry,  I  stated 
the  last  time  I  was  asked  about  it  that  I 
had  transmitted  the  depositions  to  Sir 
James  Ingham  and  left  the  matter 
entirely  with  him.  I  have  not  seen  or 
communicated  with  that  gentleman 
since,  except  with  regard  to  the  medical 
man.  I  was  not  aware,  nor  do  I  know 
now,  that  the  inquiry  has  been  con- 
cluded. I  have  left  the  matter  entirely 
in  his  hands,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he 
will  hear  any  evidence  that  may  be  ten- 
dered to  him,  and  pay  attention  to  afiy 
application  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  anyone  else  who  wishes  to  com- 
municate with  him.  I  may  add  that  on 
seeing  the  Question  on  the  Paper  this 
morning,  I  forwarded  it  to  Sir  James 
Ingham  with  a  copy  of  the  answer  I 
proposed  to  make  to  it. 

EGYPT— CORRESPONDENCE  BETWEEN 
FRANCE  AND  ENGLAND.— QUESTION. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  can  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service,  Papers  relating  to  the 
communications  wnich  have  recently 
passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  France  in 
relation  to  Egypt  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE :  No,  Sir ;  not  with 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
service. 

METROPOLIS— THE   ALBERT-TERRACE 

(HYDE  PARK)  IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

SiK  HENEY  JAMES  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  Private  Bill  called 
"The  Alb«rt-Terrace  (Hyde  Park)  Ln- 
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provement  Bill/'  undOT  whkli  ''  i^e 
promoter"  se^s  to  take  oompulsorily 
the  property  of  several  persons  and  also 
to  construct  a  road  (over  whioh  he  may 
build)  into  Hyde  Park;  and,  whether 
he,  as  representing  the  Crown,  approves 
of  the  construction  of  such  road  ? 

Mr.  GEEAED  NOEL,  in  reply,  said, 
that  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
Bill,  and  the  Gbvemment  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  construction  of  the  proposed 
road  into  Hyde  Park. 

8m  HENEY  JAMES  gave  Notice 
that  if  the  Government  did  not  oppose 
the  Bill,  as  he  hoped  they  would,  he 
should  call  attention  at  the  proper  time 
to  what  he  considered  an  abuse  of  the 
procedure  of  this  House. 


INDIA  — THE   NATIVE   POLIOE   OP 
BENGAL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Tinder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  Eeso- 
lution  moved  by  the  present  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Bengal,  the  Honourable 
Ashley  Eden,  relating  to  the  Bengal 
Police  Eeport  for  1877,  which  described 
the  system  of  police  and  preventive  im- 
prisonment established  by  order  of  Sir 
Kichard  Temple,  the  then  lieutenant 
Governor,  in  November,  1875,  as  "  an 
imcontrolled  and  fearful  engine  of  op- 

Eression,"  by  which  "  a  vast  amount  of 
itter  wrong  and  oppression  has  been 
inflicted  upon  the  people,"  and  whose 
'^  result  has  been  more  demoralising  to 
the  lower  classes  than  even  the  con- 
tinuance of  serious  crime  could  be;" 
whether  the  present  lieutenantGovemor 
of  Bengal  has  not  stated  that,  '^  looking 
at  the  vast  number  of  false  cases  estab- 
lished over  Bengal,"  and  "  from  an  exa- 
mination of  some  cases  which  have 
come  before  him,"  he  has  reason  to  fear 
"that  very  many  of  the  persons  con- 
victed were  really  innocent ;  "  and,  whe- 
ther, if  this  be  so,  the  Governor  General, 
Lord  Lytton,  has  taken  any  measures  to 
supervise  such  an  abuse  of  power  ? 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMHiTON,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  read  a  resolution 
moved  by  the  present  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor of  Bengal  animadverting  in  strong 
terms,  not  on  anything  which  Sir  Eiohard 
Temple  had  done,  but  on  the  misconduct 
of  a  large  section  of  the  Native  police  of 
Bengal.    This  was  not  the  first  occasion 


Vipon  which  &eiT  conduot  had  been  un- 
favourably noticed,  for  last  year  Sir 
Eiohard  Temple  commented  upon  Hie 
lamentable  amoimt  of  suffering  and 
wrong  which  had  been  caused  by  them, 
in  reference  to  the  number  of  arrests 
made  on  insufBlcient  evidence.  The  pith 
of  the  resolution  was  to  the  effect  that 
a  lamentable  amount  of  suffering  and 
WTonff  had  been  caused  by  the  vast  num- 
ber of  false  charges  instituted  all  over 
Bengal,  and  that  Mr.  Eden  was  deter- 
mined tiiat  this  fearful  oppression  should 
not  be  left  uncontrolled  in  the  hands  of 
the  police,  but  should  be  used  only  under 
the  most  effectual  safeguards.  The  ad- 
ministration of  the  police  force  in  Bengal 
was  primarily  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment there,  and  no  doubt  Mr.  Eden 
would  take  measures  which  would  pre- 
vent the  repetition  of  the  acts  of  oppres- 
sion to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
directed  attention. 


TURKEY— RELIGIOUS  PERSECUTION 
IN  BULGARIA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  holt  asked  Mr.  ChauceUor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  that  there 
are  sundry  Protestant  churches  in  Bul- 
garia which  have  enjoyed  a  fair  amount 
of  religious  liberty  under  the  govern- 
ment of  the  Porte,  but  have  been  at 
various  times  persecuted  by  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Gfreek  Church  with  consi- 
derable severity ;  that  before  the  War 
began  some  Protestants  were  threatened 
with  increased  sufferings  on  the  arrival 
of  the  Eussian  Army  in  their  country, 
and  that  a  fresh  persecution  has  recentiy 
commenced ;  also  that  the  cruel  oppres- 
sion exercised  in  Bul^^a  at  the  present 
time  by  the  authorities  of  the  Gbeek 
Church  is  as  ffreat  as  that  experienced 
in  England  before  the  Eeformation ;  and, 
whether  this  statement  be  substantially 
true;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  secure  in  any 
arrangement  which  shall  have  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Powers  of  Europe  sufficient 
provision  for  religious  freedom  in  Bul- 
garia? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  understand  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  re- 
ceived any  very  recent  information  re- 
specti^  the  statements  to  which  my 
hon*   ^end  refers,  statements  which 
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appeeur  to  be  deriyed  from  the  letter  of  a 
Brngarian  pastor  now  in  England,  and 
which  has  been  very  widely  circulated. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  would  look  at  Blue 
Book  No.  1  on  Turkey  he  will  there  find, 
at  pa^es  120,  392,  456,  and  other  places, 
that  Her  Majesty^s  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople has  repeatedly  exerted  his 
influence  on  behalf  of  Protestant  Dis- 
senters ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
will  not  fail  to  use  their  endeavours, 
when  the  occasion  arises,  to  secure  for 
them  and  the  other  inhabitants  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  such  guarantees  for 
their  religious  freedom  as  may  be  ob- 
tained. 


lEBLAND  — THE   ROYAL   IRISH   CON- 
STABULARY FTJND.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  GEAY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  If  he  would  state  the  amount 
to  credit  of  the  "  Constabulary  Force 
Fund  "  for  each  of  the  last  five  years ; 
how  that  fund  is  raised,  and  to  what 
purposes  it  is  allocated;  and,  if  the 
average  annual  receipts  exceed  the 
average  annual  payments,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  equalize  them; 
and,  whether  the  late  Assistant  Inspector 
General  Brownrigg  received  any  money 
from  this  fund  in  addition  to  his  pension 
of  £930a-year? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  the  amount  to  the  credit  of  this  fund 
at  each  of  the  periods  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  ending 
31st  March  each  year  was,  in  round 
numbers,  bm  follows: — 1873,  £43,600; 
1874,  £49,200;  1875,  £54,300;  1876, 
£62,000;  1877,  £68,500.  The  amount 
is  raised  by  a  deduction  from  the  pay  of 
the  officers  and  men,  and  from  the  pay- 
ments of  such  superannuated  members 
of  the  Force  as  continue  to  subscribe 
under  29  &  30  Viet.  c.  103,  for  the 
benefit  of  their  families ;  from  fines 
imposed  upon  members  of  the  Force  by 
the  Inspector  General  and  the  county 
Inspectors ;  from  gratuities  awarded  to 
members  of  the  ^rce  by  magistrates ; 
and  lastly,  from  interest  on  the  por- 
tion of  the  fund  which  is  invested. 
The  fund  is  spent  in  the  following  way : 
— ^In  rewards  to  meritorious  members  of 
the  Force,  in  relief  of  their  widows  and 
orphans,  and  also  in  the  payment  of  a 
certain  percentage  by  way  of  recouping 
the  expenses  of  theof&cers  and  men  of  the 
Force  on  retirement.  Attempts  have  been 
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made  to  equalize  the  annual  receipts  and 
expenditure— first,  by  reducing  the  pay- 
ment from  1^  to  1  per  cent;  and,  secondly, 
by  increasing  the  payments  to  the  men 
from  6  to  8  per  cent;  and  adding  to  the 
payments  to  the  widows  and  orphans.  If 
thu  fund,  in  spite  of  this,  continues  to 
increase,  it  will  have  to  be  considered 
whether  the  payments  should  be  still  fur- 
ther increased  or  the  subscriptions  re- 
duced. The  late  Assistant  Inspector  Gene- 
ral Brownriggreceived  the  payment  from 
this  fund  to  which  he  is  entitled  by  his 
rank  and  service.  He  has  subscribed  to 
it  through  the  whole  term  of  his  service, 
and  I  may  add  that  the  pension  on  which 
he  retired  was  that  to  which  he  was 
legally  entitled. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— ASSAULTS  UPON  THE 

POLICE  IN  MERIONETHSHIRE. 

QUESTION. 

8iB  WILLIAM  BAGGE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  deficiency  of  the  Police 
Force  in  Merionethshire,  and  to  the 
assaults  to  which  they  have  been  sub- 
jected by  the  miners  in  the  districts  of 
Abergynoldwyn  and  Festiniog  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS:  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  of 
the  assaults,  and  in  consequence  I  com- 
municated with  the  chief  constable  of 
the  county,  who  informs  me  that  more 
constables  have  been  sent  there  to  pre- 
vent the  continuance  of  the  disturb- 
ances. 


THE   BURIALS  QUESTION. 
BESOLXmON.      QUESTION. 

Sib  CHAELES  FORSTEE  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh- 
shire, Whether  he  intends  to  proceed 
with  his  Resolution  in  regard  to  the 
Burials  Question  which  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  Friday  next  ? 

Mi.  OSBORNE  MORGAN,  in  reply, 
said,  that  that  would  depend  on  the 
course  of  the  debate  in  which  they  were 
now  engaged.  If  the  debate  should  be 
prolon^d  till  Thursday,  he  should  not 
feel  justified  in  asking  the  House  im- 
mediately after  the  close,  or  perhaps  in 
the  midst  of  a  debate  of  such  importance 
to  consider  a  question  which,  though 
comparatively  tame,  still  excited  great 
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interest  in  the  <$ountry.  K,  therefore, 
this  debate  were  prolonged  beyond  that 
evening,  he  would  not  bring  forward  his 
Besolution. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  WAR- 
BLOCKADE  IN  THE  BLACK  SEA. 
QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Ohables  W.  I>ilke, 
Mr.  BOUEKE  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  feel  it  their  duty  to  use  their 
influence  to  prevent  ships  leaving  Black 
Sea  ports  for  England  from  being 
stopped  at  the  Bosphorus  during  the 
Armistice. 

THE     SUPPLEMENTARY    ESTDIATE- 

THE  DEBATE  OF  FRIDAY. 

PEB80NAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  Sir,  I  beg,  most 
humbly  and  diffidently,  the  induJ^ence 
of  the  House  while  I  very  briefly  fulude 
to  a  personal  matter.  Last  night  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Qa- 
thome  Hardy)  made  an  imputation 
against  me  of  so  serious  a  nature,  and 
couched  in  such  very  emphatic  terms, 
that  I  cannot  with  honour  allow  it  to 
pass  unnoticed ;  and  I  am  sure  the  House 
sufficiently  regards  the  honour  of  its 
Members  to  give  me  its  attention  for  a 
very  few  minutes.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman used  these  words — 

'*  Let  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  dare  to  say  in  his  place  in  this  House 
that  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  desirous  of  plunging  this  country  into 
war.  Let  the  hon.  Gfentleman  prove  this  state- 
ment, or  let  it  go  into  some  category  which  it  is 
not  Parliamentary  to  name." 

Now,  Sir,  like  other  hon.  Members  in 
this  HoTise,  I  made  to  my  constituents, 
and  to  my  constituents  only,  during  the 
Becess  an  address  which  provoked  a 
certain  amount  of  comment  and  observa- 
tion ;  and,  therefore,  I  thought  it  right 
as  early  as  possible  in  this  great  debate, 
which  was  virtually  the  mrst  opportu- 
nity in  the  Session,  to  address  the  House 
on  the  Eastern  Question.  In  my  speech 
on  Friday  last  I  distinctly  took  up  the 
challenge  dropped  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary,  that  I 
should  speak  in  the  House  as  I  had 
spoken  in  the  country.  My  main  argu- 
ment, almost  from  flrst  to  last,  referred 
to  the  warlike  utterances,  as  I  maintained 
them  in  this  House  to  be,  of  the  Prime 

YOL.  COXXXYn.  [thibd  sbribs.]   ' 


Minister  during  the  progress  of  this 
Eastern  Question ;  and,  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  heard  me  can  say,  I,  not  once, 
but  over  and  over  again,  stated  the  sub- 
stance of  the  sentence  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  dared  me  to  repeat  in 
this  House.  I  am  anxious  not  to  detain 
the  House  an  undue  length  of  time,  so  I 
will  read  one  sentence,  and  one  only, 
from  my  speech  on  Friday — 

"  The  Prime  Minister  declared  that  'the  in- 
deijendence  and  integrity  of  Turkey  must  be 
maintained,  and  he  on  the  same  occasion  spoke 
of  England's  readiness  to  fight  one,  two,  or  three 
camnaigns ;  and  everyone  knows  what  such 
woros,  Erpoken  insuch  a  collocation,  by  a  man  in 
that  position  of  responsibility,  must  undoubtedly 
mean."  v 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  repetition,  in  the  very 
strongest  languac^e  that  Parliamentary 
forms  could  admit  of,  of  the  sentence 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dared 
me  to  repeat  in  this  House.  I  then 
referred  to  the  speeches  of  the  Prime 
Minister  at  Aylesbury,  and  to  the  speech 
at  Guildhall  in  November  last,  and  I 
adduced  at  great  length,  and  with  the 
best  logic  I  was  enabled  to  command, 
the  deduction  that  his  policy  was  a  war- 
like policy.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  answered  those 
arguments  in  his  speech ;  but  I  do  not 
thmk  that  he  should  have  ignored  that 
speech,  and  then,  on  the  ground  of  its 
non-existence,  have  brought  a  charge 
against  the  courage  and  sincerity  of  a 
brother  Member — a  brother  Member 
whom  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  am 
proud  to  believe,  after  12  years'  expe- 
rience, do  not  for  a  moment — [^Cheers 
from  the  Ministerial  £en€he8]—do  not  for 
a  moment  believe  to  be  a  coward.  I 
was  unable  to  answer  that  grave  charge 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  for  the  very 
reason  that  I  had  actually  made  a  speech 
here  of  the  same  nature  as  that  which  I 
was  challenged  to  repeat  in  the  House. 
That  speech  is  within  the  recollection  of 
the  House.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  in  the  House  at  the  time, 
he  will  find,  on  referring  to  his  Col- 
leagues, that  my  speech  fairly  an- 
swered the  description  which  I  have 
given  of  it.  If  he  was  in  the  House  I 
am  quite  sure  he  will,  on  reflection,  see 
that  the  sentence  he  used  last  night  was 
not  a  fair  weapon  in  Parliamentary 
w^arfai^ 

Mk.  GATHOENE  HAEDY:  Sir,  I 
did  hear  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  the  Border  Boroiigli8(Mr.  Trevelyan), 
and  I  certainly  did  not  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  repeat  the  statement 
which  he  had  made  at  Selkirk — namely, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  desired,  and  had 
never  concealed  his  desire,  to  plunfj^ 
this  country  into  war.  If  the  hon. 
Member  meant  to  say  in  his  speech  in 
this  House  what  he  said  at  Selkirk,  I 
have  nothing  to  withdraw  in  the  terms 
I  applied  to  him.  

Mr.  PERCY  WTNDHAM:  I  am 
quite     certain    my    hon.    Friend    the 

Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 

[*'  Order,  order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAXEE  :  There  is  no  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Boroughs  has  made  a 
personal  explanation,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  replied.  There  is  now  no 
question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM :  Sir,  I 
shall  conclude  with  a  Motion.  If  the 
hon.  Member  intended  to  use  the  same 
language  with  exactly  the  same  mean- 
ing, when  he  criticized  the  conduct  of  a 
Minister  as  he  did  when  he  addressed 
his  constituents  in  the  country,  he  for 
some  reason  or  other  failed  in  that 
endeavour.  I  perfectly  remember  the 
speech  at  Selkirk.  It  made  such  an  im- 
pression on  me  that  I  kept  a  copy  of  the 
paper  in  which  it  was  reported,  without 
any  idea  that  it  would  come  before  the 
House ;  but  when  I  understood  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  about  to  bring  it  before 
the  House,  I  told  him  that  I  should 
feel  it  my  duty  to  read  another  extract 
from  the  same  speech,  which,  with  the 

Sermission  of  the  Hoiise,  I  will  now 
o.  This  is  what  the  hon.  Member  said 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  and  object  of 
Ministers  in  their  policy  with  Russia — 

''Her  Majeety's  Ministers  are  simxilating 
dread  of  Bossian  access  to  the  Mediterranean 
as  a  pretext  for  increasing  the  number  of  naval 
appointments  open  to  the  dunces  who  are  sons 
of  Ministers  and  their  constituents." 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  What  is  the 
newspaper  ?       

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM :  A  news- 
paper  published  amongst  your  own  con- 
stituency.   I  got  it  at  Carlisle. 

Colonel  MURE:  I  regret,  Sir,  that 
this  painful  episode 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Cumberland  did  not  conclude 
with  a  Motion. 

Mr,  Qathome  Hardy 


Mb.   PERCY  WYNDHAM:   I  am 

prepared  to  withdraw  it.    ["  No,  no ! "] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  tihis  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  P^oy  Wyndham.) 

CoLONBL  MURE  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  painful  episode  could  be  allowed  to 
remain  where  it  was.  The  question  at 
issue  between  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan) and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy)  was,  not 
whether  tiie  expressions  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  House  were  the  same  as 
those  he  had  used  outside,  but  whether 
the  circumstance  of  his  not  repeating 
those  expressions  in  that  House  justified 
his  origmal  statement  being  relegated 
to  a  category  which  they  could  all  under- 
stand. Now,  he  could  not  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War  really  intended  to  impute  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  was  frran  mo- 
tives of  cowardice  and  fear  he  did  not 
repeat  certain  expressions  he  had  used. 
It  was  due  to  the  nonour  of  that  House 
and  of  the  Secretary  for  War,  as  well  as 
due  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs,  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
should  state  that  he  had  no  intention  to 
impute  such  a  disgraceful  motive  to  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  mark  STEWART  said,  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
produced  very  great  consternation  in 
Scotland,  and  many  people  believed  and 
h(^ed  it  was  delivered  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  without  the  usual  fore- 
thought which  characterized  his  hon. 
Friend's  words  in  the  House.  If  his 
hon.  Friend  had  spoken  in  that  House 
the  other  night,  in  moving  the  adj'oum- 
ment  of  the  debate,  in  the  way  he  had 
done  to  his  constituents,  he  should  have 
been  prepared  to  answer  the  speech 
which  nis  hon.  Friend  made  at  Selkirk. 
That  speech  contained  many  strong  state- 
ments besides  those  which  had  been  read 
to  the  House,  and  h.Q{}lLt.  Stewart)  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  The  ScoUtnan,  which 
he  was  ready  to  produce,  containing 
those  statements.  He  wished  to  say  this 
because  he  felt  that  some  notice  ought 
to  be  taken  of  the  strong  remarks  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend  against  the  Conser- 
vative Party.  It  was  not  fair  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  go  down  to  their  consti- 
tuencies and  there  state  matters  which 
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they  were  ashamed  or  afraid  to  bring 
forward  here.  In  sajing  this  he  did  not 
wish  to  produce  any  f  lather  amount  of 
irritation,  and  he  was  quite  sure  the 
House  would  be  satisfied  with  what  had 
taken  place. 

TheOHANCELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEK :  Sir,  I  would  venture  to  appeal 
to  the  House  whether  it  is  really  advan- 
tageous, or  even  desirable  or  seemly, 
that  a  <Uscussion  of  this  kind  should  be 
allowed  to  continue.  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  of  imputing  anything 
whatever  contrary  to  the  personal  honour 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs.  It  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  do  so.  If  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  says  it 
was  his  intention  to  repeat  in  mis  House, 
though  in  somewhat  different  language, 
what  he  said  to  his  constituents,  of  course 
there  can  be  no  question  of  his  right  to 
do  that.  But  the  remark  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  remains  the  same — ^namely, 
that  the  observation  made  at  Selkirk, 
whether  it  was  repeated  in  this  House 
or  not,  was  one  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  was 
bound  either  to  prove,  or  that  must  be 
dismissed  in  the  manner  in  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  dismissed,  it.  All  I 
thmk  it  is  necessary  to  say  is,  that  there 
is  no  intention  to  impute  anything  against 
the  personal  honour  of  the  hon.  Member, 
or  as  to  his  character,  in  regards  to  his 
daring  to  repeat  in  this  House  what  he 
had  said  elsewhere,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
proceed  with  this  question,  which  would 
lead  to  inconvenience. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  always  tries  to  put  the  pleasantest 
face  upon  anything  disagreeable,  and  I 
quite  recognize  the  spirit  in  which  he  has 
spoken;  but  the  matterremains  thus — The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  places  me  in  a  certain  category — 
which  I  will  not  soil  my  mouth  by  ex- 
plaining to  the  House — unless  I  can 
prove  a  certain  statement.  I  proved  that 
statement  on  Friday  last  according  to 
Parliamentary  fashion ;  in  a  manner  that 
is,  at  any  rate,  believed  by  many  Mem- 
bers on  fliese  benches.  It  is  a  political 
difference.  It  is  not  a  personal  one. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  refuses  to 
retract  his  attack  on  my  personal  honouTi 
I  leave  the  country,  which  has  now  learnt 


the  matter  in  discussion,  to  judge  be- 
tween him  and  me. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  hope  the  House  will  be  disposed  to 
take  the  advice  which  has  been  given 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  this  matter  should  not  be  pursued 
furttier.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated,  and  I  think  the  assurance  ought 
to  be  satisfactory  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  made  no  imputation  on  his  personal 
honour.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  sat  still  and  not  qualified  the  state- 
ment made  in  his  name  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  ma^  accept  that  statement.  At 
the  same  time,  I  sincerely  regret  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  did  not  him- 
self rise  and  make  the  statement,  instead 
of  leaving  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  make 
it  for  him.  I  cannot  help  thinking  it  is 
an  inconvenient  course  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take,  if  whenever  some 
statement  which  is  not  proved  to  his 
satisfaction  is  made,  it  should  be  de- 
scribed by  him  in  the  strong  terms  he 
used  last  night,  and  which  he  has  re- 
peated this  evening.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
did  endeavour,  though  imperfectly,  per- 
haps, to  prove  the  statement  which  he 
made  at  Selkirk,  and  which  he  says  ho 
repeated  here.  That  statement  may  not 
have  been  satisfactory  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite;  but  if,  whenever 
we  think  our  opponents  are  somewhat 
deficient  in  logic  or  in  power  of  state- 
ment, we  are  to  qualify  their  statements 
in  the  way  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  done,  it  seems  to  me 
that  our  debates  will  assume  a  character 
whidi  will  not  be  an  improvement  to  the 
reputation  of  this  House. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT  :  There 
appears  to  me  to  be  two  questions  before 
the  House.  One  has  reference  to  the 
courage  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Boroughs  in  not  stating  in  this 
House  what  he  stated  elsewhere.  I 
certainly  did  not  understand  him  to  re- 
peat here  the  statement  he  made  else- 
where ;  but  he  says  he  did  so,  and  that 
being  the  case  I  accept  that  statement. 
Therefore,  I  assume  that  he  stated  here 
what  he  stated  at  Selkirk.  What  was 
it  ?  It  was  this,  and  he  stated  it  as  a 
fact — That  there  was  a  criminal  and 
wicked  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Prime 
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Minister.  I  am  bound  to  defend  the  Prime 
Minister,  not  only  as  my  Chief  but  as  a 
personal  friend.  The  hon.  Member 
charges  him  deliberately,  in  the  strongest 
language,  in  a  sentence  which  concludes, 
as  far  as  I  remember,  with  these  terms, 
— **  that  the  noble  Lord  has  never  con- 
cealed his  desire  to  plunge  this  country 
into  war."  11  that  be  3ie  state  of  my 
noble  Friend's  mind,  I  say  it  is  a  crimi- 
nal state  of  mind.  It  is  one  which  is  of 
itself  a  disgrace.  The  statement  which 
was  made  is  a  statement  of  fact,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
thinks  proper  to  persist  in  that  state- 
ment, i  must  say  again  that  I  have  no- 
thing to  qualify  in  the  language  I  used. 
Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
had  been  guilty  of  saying  outside  the 
House  what  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  in 
it,  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site nad  been  guilty  of  the  same  oflPence. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  entertain- 
ing the  opinions  he  did  respecting  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs, 
would  doubtless  have  expressed  them  in 
much  stronger  language  if  he  had 
spoken  them  outside  5ie  House,  and  had 
not  been  fenced  roimd  by  Parliamentary 
forms.  The  House  should  remember 
that  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  out- 
side were  of  a  very  different  nature  to 
the  speeches  of  the  same  hon.  Members 
inside  the  House ;  and  he  could  be  cor- 
roborated by  hon.  Members  on  the  Go- 
vernment benches.  He  had  often  felt  it 
his  duty,  and  it  would,  no  doubt,  be  so 
again,  to  make  statements  outside  in 
very  different  language  from  that  which 
he  would  use  in  the  House.  When 
making  observations  to  ordinary  people 
outside  the  House  he  used  considerable 
latitude ;  but  inside  that  Assembly  he 
had  to  couch  his  language  in  consonance 
with  peculiar  forms,  and  follow  argu- 
ments at  a  distance,  in  conformity  with 
Parliamentary  usages.  In  the  same  way, 
many  hon.  Members  might  be  brought 
to  task  in  the  House  for  using  outside 
the  House  language  most  gross  and 
calumnious,  and  contrary  to  the  com- 
monest principles  of  public  decency.  Un- 
less some  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
seriously  misrepresented,  they  had  outside 
the  House  described  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers as  persons  whom  they  should  not 
like  to  meet  on  a  dark  night,  and 
as  persons  to  whom  the  provisions  of  the 
Cattle  Plague  Prevention  Act  ought  to 

Mr,  Gathome  Sardy 


be  applied,  and  who  ought  to  be  alaugh- 
tered  at  the  port  of  disembarkation. 
He  believed  that  on  a  former  occasion 
a  hon.  and  gallant  Member  referred  to 
another  hon.  Member  in  peculiarly  gross 
terms.     [Crm  of  '*  Order!"] 

Mb.  SpEAKEE  intimated  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  wandering  from  the 
question. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  ad- 
mit he  had  made  a  slip ;  but  the  fact  was 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  whom 
he  referred  used  peculiar  and  unusual 
terms — ^the  result  being  a  message  of  a 
kind  better  known  in  the  time  of  our 
grandfathers  than  at  the  present  day. 
He  maintained  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  not  to  stand  up  in  the  House  and 
impugn,  or  seem  to  impugn,  in  such  a 
veiy  unsatisfactory  manner  the  personal 
honour  and  veracity  of  hon.  Members 
of  that  House,  merely  because  those  hon. 
Members  had  made  ^eeches  in  the 
country  in  somewhat  different  terms  to 
those  which  they  were  prepared  to  sub- 
stantiate on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  said,  he  had 
listened  to  the  discussion  with  pain,  and 
he  thought  the  House  had  had  a  very 
good  example  of  the  extreme  inconve- 
nience to  wtdch  these  desultory  conversa- 
tions led.  The  charge  made  last  night 
by  the  Secretary  for  War  amoimted  to 
this — ^that  he  challenged  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Border  Boroughs  to  repeat  in  the 
House,  where  it  could  be  answered,  the 
language  he  had  used  elsewhere.  He 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  wanted  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  had 
repeated  in  that  House  the  arguments 
which  he  used  outside.  [**  No,  no !  "] 
Yes,  his  hon.  Friend  had  done  so,  and  had 
given  to  the  House  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  rested  his  charge.  It  was,  he 
would  submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
a  matter  of  opinion  whether  the  charge 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  was  justified  on  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  rested  it  or  not.  He 
submitted  to  the  House  that  it  was  pos- 
sible his  hon.  Friend  might  honestly 
have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the 
charge  was  justified  on  those  grounds. 
Of  course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
others  thought  it  was  not ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted, in  the  interests  of  free  discus- 
sion, that  when  an  hon.  Member  stated 
to  the  House  the  grounds  on  which  he 
formed  his  opinion — ^which  appeared  to 
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many  of  them  to  have  some  show  of 
reason — [**  Oh,  oh !"] — ^he  did  not  com- 
mit himself  to  the  full  extent  of  the  words ; 
but,  at  all  events,  if  he  stated  the 
grounds  which  led  him  honestly  to  the 
opinion  he  expressed,  it  was  perfectly 
intolerable  that  he  should  be  taunted 
with  "  not  daring  " — words  they  seldom 
heard  in  that  House,  but  which  were  the 
very  ones  that  were  used — ^to  repeat  his 
expressions.  And  when,  after  24  hours* 
consideration,  his  hon.  Friend,  feeling 
personally  hurt,  feeling  that  his  charac- 
ter as  a  man  of  honour  had  been  as- 
sailed, made  his  explanation  and  offered 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportu- 
nity of  saying  he  was  not  attacking  his 
honour,  see  how  it  was  met !  Then  he 
had  another  graceful  opportunity  given 
him  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  what  did  he  do  then?  He 
added  to  his  words,  and  said  it  was  a 
criminal  state  of  mind.  He  made  use 
of  a  word  which  he  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
was  on  the  point  of  asking  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  whether  it 
was  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  said 
that  the  hon.  Member  imputed  to  my 
noble  Friend  a  criminal  state  of  mind. 

Mb.  WHITBREAD:  Iflmisunder- 
stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  ex- 
tremely regret  it.  Was  the  word  '*  dis- 
graceful" attached  to  Lord  Beacons - 
field? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  I  said 
the  charge  which  the  hon.  Member  made 
was  one  which  would  show  a  criminal 
state  of  mind  in  my  noble  Friend,  and 
one  which  was  disgraceful. 

Mb.  whitbread  said,  he  would 
only  add  that,  during  the  time  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to 
him  to  be  trying  to  aflpord  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  taking  off 
some  of  the  personal  sting  of  the  charge, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sat  there, 
and  neither  by  word  nor  gesture  did  he 
show  that  he  was  disposed  to  do  so. 
[CViwo/*^  Divide!"] 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  appealed  to 
the  House  not  to  ^vide.  The  whole 
question  had  been  discussed,  and  were 
it  not  for  the  mistake  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken  as  to 
what  fell  from  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  subject  wotdd  have  been  closed. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary  seemed  to  have  overlooked  the 
fact  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 


in  his  last  speech  repeated  the  charge 
over  again  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  had  made  a  statement  out  of 
the  House  which  he  repeated  in  a  simi- 
lar form  in  the  House,  and  that  the 
statement  was  false  and  could  not  be 
proved^ 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Sir,  no 
one  below  the  Gangway,  or  anywhere 
else,  wishes  to  delay  the  Business  of  this 
evening ;  but  I  do  think  this  has  been  a 
very  painful  scene,  and  I  regret  it  as 
much  as  anyone.  I  think  it  may  be 
settled  even  yet.  I  do  not  think  the  Se- 
cretary for  War  really  does  wish  to  im- 
pute any  improper  conduct  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs.  The 
charge,  as  far  as  I  imderstand  it,  was 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  repeat 
in  this  House  what  he  said  out-of- 
doors.  Putting  aside  whether  what  he 
said  was  right  or  wrong — and  it  may 
have  been  a  very  imprudent  speech — ^1 
do  think  that  if  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  really  say  he  does  not  im- 
pute anything  dishonourable  or  dis- 
honest or  untnithful  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's conduct,  I  think  we  should  all  be 
satisfied.  Otiierwise,  if  the  charge  is 
persisted  in,  there  are  some  of  us  who, 
in  vindication  of  my  hon.  Friend,  will 
feel  boimd  to  vote  for  the  Adjournment, 
which,  by-the-bye,  was  moved  from  the 
other  side. 

Mb.  BROMLEY  -  DAVENPORT  : 
Sir,  in  order,  as  has  been  suggested,  to 
settle  the  matter,  I  would  suggest  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Bo- 
roughs should  withdraw  the  statement 
of  which  the  Secretary  for  War  com- 
plained. [Cries  of  "No!"  and  **Di. 
vide!"] 

Mb.  mTCHELL  HENRY :  I  should 
like  to  know  what  we  are  going  to  di- 
vide about.  The  real  issue  is  not  whe- 
ther the  House  should  adjourn,  but 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs  is  or  is  not  a  liar  and  a 
coward.  That,  in  its  naked  simpli- 
city, is  the  question  on  which  we  are 
asked  to  divide.  I  intend  to  give  my 
vote  in  his  favour ;  but  it  is  not  a  de- 
cent issue  to  put  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  am  an  Irish  Member,  and 
you  attribute  to  Irish  Members  many 
things  they  do  not  deserve.  One  thing 
shall  never  be  attributed  to  me,  and  that 
is  that  I  have  not  done  my  best  to 
maintain  the  honour  of  Gentlemen  and 
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of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  maintain 
that  this  is  not  a  decent  issue  to  put  be- 
fore the  House,  and  I  hope  the  question 
will  not  be  put. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HAEDT:  I  must 
appeal  to  the  House  to  allow  me  to  say 
one  or  two  words,  although  I  have 
already  spoken  on  the  subject.  You, 
Mr.  Speaker,  heard  what  I  said  last 
night.  I  was  not  called  to  Order,  and 
I  was  not  aware,  therefore,  that  I  had 
said,  anything  that  was  un-Farliamen- 
tary.  There  is  nothing  which  this 
House  has  any  right  to  condemn  in  what 
I  said,  because  I  sedulously  avoided 
saying  anything  coming  within  the  cate- 
gory of  un-Paruamentary  language.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Bo- 
roughs says  that  in  his  speech  in  this 
House,  he  repeated  what  he  meant  to 
say  at  Selkirk,  and  that  it  was  in  the 
form  of  argimient  and  not  the  assertion 
of  fact,  that  is  a  totally  different  thing. 
If  the  hon.  Member  is  prepared  to 
state  that  what  he  said  in  this  House 
was  founded  upon  arguments  which  he 
had  made  in  his  own  mind,  and  which 
he  was  entitled  to  believe,  that  is  one 
thing.    But  if  he  states  it  as  a  fact,  im- 

Osuch  conduct  to  my  noble 
,  I  cannot  retract  the  saying  that 
I  cannot  characterize  it  except  in  too 
strong  terms  to  be  Parliamentary.  But 
if  the  hon.  Member  only  means  to  say 
that  which  he  said  in  this  House,  and  to 
which  I  listened  without  taking  excep- 
tion, then  I  am  in  a  totally  different  posi- 
tion, and  if  he  will  so  qualify  tnose 
words  he  used  at  Selkirk,  then  I  shall 
be  perfectly  happy  to  withdraw  my  ex- 
pression.     

Mr.  TREVELTAN  :  Sir,  I  have  not 
mentioned  hitherto  the  deep  pain  which  it 
would  give  me,  if  such  a  breach,  as  must 
exist  between  me  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  the  words  were  not  with- 
drawn, were  to  take  place.  The  last  ap- 
peal which  he  has  made  to  me  I  wiU 
answer  in  this  way,  by  saying  that  both 
at  Selkirk  and  in  this  House  my  mean- 
ing was  that  the  deduction  I  drew  from 
the  Prime  Minister's  utterance  was  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  a  warlike  policy.  It 
is  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  much  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  Prime  Minister  than 
I  am,  and  I  can  quite  imderstand  his 
having  the  very  strongest  feelings  as 
opposed  to  me.  But  that  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  policy  of  the  Prime  Mini- 

Mr,  Mitchell' Henry 


ster  is  precisely  what  I  stated  at  Selkirk, 
ard  what  I  repeated  in  this  House. 
K  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  withdraw 
the  secoid  of  his  imputations,  as  he 
has  withdrawn  the  first,  I  shall  never 
have  felt  more  relief  and  satisfaction. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  I  am 
really  ashamed  to  trespass  upon  the 
House  so  much,  but  I  only  wish  to  ex- 
plain the  position  in  which  I  stand.  The 
hon.  Member,  as  I  understand  him,  now 
says  that  what  he  said  in  this  House — 
which  never  assumed  the  language  he 
used  at  Selkirk — ^was  only  an  argument 
as  to  the  opinions  of  my  noble  Friend. 
That  being  so,  it  is  a  totally  different 
thing  from  stating  as  a  fact  that  my 
noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  had 
never  concealed  certain  opinions,  and  if 
he  never  concealed  them  they  must  have 
been  opinions  which  he  openly  expressed. 
But,  on  the  contrary,  my  noble  Friend's 
own  opinions  were  exactly  the  other 
way,  and  therefore  to  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  had  never  concealed  his  desire 
for  war  was  to  say  that  he  had  stated 
that  which  was  not  true,  and  that  he 
was  in  a  state  of  mind  that  was  most 
unbecoming  to  himself  and  prejudicial 
to  the  country.  I  imderstand  my  hon. 
Friend  to  say  now  that  he  was  only 
deducing  an  argument  from  the  speeches 
of  my  noble  Friend.  That  deduction 
was  that  my  noble  Friend  was  in  favour 
of  war,  and  therefore  I  have  only  to  say 
that  I  shall  argue  against  it,  but  shall 
not  condemn  it  by  any  epithet. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  It  is  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  say  that  after  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  said  I  am  fully 
satisfied. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

PERTH  COUNTY  ELECTION. 

Notice  taken  that  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Henry  Edward  Stirling  Home  Drum- 
mond  Moray,  returned  as  Member  for 
the  Ooimty  of  Perth,  in  the  room  of  Sir 
William  Stirling  Maxwell,  baronet,  de- 
ceased, was,  by  a  clerical  error,  described 
in  the  Return  as  Henry  Edward  Stirling 
Home  Drummond,  instead  of  Henry  Ed- 
ward Stirling  Home  Drummond  Moray; 
and  the  Earl  of  Yarmouth,  Member  for 
South  Warwickshire,  having  stated, 
upon  his  own  knowledge,  that  Sie  names 
of  the  Member  for  the  Coimty  of  Perth 
were  Henry  Edwaid  Stirlmg  Home 
Drummond  Moray : — 
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Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
do  attend  this  House  forthwith,  with  iiie 
last  Eetum  for  the  County  of  Perth, 
and  amend  the  same,  by  inserting,  after 
the  word  "Drummond,"  the  word 
"  Moray :  "— 

And  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  attended, 
and  amended  the  said  Eetum  aooord- 

Whereupon  New  Member  «rom, — 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Henry  Edward 
Home  Drummond  Moray,  for  Perth 
Coimty. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

ADJOUENED    DEBATE.      [fOTJETH     NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resimiing  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [Slst  January],  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  [leave  ,the  Chair "  (for 
Committee  of  Supply). 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  House,  having  been  informed  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech  that  the  conditions  on 
which  Her  Majesty  s  neutrality  is  founded  had 
not  been  infringed  by  either  belligerent  engaged 
in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe,  and  having 
since  received  no  information  sufficient  to  justify 
a  departure  from  the  policy  of  neutrality  and 
peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding  to  the  burthens 
of  the  people  by  voting  unnecessary  Supplies," — 
(ifr.  William  Edward  Forsteti) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  <'That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that,  after 
the  exciting  scene  which  the  House  had 
just  witnessed,  he  must  feel  as  if  he 
were  acting  in  the  character  of  an  in- 
truder, being  the  person  by  whom  the 
attention  of  She  House  was  to  be  called 
to  the  debate  which  was  still  going  on. 
He  could  assure  the  House  that  it  was 
with  yery  serious  feelings  of  diffidence 
that  he  ventured  into  a  debate  of  that 
importance,  to  place  his  opinions  before 
the  House.  He  did  not  intend  to  address 
himself  to  the  questions  of  policy,  except 
so  far  as  he  was  compelled  to  advert  to 


them  in  the  course  of  his  remarks. 
Those  questions  had  already  been  dealt 
with  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  there  were  several  points  on  which, 
imintentionally  no  doubt,  some  mis- 
representations had  been  made,  and  as 
to  which  statements  had  been  made  in 
the  House  which  were  calculated  to  mis- 
lead, both  as  to  the  object  and  pro- 
spective use  of  the  Vote.  Now,  whatever 
dolibt  he  might  have  had  otherwise,  he 
would  confess  that  he  never  felt  so  con- 
fident of  the  position  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment stood  as  he  did  on  that  occasion, 
and  when  he  found  after  all  that  the 
most  earnest  hands  and  eloquent  tongues 
in  >  the  House  had  been  able  to  urge 
against  the  Vote,  that  the  position  of 
the  Government  was  so  little  affected, 
and  their  arguments  so  little  disturbed. 
He  would  briefly  say  that  the  argu- 
ments which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  used  had  divided  themselves 
mainly  into  four  heads.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  Vote  was  unprecedented ;  it  had 
been  called  "unreal"  and  a  "sham;" 
it  had  been  said  that  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected; and,  finally — and  he  thought 
with  the  least  justificatien  of  all— it  had 
been  said  that  it  was  a  menace  to  the 
pe£U5e  of  Europe.  Perhaps  he  might  bo 
allowed,  in  the  first  instance,  to  endea- 
vour, however  inferior  he  felt  to  such 
antagonists,  to  correct  some  mistakes 
committed  by  the  two  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House  during  the  greater  portion  of 
last  night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers), 
who  spoke  last,  and  to  whose  words,  as  at 
all  times,  the  House  gave  complete  atten- 
tion, unfortunately  spoke  at  an  hour  of 
the  night  which  was  unfavourable  to  the 
giving  of  a  full  report  of  his  observa- 
tions in  the  ordinary  sources  of  informa- 
tion; and  therefore,  if  he  (Colonel 
Stanley)  misquoted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's words,  he  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  impute  it  to 
any  intentional  want  of  courtesy.  First, 
with  regard  to  this  Vote  being  unpre- 
cedented, the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  took  them  back 
to  historic — he  had  almost  said  to  pre- 
historic—times. The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appealed  to  the  course  taken  in 
1718.  He  (Colonel  Stanley)  had  not 
had  time,  even  if  he  were  of  opinion 
that  such  researches  were  profitable,  to 
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investigate  all  the  authorities  cited  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  had 
looked  at  one  or  two  of  them,  and  was 
not  drawn  by  that  investigation  to  er- 
tirely  the  same  conclusions  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  As  he  understood  the 
drift  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment, it  was  that  there  was  little  or  no 
precedent  for  these  Votes  of  Credit,  ex- 
cept when  war  was  apprehended.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  preparation  for 
war,  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  would  cite  ore 
instance.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  language  used  by  Mr.  Pitt 
with  reference  to  Spain  in  1790 ;  but  he 
(Colonel  Stanley)  did  not  find  in  the 
report  of  Mr.  litt's  speech  the  same 
inference  as  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sought  to  establish. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  In  that  case  a  Vote 
of  Credit  was  taken,  and  I  expressly 
cited  it  as  showing  the  distinction  made 
between  that  Vote  and  the  Vote  in  1791, 
which  was  not  a  money  Vote. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  what 
happened  was  this — ^Mr.  Pitt,  in  moving 
for  the  Vote,  said  that — 

**  There  were  two  views  in  the  conteinplation 
of  the  Gk)vemment,  the  one  beinff  a  hope,  which 
he  believed  was  nWt  altogether  irrational,  that 
the  matter  in  dispute  between  ns  and  Spain 
might  be  accommodated  without  going  to  the 
extremity  of  war,  and  the  other  was  that  war 
might  be  unavoidable." 

Therefore,  he  might  maintain  that  the 
Vote  of  Credit  was  laid  before  the 
House  when  the  absolute  necessity  of 
a  war  was  not  fully  before  the  coun- 
try. He  did  not  wish  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  into  his  historical  recol- 
lections; but  one  thing  did  astonish 
him — that,  in  the  researches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  was  an 
obvious  gap  or  hiatus  which  one  could 
not  account  for;  and,  just  as  by  the 
erratic  motions  of  certain  heavenly 
bodies  astronomers  were  led  to  look  for 
the  disturbing  cause,  so  he  could  not 
tmderstand  why  1870  was  passed  over, 
and  he  was  thus  brought  to  inqidre  into 
the  reason  for  the  omission. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  spoke  at  an  hour 
when  the  ordinary  channels  of  informa- 
tion as  to  what  takes  place  in  Parlia- 
ment are  closed,  and  this  may  explain 
why  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  is 
not  aware  of  what  I  said ;  but  I  ex- 
plained that  there  were  three  dear  dis- 
tinctions between  the  Vote  of  1870  and 
this  Vote,  and  I  stated  what  they  were. 
Colonel  Stanley 


Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  took  a 
note  pf  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
points,  and  followed  him  carefully 
through  his  speech,  and,  although  there 
were  one  or  two  allusions  to  the  Vote  of 
1 870,  he  certainly  did  not  find  this  ex- 
planation of  diflterent  reasons.  Still,  of 
course,  he  accepted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's discl^mer.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  references  to  the 
forms  of  the  Vote  were  somewhat  in- 
complete ;  because  he  omitted  that  of 
1870,  and  one  attached  some  importance 
to  that,  because  that  Vote  was  obtained 
by  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a 
Member,  and  was  especially  noticeable 
by  the  contrast  which  he  and  other  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
bench  had  tried  to  draw  between  that 
Vote  and  this.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  said  that  it  was  luiheard  of 
to  lay  a  charge  on  the  people  without 
proof  that  there  was  full  justification 
for  such  a  measure.  He  fiiUy  agreed 
with  that,  and  that  it  rested  on  them 
to  show  that  the  Vote  was  required,  and 
he  thought  the  country  would  accept  the 
proof  that  was  at  their  disposal,  and 
could  be  given.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman next  said  that  they  had  no  right 
to  ask  for  money  except  in  time  of  war ; 
but,  turning  to  the  precedent  of  1870, 
they  found  themselves  driven  on  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  Surely  the  House, 
at  the  instigation  of  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, voted  that  money  on  that  occasion 
under  a  total  misapprehension,  or  else 
we  were  not  aware  at  that  time  that  we 
were  in  a  state  of  peace.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  commented  strongly  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  asking  for  a  Vote 
without  explaining  the  purposes  to  which 
it  was  to  De  devoted,  let  that  same 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  asked 
for  a  Vote  of  Credit  in  1870,  acknow- 
ledged it  was  not  possible  for  him  to 
divnlge  the  reasons  which  impelled  him 
to  the  necessity  of  demanding  that  Vote ; 
and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  not  ex- 
plained till  six  days  afterwards  in  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  Government  were  challenged 
to  show  what  the  purposes  of  the  present 
Vote  might  be,  and  especially  to  show 
how  they  proposed  to  provide  for  it,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ghreenwich  being 
particularly  severe  in  what  he  said  as  to 
the  taxation  which  would  be  necessaiy 
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to  meet  the  possible  operation  of  that 
Vote  of  Credit.  Were  they,  then,  to  un- 
derstand, with  the  vast  financial  know- 
ledge of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
with  the  distinct  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  the  present  Vote  was  essen- 
tially a  Vote  of  Credit;  and  that,  although 
it  might  be  granted,  it  was  possible  that 
none  of  it,  and  probably  scarcely  any  of 
it,  would  be  spent — ^were  they  to  under- 
stand that  they  ought  towards  the  end 
of  the  financial  year  to  have  imposed 
additional  taxation,  a  thing  inconvenient 
in  itself,  likely  to  cause  considerable 
disturbance  in  the  operations  of  the 
public  service,  and  also  to  provoke  pre- 
mature and  informal  discuBsions  on  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  ensuing 
year.  What  would  be  the  position  of  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who, 
having  levied  additional  taxation  in  such 
circumstances  in  the  last  six  weeks  of 
the  year,  found,  after  all,  that  the  money 
he  had  thus  raised  was  not  required  ? 
It  had  been  asked  why  they  could  take 
BO  large  a  Vot^  as  £6,000,000  when  they 
had  so  short  a  time  in  which  to  expend 
it.  Now,  with  regard  to  any  of  mose 
Votes  in  Supply,  there  was  formerly  no 
obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Executive 
to  surrender  them,  and  they  were,  like  all 
other  Votes  at  an  early  date  in  our 
financial  history,  available  for  an  im- 
limited  period.  limitations  were  sub- 
sequently introduced,  and  Army  and 
Navy  grants  were  confined  to  the  finan- 
cial year.  But  Votes  of  Credit  escaped 
from  that  rule  up  to  a  recent  date.  In 
regard  to  the  vote  of  Credit  for  the 
Adiantee  War,  the  Auditor  General 
reported  thatinconvenience  would  neces- 
sarily have  ensued  to  the  public  account 
from  the  impossibility  of  adjusting 
finally  or  with  complete  accuracy  the 
regular  Estimates  of  the  year,  while  the 
Vote  of  Credit  was  still  partidly  open. 
And  there  was  the  further  objection  that 
advantage  might  be  taken  by  an  unscru- 
pulous Department  to  swell  a  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  by  some  portion  of  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  He  would  not  have  alluded 
to  that  last  consideration  but  for  the  fact 
that  recently  questions  had  been  put 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  which 
went  to  the  whole  root  of  that  matter, 
and  which  had  the  appearance  of  im- 
plying that  the  Government,  havingover- 
etepped  their  regular  Estimates,  were 
going  to  supplement  them  out  of  the 
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reposed  Vote  of  Credit.  He  entered 
is  distinct  protest  against  any  such 
principle  as  that.  We  prided  ourselves 
upon  the  greater  degree  of  financial 
accuracy  that  was  obtained  year  by  year ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  opinion  he  held 
that  supplemental  expenses  should  in 
all  cases  be  dealt  with  by  means  of 
SupplementalEstimates,hadthe  approval 
even  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  called 
to  account  for  having  limited  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Vote  to  the  31st  of  March. 
But  did  the  House  see  the  position  in 
which  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment  had 
placed  themselves  by  putting  that  limit 
upon  its  operation?  In  taking  that 
course  they  were  doing  what  every 
Gt)vemment  should  be  glad  to  do  with 
regard  to  financial  matters — ^namely, 
increasing  the  control  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Therefore,  if  it  were  to  be 
said  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  this 
limit  upon  the  operation  of  the  Vote,  it 
should  be  clearly  understood  if  that  limit 
were  extended  that  it  was  not  the 
Government  that  asked  for  power  to  do 
so,  but  the  House  that  conferred  the 
power.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  I^ndon  (Mr.  Lowe)  drew 
a  most  touching  picture  of  the  position 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  find 
himseHwhen  the  clock  struck  12  on  the 
night  of  the  31st  of  March,  with  all  his 
glories  run  away,  and  with  his  money 
bags  collapsed.  He,  however,  ventured 
to  hope  that  should  it  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  apply  to  the  House  for 
an  extension  of  the  opei^ation  of  the  Vote 
to  the  next  financial  year,  they  would 
meet  with  the  response  which  the 
British  House  of  Commons  always  gave 
to  those  Ministers  who  succeeded  in 
justifying  their  demands.  He  relied 
with  much  confidence  on  that  patriotism 
both  of  the  House  and  of  the  country, 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  had  gone  out  of 
his  way  to  disclaim.  He  would  now  pro- 
ceed to  cite  authorities  in  support  of  his 
statement.  He  mi^ht,  perhaps,  be 
excused  by  hon.  Members  for  looking  up 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  as  a  jgreat  authority  in 
financial  matters.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  debate  on  the  Abys- 
sinian Vote  of  Credit  on  the  26th  of 
November,  1867,  said — 
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''  When  there  ariseB  an  occasion  for  a  great  de- 
viation from  the  usual  state  of  things,  and  when, 
under  some  decision  at  which  the  Gfoyemment 
has  arrived,  it  hecomes  necessary  to  apply  a 
large  portion  of  the  Supplies  votea  for  the  ordi- 
nary peace  establishments  for  a  warlike  purpose, 
it  becomes  then  the  duty  of  the  Gbvemment  to 
submit  the  matter  to  Parliament,  and  ask  for 
Supplies  for  the  purposes  of  war,  quite  irre- 
spective of  the  que^on  whether  their  legal 
power  to  draw  upon  the  Exchequer  does  or  does 
not  exist." — [3  Kamard^  cxc  301-2.] 

On  the  present  occasion,  Her  Majesty's 
GK)vemment  did  consider  that  such  an 
increase  was  necessary ;  and,  acting  upon 
what  they  believed  to  be  a  Constitutional 
principle,  they  had  ^plied  to  the  House 
of  Conunons  for  this  V  ote.  Both  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Ooschen)  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  had  argued  in  favour 
of  waiting  until  the  actual  necessity 
arose  before  proposing  such  a  Vote. 
They  both  said  tiiat  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  waited  until  an  expe- 
dition was  ready  to  start  the  House  of 
Commons  would  have  voted  the  money 
without  scruple.  But  what  would  have 
been  the  position  of  the  Gbvemment  in 
that  caae  ?  Owing  to  the  Forms  of  that 
House  and  owing  to  the  very  natural 
interest  which  hon.  Members  took  in 
financial  discussions,  it  was  most  impor- 
tant to  consider  how  our  financial  ma« 
chinery  would  act  when  we  came  to  act 
beyond  this  countnr.  No  Vote  in  Sup- 
ply could  be  used  unless  Ways  and 
Means  were  granted,  not  by  a  Vote  of 
that  House,  but  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  result  was  that  had  it  been  neces- 
sary to  send  out  an  expedition  at  the 
date  when  Notice  of  this  Motion  was 
|dven  bv  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  earliest 
date  at  which  a  Ways  and  Means  Bill 
could  have  received  the  Boyal  Assent, 
assuming  that  the  Standing  Orders  of 
both  Houses  were  not  suspended,  was 
Monday,  the  1 1th  of  February.  No  doubt, 
in  grave  circumstances,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  take  upon  themselves 
the  responsibility  of  action  without  wait- 
ing for  such  an  Act  te  be  passed,  trust- 
ing that  an  act  of  indemnity  would  be 
passed  or  that  some  other  Parliamentary 
relief  would  be  afforded  them;  but  it 
certainly  was  not  the  wish  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  in  the  present 
circumstances  they  should  be  forced  to 
take  upon  themselves  such  a  responsi- 
bility as  that.  It  was  objected,  more- 
over, that  the   terms  of  this  Vote  of 
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Credit  were  vague  and  indefinite.  On 
this  point,  however,  he  might  cite  an 
authority  whom  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  doubtless  recognize  as  naving 
considerable  weight.  It  was  said  by 
Mr.  Sidney  Herbert,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  Vote  of  Credit  for  the  China  War, 
moved  July  12,  1860— 

"  I  will  not  weary  the  Committee  by  citing 
precedents,  but  I  liaye  carefully  examined  the 
precedents  of  the  votes  for  the  China  wars — 
that  is,  the  first  and  second  expeditions — of  the 
Totes  for  the  Caffre  wars  and  the  Crimean  War, 
and  in  every  case  I  find  a  lump  sum  pres^ited  to 
the  House  and  voted  as  a  Vote  of  Credit,  with- 
out details.  The  reason  is  obvious.  Ton  cannot 
foresee  in  a  particular  war  what  the  expenditure 
wUl  be.  ...  If  I  were  to  depart  from  the 
precedent  of  putting  the  Estimate  in  a  lump 
sum,  I  should  depart  from  it  for  the  purpose  of 
laying  before  the  House  an  Estimate  which  would 
be  illus(»7  ^''^d  one  which  would  deceive  the 
House  as  to  the  sums  which  they  were  voting. 
What  is  the  use  of  laying  it^os  before  thJe 
House  ?  Obviously  that  the  House  may  exw- 
cise  its  discretion  and  accept  them  or  not — that 
they  may  put  their  finger  on  an  item  and  say 
this  is  too  much." — [3  Sansard,  dix.  1816-6.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  described 
the  Vote  as  one  of  confidence,  but  he 
did  not  use  the  phrase  in  the  conven- 
tional sense  in  which  it  was  understood 
in  that  Assembly ;  he  used  it  rather  in 
the  literal  sense  of  the  word.  On  this 
point,  therefore,  it  was  his  duty  to  cite 
an  authority.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, from  whom  he  had  been  quoting, 
said — 

•*  I  may  reaUy  say  that  the  very  term  *  Vote 
of  Credit '  shows  what  is  intended.  It  is  not  an 
Estimate — not  sums  of  money  approved  by  the 
House  of  Commons — ^but  a  vote  giv^i  in  con- 
fidence to  the  Gevemment  that  they  wUl  spend 
it  for  purposes  which  are  requisite  to  the  best  of 
their  abilSy."— [/W.  1816.] 

These  were  not  the  words  of  a  man 
speaking  without  a  full  knowledge  of 
the  responsibilities  of  ofBce,  or  of  one 
whose  words  would  not  be  listened  to 
with  respect  and  attention  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
They  were  the  words  of  one  who  was  in 
the  front  of  various  wars,  and  who  was 
as  conversant  with  matters  of  the  kind 
as  any  Member  of  that  House — they 
were  the  words  of  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Last  evening  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  complained 
that  the  asking  for  this  Vote  had  not  been 
preceded  bv  a  Boyal  Message.  He  did 
not  think  this  was  a  matter  of  great  im- 
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Sortance ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Her 
[ajesty's  Government  had  in  this  re- 
spect followed  the  precedent  set  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  in  1870. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech 
last  evening,  said  he  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  1854,  and  from  the 
time  war  was  declared  control  over  the 
public  expenditure  did  not  diminish  ;  it 
was  extinct.  Further,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Government  was 
asking  for  £6,000,000  with  less  than  two 
months  to  expend  it  for  the  augmentation 
of  the  military  and  naval  establishments 
of  the  country,  no  portion  of  it  having 
as  yet  been  expended.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  further  said  that  the  money 
could  not  possibly  be  spent  in  the  time ; 
there  were  no  contrivances  known  in  the 
regular  order  of  business  by  means  of 
which  the  money  could  be  expended 
before  the  81st  of  March.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  proceeded  to  argue 
from  the  experience  of  the  Crimean 
War.  He  hoped  he  should  be  acquitted 
of  saying  anything  intended  to  give  pain 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  any 
hon.  Members  opposite  when  he  re- 
minded the  House  that,  with  the  ex- 
perience of  the  Crimean  "War  before 
their  eyes,  the  country  had  never  since 
ventured  to  shrink  from  any  necessary 
expenditure.  The  Vote  now  asked  was 
for  a  purpose  which  had  unhappily  been 
rendered  necessary  —  namely,  that  of 
placing  our  naval  and  military  forces  in 
a  state  of  efficiency.  Therefore  he  joined 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
said  that  the  Cmnean  War,  so  far  from 
forming  a  precedent  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, was,  if  a  precedent  at  all,  one  to 
be  honoured  rather  in  the  breach  than 
in  the  observance.  Those  hon.  and 
gallant  Members  who  had  had  personal 
experience  of  that  unhappy  war — and 
there  were  some  of  them  in  the  House 
— ^well  knew  whether  the  provision  made 
for  the  forces  engaged  in  that  war  was 
or  was  not  sufficient  and  efficient.  K  they 
answered  that  question  in  the  negative, 
they,  at  any  rate,  would  not  object  to 
such  an  expenditure  as  woidd  be  neces- 
sary, under  somewhat  similar  circum- 
stances, properly  to  equip  and  provision 
a  force  that  might  be  sent  to  any  part 
of  the  world.  Then,  again,  he  was 
amazed  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, when  speaking  of  our  military  and 
naval  f c»roes  from  a  financial  point  of 
view,  instituting  a  comparison  between 


the  forces  of  this  country  and  those  of 
Austria  and  Italy.  In  England  we  had 
adhered  to  the  old  system,  under  which 
a  contract  with  a  soldier  was  a  contract 
of  service,  and  the  soldier  was  paid  just 
as  any  other  servant  would  be ;  while  in 
the  coimtries  he  had  named  any  number 
of  men  might  be  called  into  the  service 
by  a  mere  stroke  of  the  pen,  and  when 
the  necessity  for  their  service  ceased  the 
authorities  could  dismiss  them  to  their 
homes.  He  did  not  enter  upon  the 
question  of  whether  the  English  system 
was  or  was  not  the  best;  but,  at  any 
rate,  it  existed,  and  carried  with  it  an 
expense  which  was  imknown  in  foreign 
countries.  Therefore,  the  comparison 
could  be  of  no  practical  value.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  blamed 
for  not  asking  for  men  as  well  as  money. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  told  the 
House  that  the  money  was  not  to  be  used 
unless  it  became  necessary  to  use  it ;  but 
it  would  be  treating  hon.  Members  as 
children  to  disguise  from  them  the  fact 
that  the  money  was  required  for  the 
purchase  of  stores,  equipment,  and  other 
things  that  would  be  necessary  in  the 
event  of  a  possible  war.  So  far  as  men 
were  concerned,  they  had  not  been  asked 
for,  because  at  the  present  time — ^thanks 
partly  to  the  Party  now  in  opposition  and 
to  a  former  Conservative  Government — 
the  country  possessed  a  sufficient  army  of 
reserves,  who  could  be  brought  to  the 
colours  at  a  very  short  notice.  It  would 
be  an  undue  disturbance  of  labour,  and 
would  cause  an  unnecessary  expense  to 
the  country,  to  call  up  those  reserves  at 
once ;  it  was  sufficient  for  their  purpose 
to  know  that  they  existed  and  coidd  be 
called  out  at  any  moment.  Speaking  on 
this  question  of  asking  for  men,  let  mran 
remember  what  occurred  in  1870,  when 
there  was  a  possibility  of  our  having  to 
go  to  war  with  either  Germany  or 
France  in  defence  of  the  neutrality  of 
Belgium.  At  that  time  France  had 
836,000  men  and  Germany  519,000;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  only  asked 
for  £2,000,000  and  20,000  men.  These 
men  were  not  required,  as  it  turned  out, 
but  they  were  raised,  and  consisted 
mainly  of  men  bought  back  after  having 
been  discharged,  and  many  of  them  had 
proved  to  be  very  bad  bargains  ever 
since.  If  it  had  been  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed in  1870,  the  whole  20,000  men  and 
more  must  have  been  sent  to  the  front, 
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and  this  would  have  involved  calling  up 
the  Militia  for  the  garrisons ;  whiwi  in 
itself  would  have  involved  the  obtaining 
Parliamentary  consent  within  10  days. 
He  thought  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  the  word  "  sham  "  was,  at  any  rate, 
as  applicable  to  the  Vote  of  1870  as  it 
could  possibly  be  to  the  one  now  asked 
for.  That  was  a  word  which,  however 
unpalatable,  was  not  of  his  coinage, 
and  he  frankly  made  a  present  of  it 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  coun- 
try did  not,  and  the  Gbvemment  did 
not,  wish  to  be  involved  in  war ; 
what  they  did  wish  was  that  they  should 
be  able  to  act,  and  to  act  promptly, 
up  to  our  engagements,  and  so  as  to 
assure  other  countries  acting  with  us 
that  we  had  the  ability  as  well  as  the 
will  to  keep  good  faitib.  Now  in  the 
case  of  a  small  force  everything  depended 
upon  preparation  and  readmess,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  too  much  empha- 
size the  necessity  that  they  should  be 
prepared  and  ready.  He  did  not  dis- 
guise from  the  House  that  he  meant 
preparation  for  posable  war.  They  did 
not,  however,  intend  to  spend  the  money 
for  which  they  asked  unless  they  were 
forced  to  do  so.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  and  other  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  asked  what  the  money  was 
wanted  for,  and,  as  he  had  already 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  pledged  his  great  finan- 
cial reputation  to  the  impossibility  of 
their  being  able  to  spend  the  money,  if 
they  were  granted  it,  before  the  end  of 
the  financial  year.  He  would  show  one 
or  two  groimds  for  stating  that  the  esti- 
mate of  the  right  hon  Gentleman  was  not 
well  founded.  This  coimtry  had  the  great 
advantage — one  which  could  not  be  over- 
rated— of  being  defended  by  the  sea, 
surrounded  as  it  was  by  that  '^  silver 
streak"  which  had  become  classical. 
But  the  fact  placed  them  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage so  far  £U3  the  conduct  of  opera- 
tions out  of  the  country  was  concerned. 
They  could  not  arrange,  as  other 
countries  coidd,  to  send  meir  forces  by 
certain  trains  and  lines,  and  subject  to 
no  disturbance  from  embarkation  and 
disembarkation.  Everything  that  was 
required,  men  and  materisds  must  be 
taken  to  ports  and  there  embarked  on 
transports,  to  be  carried  subject  to  the 
vicissitudes  of  wind  and  weather,  and 
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afterwards  disembarked  and  forwarded 
with  that  system  of  arrangement  with- 
out .which  it  would  become  practically 
useless.  These  were  among  the  causes 
which  made  it  necessary  to  be  ready 
beforehand.  They  should  remember 
that  transport  vessels  were  not  to  be  had 
for  nothing,  and  he  had  no  doubt  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  heard  him  would 
echo  the  sentiment  when  he  said  that 
shipping  woidd  have  to  be  paid  for  at 
considerable  rates.  Then,  again,  they 
could  not  transport  horses  long  distances, 
but  would  have  to  purchase  them  else- 
where. But,  it  was  said,  even  with  these 
expenses,  they  could  not  make  up  the 
sum  they  asked  for.  Let  them  bear  in 
mind  that  they  were  dealing  with  arma- 
ments compared  with  which  the  arma- 
ments of  former  days  were  as  nothing ; 
and  further,  as  he  had  shown,  that  they 
must  be  subject  to  considerable  difficulty 
from  their  system  of  recruiting.  He 
woidd  take  a  case  quite  removed  from 
the  range  of  dispute.  Lord  Cardwell, 
when  he  was  Secretary  for  War,  pre- 
pared an  apparently  moderate  scheme  of 
localization — a  scheme  the  dimensions  of 
which  might  grow;  and  it  was  his 
(Colonel  Stanley's)  duty  when  at  the 
War  Office  to  inquire  as  to  the  expense 
of  carrying  out  that  scheme — which  was, 
he  might  say,  the  first  step  this  country 
had  t^en  to  be  prepared  beforehand — a 
scheme  which  would  work  automatically, 
so  to  say,  to  fill  up  the  blanks  caused  by 
war.  He  woidd  ask  the  House  to  take 
the  figures  on  his  responsibility ;  but  he 
found  that  the  cost  for  six  months  of 
raising  the  force  which  Lord  Cardwell 
contemplated  in  his  scheme,  together 
with  first-dass  stores  and  other  necessary 
matters  for  a  longer  period,  would  be  no 
less  than  £12,500,000.  That  scheme  was 
modest  compared  with  the  scale  on  which 
Continental  Powers  made  their  military' 
arrangements.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
refer  to  the  halcyon  days  to  which  the 
righthon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mmgham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  alluded,  when 
the  expenditure  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
was  about  half  its  present  amount.  It 
was  no  more  use  going  back  20  years 
in  such  a  matter  than  it  would  be  to  go 
back  to  the  days  when  clothing  consisted 
of  a  coat  of  blue  paint  and  arms  of  a 
stone  tomahawk,  xhey  must  take  what 
was  actually  before  them,  and  be  pre- 
pared and  able  to  move  quickly.  It  was 
tor  that  reason  he  had  ventured  to  show 
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that  acting  as  they  believed  they  were 
right  in  doing,  and  in  a  Oonstitutional 
manner,  should  the  occasion  arise  delays 
would  inevitably  be  interposed,  which 
might  not  only  detract  from  the  success 
of  our  arms,  but  cause  the  loss  of  valu- 
able lives,  and  gaps  in  family  circles 
which  could  never  be  fiUed  up.  So  far 
he  had  dealt  with  the  strictly  financial 
question;  he  would  now  say  a  few  words 
in  reference  to  the  general  subject, 
especially  in  reference  to  the  point  whe- 
ther the  Motion  was  or  was  not  a  menace. 
In  doing  so,  he  would  venture  to  follow 
the  example  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  weenwich,  with 
peculiar  good  taste,  had  set,  and  not  ro 
back  too  much  upon  the  past.  He  woiud 
deal  rather  with  that  which  was  prospec- 
tive and  practically  useful.  Now,  the 
despatch  of  his  noble  Relative  of  the  6th 
of  May,  indicating  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  had  been  so 
frequently  quoted  that  he  need  not  refer 
to  it  in  detail.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  repeated,  emphasized,  and 
adhered  to  that  declaration  in  the  debate 
which  subsequently  took  place,  and  the 
House  affirmed  completely  their  belief  in 
that  policy.  He  did  not  wish  to  use  hard 
words,  but  various  attempts  had  been 
made — he  did  not  say  whether  on  this  side 
or  on  that — by  misrepresentation  to  drive 
the  Gt>vemment  in  one  direction  from 
the  line  of  policy  laid  down.  He  might 
call  as  witness  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  himself — 
and  his  words  would  linger  long  in  the 
memory  of  the  House — ^who  had  borne 
testimony  that  the  Government  had  been 
successful  in  preserving  peace.  Then 
they  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  reminding  them  that 
neither  belligerent  had  comjdained  that 
the  attitude  of  neutrality  had  been 
departed  from,  and  therefore  he  had 
a  right  to  maintain  that  it  had  not 
been  broken.  He  wished  to  refer 
briefly  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dimifries  (Mr.  Ernest 
Noel),  and,  in  perhaps  a  less  marked 
manner,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  had  said  with  regard 
to  the  wish,  or  the  supposed  wish,  of 
the  Conservative  side  of  the  House  to 
use  influence  or  force  in  keeping  down 
the  Ohristian  race  in  the  East.  Now, 
he  distinctly  said,  and  he  knew  it  was 


the  feeling  of  many  Members  on  both 
sides,  that  however  much  they  might 
respect  the  bravery  of  the  Turk,  they 
certainly  had  no  sympathy  with  his  rule. 
[^CheerBJ]  He  did  not  wish  to  use  one 
word  that  woidd  be  misrepresented  as 
going  one  atom  beyond  its  legitimate 
meaning.  He  quite  understood  —  at 
least  he  thought  he  did — some  portion  of 
that  cheer,  and  he  distinctly  wished  to 
say  to  those  Gentlemen  who  wished  to 
impute  to  the  Conservative  Party  that 
they  had  sympathy  with  oppression  or 
wrong,  they  had  only  to  look  at  the  con- 
sistent representations  which,  at  the  in- 
stance of  his  noble  Relative,  acting  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  had  been 
made,  to  see  that  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  the  charge.  If  he  wished  to  go 
back  further  and  argue,  he  might  point 
out  that  it  was  in  1867,  when  his  noble 
Relative  was  at  the  Foreign  Office,  that 
assurances  of  further  concessions  were 
made  to  Servia — concessions  which 
established  more  completely  her  position 
— if  he  might  use  the  term— of  tnbutary 
independence.  How  those  eflforts  had  been 
xewc^ed  was  a  matter  of  history,  but 
he  did  not  wish  to  go  into  considerations 
which  might,  after  all,  involve  only  side 
issues.  They  had  to  bear  in  mind  not 
only  that  which  they  wished  to  see,  but 
they  must  look  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  see  how  their  wishes  might 
be  ultimately  accomplished.  They  often 
found  aspirations  unfulfilled  and  hopes 
disappointed.  He  recollected  on  one  oc- 
casion the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich making  a  most  eloquent  speech 
upon  the  Roumanian  question,  and  he 
laid  no  slieht  stress  on  Roumania  as  a 
State  which  would  be  an  effective  barrier 
against  encroachment.  He  only  referred 
to  that,  and  to  what  had  occurred  since, 
as  showing  that  hopes  might  be  dis- 
appointed. In  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous 
day  in  that  most  eloquent  passage,  in 
which  he  spoke  of  the  blessings  of  liberty, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  for- 
get a  point  which  was  not  immaterial. 
He  dealt  with  his  idea  of  liberty  as  if  it 
were  something  that  could  be  imposed 
upon  a  nation  from  the  outside.  In  our 
Northern  States,  at  least,  he  knew  this 
had  not  been  so.  Liberty  might  be  a 
plant  of  slow  growth,  but  it  was  a  plant 
which,  to  be  hardy  and  vigorous,  must 
iring  spontaneously  from  the  soil ;  but 
ihey  placed  this  exotic  in  an  unoon- 
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genial  soil,  and  under  oiroamatanoeB  not 
suited  to  it,  they  might  peril  its  very 
existence — ^it  would  wither,  perish,  and 
decay.  He  did  not  understand  it  to  be 
the  wish  of  that  House  that  one  deno- 
mination or  that  one  ruling  power  should 
be  replaced  by  another.  They  did  not 
wish  to  supplant  the  harsh  dominion  of 
the  Turk  by  the  possibly  equally  harsh 
dominion  of  the  Slav.  They  wished  to 
consider  how  the  interests  of  these  various 
races  and  nationalities  might  be  best 
met;  and  how,  having  regard  both  to 
their  own  interests  and  the  interests  that 
surrounded  them,  they  could  best  give 
them  that  liberty  which  this  country 
valued  as  so  priceless  a  treasure.  It  was 
not  desirable  in  the  interest  of  Europe, 
that  any  State,  whether  tributary  or 
autonomous,  should  be  placed  in  such  a 
position  as  to  render  it  likely  to  be  on 
its  own  account  or  on  that  of  others  the 
disturber  of  the  peace  of  Europe.  The 
Gbvemment  wished  that  the  settlement 
shoidd  be  well  grounded  and  sincere; 
they  wished  to  guard  beforehand  as  wise 
men  should  guard  against  the  possibility 
of  the  fomentation  of  discontent,  either 
by  those  within  or  by  those  without  the 
country,  which  might  lead  to  any  danger 
of  the  disturbance  of  peace.  With  those 
objects  in  view,  as  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  said,  it  W6U9  well  that 
the  Vote  of  England  should  not  be 
counted  but  weighed ;  and  although  they 
were  as  unwillii^  as  anyone  could  be  to 
throw  the  weight  of  the  sword  into  the 
scale,  they  did  not  think  they  would  act 
justifiably  by  themselves,  the  country,  or 
the  world,  if  they  entered  into  the  Coun- 
cils of  Europe  inadequately  prepared. 
They  had  been  taunted  with  their  isola- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  believe  the  time  had 
yet  come  when  this  country,  if  it  saw  the 
path  of  duty  before  it,  would  be  deterred 
from  pursuing  that  path  by  taunts  of 
isolation.  He  denied  that  there  were 
sufficient  grounds  for  those  taunts; 
but  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  endea- 
voured to  describe  the  position  of  this 
country  from  their  own  internal  conscious- 
ness, he  thought  the  picture  they  drew 
was  one  which  Gentlemen  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  might  de- 
cline to  recognize.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  fo?  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  had  dmwn  a  sad  picture  of  the 
commercial  depression  unfortunately  ex- 
isting in  this  ^id  in  other  countries — of 
coal  mines  scarcely  working,  and  of  iron 
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works  which  were  still,  and  the  various 
commercial  centres  lapsing  into  a  state 
of  depression  which  had  scarcely  ever 
been  felt  before ;  but  for  that  very  rea- 
son it  was  desirable  that  the  peace 
should  be  a  lasting  one.  He  had  heard — 
and  the  occasion  on  which  he  heard  the 
saying  had  graven  it  into  his  heart — that 
*'  rf  work  was  worth  doing  at  all  it  was 
worth  doing  well."  The  Government  did 
not  wish  eiSier  to  be  isolated  or  to  unne- 
cessarily hold  themselves  committed  to  the 
action  of  other  Powers ;  but  they  could 
not  shut  their  eyes  to  their  own  interests, 
and  they  must  watch  that  as  other  nations 
were  watching  their  interests.  The 
American  Emerson,  speaking  about  an 
Englishman  as  bein^  one  who  did  not 
care  to  fight  for  an  idea  or  for  glory, 
said — ''But  touch  an  Englishman'shouse 
or  his  cow,  and  he  will  fight  to  the  day 
of  judgment."  He  did  not  wish  by  this 
to  be  interpreted  as  holding  language  of 
a  warlike  character.  The  policy  of  the 
Government  was  affirmed  last  year ;  the 
question  was  tried  then,  and  it  was  not 
now  raised,  although  the  (jK>vemment 
were  open  to  any  challenge;  they  had 
nothing  to  be  ashaired  of,  and  nothing 
to  disavow.  Although  the  policy  was 
not  challenged,  hon.  Gentlemen,  however 
much  they  might  endeavour  to  gloss  it 
over,  were  practically  trying  to  hamper 
the  action  of  the  Executive,  and  to  that 
extent  they  were  interfering  with  the 
power  of  the  responsible  Government 
for  carrying  out  the  policy  which  the 
House  had  affirmed.  If  he  were  sitting 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  he 
should  feel  that  he  was  in  a  position  of 
having  to  face  the  alternative  of  defeat  or 
surrender,  and  therefcMre  he  could  easily 
understand  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Fontefract 
(Mr.  Childers)  had  come  forward  under 
the  circimistaiices  to  suggest  what  the 
one  had  called  a  proposal,  and  the  other 
had  described  as  an  armistice.  But,  as 
in  some  other  cases  to  which  he  need  not 
refer,  if  they  had  no  better  bases  of  peace 
upon  which  to  establish  an  armistiee, 
however  well  the  proposition  might  sound 
at  first,  the  Government  was  bound  to  tell 
them  thai;  the  terms  were  so  uncertain, 
and  had  been  so  variously  defined,  that 
they  must  be  excused  if  they  dedined  to 
entertain  ttem.  It  might  be  a  hard 
case  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opx>osite,  but 
they  must  excuse  the  Gtovemm^it  for 
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not  consenting  to  save  their  suBooptibili-' 
tieB  at  the  expense  of  abstaining  from 
the  performance  of  their  duty,  and  ohal- 
lengmg  the  vote  of  the  House.  The 
responsibility  for  division  in  the  House 
did  not  rest  with  them.  When  he  heard 
of  tiiiose  searchings  of  heart  and  the 
running  to  and  fro  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  which  were  said  to  have  disturbed 
the  rest  of  the  blessed  Sabbath,  he  could 
not  help  imagining  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  must  have  bitterly  thought  of  the 
lines — 

"  PartieB  are  much  like  fish,  'tis  said ; 
The  tail  directs  them,  not  the  head.'' 

If  he  had  spoken  more  strongly  or  less 
advisedly  than  he  shoidd  have  done,  he 
asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  To 
recapitulate,  their  policy  had  been  de- 
fined, their  neutrality  had  been  complete, 
their  attitude  had  been  firm,  and;  he 
thought  he  might  venture  to  say,  that 
he  had  proved  their  course  had  not 
been  unprecedented.  They  could  not 
accept  the  terms  oflf^ered  by  the  other 
side,  because  they  had  a  duty  to  fulfil. 
It  might  be  easy  here  and  there  to 
find  discrepancies  in  dates,  to  say  that 
this  or  that  question,  communication, 
or  despatch  had  not  been  folly  answered, 
or  not  answered  without  delay,  or, 
perhaps,  without  proper  consideration ; 
but  these  were  small  matters,  which  were 
cabbie  of  explanation.  Chi  the  main 
pomts  they  were  quite  dear,  and  they 
were  not  to  be  led  away  by  any  side 
issues.  They  knew,  or  rather  they  be- 
lieved and  thought  that  they  knew,  that 
there  was  outside  this  House  a  strong 
common  sense  in  the  country  by  whi(£ 
all  such  small  matters  were  swept  away. 
People  outside  looked  to  actions  and  not 
to  words,  except  so  far  as  words  sup- 
ported those  actions;  and,  therefore, 
the  Government  might  feel  perfectly 
safe  as  to  the  decision  of  the  countiy 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  neutraliiy. 
He  would  not  refer,  as  he  might  widi 
just  pride,  to  the  demonstrations  at 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  Wakefield,  and 
other  places  in  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment, except  to  say  that  the  country 
had  looked  to  i^e  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  approved  it,  and,  he  believed, 
would  support  it.  They  were  taking  a 
course  adverse  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  in  discharge  of  what  they 
believed  to  be  their  duly.    The  country 


reoogniced,  as  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  did,  that  they  were 
striving  after  peace,  and  that  only  a 
strong  neoessiiy  could  oblige  them  to 
depart  from  an  attitude  of  observation. 
If  they  did  so  it  would  be  only  in  dis- 
charge of  obHgations  which  could  not  be 
neglected.  They  had  endeavoured  so 
far  to  do  their  duty,  and  the  country 
tad  recognized  the  fact.  To  that  duty 
they  adhered,  and  by  the  country  they 
were  content  to  be  judged. 

Lord    EDMOND    FITZMAUEICE 
said,  he  was  not  astonished  at  the  con- 
siderable difference  of  opinion  between 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefraot  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  on  the  subject  of  precedents ; 
it   was    due    to    the     fact    that    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  inaccu- 
rately reported,  and  had  been  made  to 
say  exactly  the  opposite  of  what  he  had 
said.    He  was  the  better  able  to  con- 
fijnn  that  from  the  fact  of  his  having 
listened  attentively  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  and  from  his  having 
recently,  for  literary  purposes,  referred  to 
the  precedents  of  1718,  1791,  and  1792, 
by  which  his  ri^thon.  Friend  had  shown 
that  no  Vote  of  Credit  had  ever  been  asked 
for  except  on  clear  proof  of  necessity 
owing  to  impending  hostilities.    In  the 
case  of  the  Nootka  Sound  dispute  there 
was  an  apprehension  of  immeidiate  hos- 
tilities.   He  did  not,  however,  think  that 
the  precedents  about  financial  details 
were  the  most  important  points  at  issue 
at   present.      There    were   wider  and 
brotkder  issues,  both  of  which  had  been 
alluded  to  with  such  taste  and  vigour  by 
his  hon.  and  valiant  Friend  towards  the 
conclusion  of  nis  remarks.    There  was  a 
remarkable  contrast  between  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard  and  those  of  ilie 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  last  evening,  when  the 
denunciations  of  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
have    gratified   the    schoolmistress    in 
Dickens's  novel  who  was  so  anxious  to 
have  heard  Cicero's  onslaught  on  Cata- 
line.    The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire talked  of  the  Vote  about  to  be 
given  as  the  Vote  of  a  united  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  the  House  of  Commons  taken 
by  itself  was  not  the  Parliament,  and  the 
impression  itself  was  merely  one  of  those 
magnificent  and  high-sounding  phrases 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  induced  when 
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denonnoing  the  right  hon.  Membeir  for 
Gbeenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone).  He  was 
reminded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Christchurch  of  certain  streams  of  which 
it  was  said  when  people  drank  they 
were  at  once  affected  in  various  extra- 
ordinary and  disagreeable  ways,  pouring 
forth  incoherent  language  and  purchas- 
ing the  cheap  reputation  of  being  pro- 
phets. There  was  in  the  district  repre- 
sented by  that  hon.  Member  the  <^e- 
brated  Boscombe  Spa,  which  chemical 
analysis  showed  to  contain  a  great  deal 
of  gas,  and  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  imbibing  pretty  freely  of  its 
waters  before  he  came  down  to  that 
House  and  |^ye  off  the  sulphuretted 
hydrogen  which  he  had  been  previously 
absorbing.  The  hon.  Member  had 
uttered  one  remarkable  sentence  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  and  that  was  when 
he  said  that  if  other  hon.  Members  had 
had  his  experience  and  knowledge  of  the 
orthodox  Greek  Church  they  would 
not  go  on  in  the  way  they  were  doing. 
Now,  it  would  interest  the  House  to 
know  a  little  more  on  that  subject,  and 
perhaps,  on  some  future  occasion,  he 
would  give  the  House  some  further  in- 
formation as  to  the  period  of  his  life 
when  he  was  a  member  of  the  Greek 
Church.  The  hon.  Member  told  them 
a  long  story  about  a  despatch  of  Lord 
Aberdeen  to  Lord  Heytesbury  in  favour 
of  making  an  alliance  in  order  to  pre- 
serve the  independence  and  integrity 
of  Turkey;  but  what  was  the  use  of 
going  back  on  those  topics  ?  No  doubt 
Siere  were  great  statesmen  who  once 
thought  that  the  integrity  of  thatEmpire 
should  be  maintained ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  were  equally  great  statesmen 
— such  as  Lord  Goderich  and  Lord  Hol- 
land— ^who  said  even  many  years  ago 
that  it  was  useless  to  conceal  from  them- 
selves the  fact  that  the  day  was  rapidly 
approaching  when  the  Ottoman  Empire 
must  fall  to  the  groimd.  He  believed 
the  frequent  allusions  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  the  speeches  of  states- 
men who  at  various  times  had  proclaimed 
themselves  in  favour  oi\he  independence 
and  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  as 
indicating  the  spirit  in  which  we  ought 
now  to  act  had  encouraged  Turkey  in 
this  most  imfortunate  struggle.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Christchurch  turned 
round  and  charged  the  Opposition  with 
having  encouraged  the  Eussians  in  their 
aggressions.    He  did  not  think  that  a 

Lord  JEdmoni  Fitzmmrice 


fiur  acousatian.  Th^  were  not  defenders 
of  the  Hussians.  Tliey  only  asked  that 
justice  should  be  done  to  them.  What- 
ever crimes  they  might  have  committed, 
and  they  were  many,  they  had  been  the 
means  of  oanying  out  what  they  believed 
to  be  a  noble  work  in  defence  of  the  rights 
of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the  Porte. 
Sofardidtheydefendmemandnofurther. 
But  his  more  immediate  object  in  rising 
was  not  to  touch  upon  these  points,  but 
to  offer  some  observations  upon  a  side  of 
the  question  which  had  hardly  yet  been 
sufficiently  noticed  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  had  made  a  jproposition  with 
the  view  of  rendering  it  possible  that 
the  debate  should  not  end  in  a  fierce 
Party  division;  but,  owing  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  reply  of  the  Secretary  for 
War,  that  portion  of  his  observations 
had  been  lost  sight  of ;  they  had  now 
gone  back  to  the  old  lines  of  debate,  and 
were  discussing  the  conduct  of  Eussia 
and  Turkey.  The  appeal  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  was  dimi- 
fied  and  almost  touching — that  they 
should  consider  whether  some  means 
might  not  yet  be  found  by  which  the 
House  of  Commons  should  not  offer  to 
the  people  of  England  and  the  nations  of 
Europe  the  spectacle  of  indecent  quarrels 
and  dissensions  at  a  crisis  of  public 
affairs.  It  was  a  melancholy  thing  that 
at  a  grave  moment  like  the  present  the 
House,  instead  of  being  unanimous,  was 
engaged  in  dissensions  and  recrimina- 
tions. He  frankly  confessed  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  first  placed  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  he  was  not  an 
enthusiastic  admirer  of  its  terms.  It 
seemed  to  him  open  to  this  condemna- 
tion —  that  in  all  probabihty  before 
they  arrived  at  a  division  the  Amend- 
ment, to  a  certain  extent,  would  have 
become  superannuated.  One  of  two 
things  was  almost  certain  to  happen 
before  the  division  was  reached— either 
Eussia  would  enter  Constantinople  by 
force,  or  the  preliminaries  of  peace 
would  be  signed.  One  of  these  had 
happened ;  the  preliminaries  of  peace 
had  been  signed,  and  the  House  was 
now  discussing  matters  which  were  not  in 
existence  when  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed. The  obj  ections  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  had  been  classed  imder 
three  heads.  There  was  the  objection 
to  the  Vote  aa  a  war  Vote ;  there  was 
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the  objection  to  the  Vote  on  the  score  of 
economy;  and  there  was  the  objection 
on  what  might  be  called  the  coi^dence 
issue  raised  by  the  Government.  The 
dangers  of  immediate  war  coidd  not  any 
longer  be  stated  with  any  great  force  in 
thatHouse.  Peace  had  beensigned,aCon- 
ference  was  about  to  be  held.  No  doubt 
a  war  mi^ht  arise  out  of  the  Oonference; 
but  still  were  were  just  and  reasonable 
hopes  that  war  would  not  arise.  He 
thought  most  of  the  arguments  on  the 
score  of  economy  were  well  foimded. 
At  a  moment  of  tms  kind,  however,  what- 
ever the  precedents  might  be,  there 
would  be  a  very  great  tendency  to  meet 
the  Gbvemment  in  a  fair,  just,  and  even 
generous  spirit.  The  question  of  eco- 
nomy woula  not,  therefore,  be  likely  to  be 
venj  seriously  discussed.  The  Oovem- 
ment,  he  thought,  in  bringing  forward 
the  Yote,  had,  however,  seized  upon  an 
unfortunate  moment  to  use  the  word 
''  confidence ; "  and  his  noble  !E^end  be- 
low him  at  once  naturally  attached  to  its 
use  the  meaning  which  it  usually  bore 
in  discussions  in  that  House.  The  Chan- 
oellof  of  the  Exchequer  had  afterwards 
explained  that  he  did  not  use  the  term 
confidence  in  the  sense  in  which  it  was 
ordinarily  accepted  by  the  House,  but 
in  the  sense  of  a  Vote  of  Confidence  to 
an  English  Government  in  the  eyes  of 
Europe.  In  that  appeal  the  ri^^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  was  abundantly  justified; 
and  he  believed  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  pitft  of  the  Opposition  to  meet  the 
Government,  as  far  as  they  could,  half- 
way. But  the  (jK>vemment,  in  speaking 
of  confidence  in  relation  to  their  position 
in  ihe  face  of  Europe,  forced  those 
who  sat  on  the  Opposition  benches  to 
consider  their  past  conduct  in  the  face 
of  England  on  the  Eastern  Question. 
He  and  those  who  held  similar  opinions 
would,  he  contended,  be  justified  in 
going  even  farther  back  than  the  last 
three  or  four  months  and  raking  up  the 
various  mistakes  which  they  had  com- 
mitted during  the  whole  progress  of  the 
negotiations  with  respect  to  tiie  Eastern 
Question.  All  those  issues  were  forced 
upon  them  when  the  Government  asked 
them  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  its 
policy.  The  question,  therefore,  arose 
whelher,  not  being  anxious  for  a  mere 
Party  triumph,  and  being  animated  pre- 
cisely by  the  same  wishes  for  the  welfare 
of  the  country  which  inspired. hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  they  could  not,  while 
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not  in  the  least  afraid  to  place  on  record 
iheir  own  convictions,  be  they  supported 
by  never  so  small  a  minority,  find  a  via 
fnedia,  by  me£tns  of  which,  setting  the 
interests  of  the  country  above  faction 
and  Party,  they  would  give  the  (Govern- 
ment a  strength  infinitely  greater  than 
they  would  receive  from  carrying  the 
present  Vote.  He  had  been  reading 
on  Saturday  a  sfreat  number  of  foreign 
newspapers,  and  he  found  that,  'although 
they  differed  widely  in  political  principle, 
they  were  all  unemimous  in  looking  upon 
the  attitude  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons  and  the  English  people  fight- 
ine  among  themselves  at  a  moment  bo 
solemn  as  not  only  extraordinary,  but 
undignified.  When  foreigners,  who  in 
this  matter  were  not  perhaps  such  bad 
judges,  pointed  out  to  us  that  our  atti- 
tude was  not  that  of  the  English  people 
in  past  times,  their  opinion  was  surely 
entitled  to  some  consideration,  and  was 
enough  to  make  the  Government  pause 
before  they  caused  a  large  minority  of 
the  House  to  pass  under  the  Caudine 
forks  to  secure  a  Party  triumph.  It  was 
not,  he  might  add,  only  in  Europe  that 
the  present  was  a  solemn  moment.  There 
was  a  war  going  on  in  Africa  which 
would,  he  dared  say,  consume  the  entire 
£6,000,000 askedf or,  while  on  our  Nortii- 
westem  Frontier  in  India  clouds  were 
fast  gathering.  Indian  finance,  too, 
was  in  such  a  condition  that  a  Select 
Committee  of  ihat  House  had  once  more 
to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  it.  There 
was  a  ffrave  political  crisis  in  one  of  our 
Australian  Colonies.  At  home  there 
was  commercial  distress  and  the  com- 
plaints of  the  working  classes.  Know- 
ing aU  that,  and  the  great  anxiety 
which  gathered  roxmd  the  approaching 
Congress,  was  the  present,  he  would 
ask,  a  fitting  time  for  domestic  quar- 
rels? Certamly  not,  and  he  believed 
there  were  many  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  would 
be  glad  to  find  the  via  media  of  which 
he  spoke.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
did  not  like  to  accept  the  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  because  of  the  agitation  in 
which  he  had  been  engaged,  then  might 
not  some  other  statesman  be  f  oxmd  who 
would  come  forward  with  an  analogous 
proposition?  As  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  his  own  position  in  that  House  did 
not  entitle  him  to  offer  a  word  of  com- 
ment on  the  course  which  he  had  thought 
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it  Ms  duty  to  pxirsue.  The  tannts  to 
which  he  had  been  subjected  would,  he 
felt  sure,  pass  by  him  as  the  idle  wind, 
and  what  ne  had  done  he  felt  satisfied 
had  been  done  from  the  highest  and 
purest  motives.  The  same  might,  he 
oelieved,  be  said  of  another  statesman 
whose  name  had  also  been  dragged  in 
the  mud.  He  meant  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
This  was  not  the  moment  for  fierce  par- 
tizans  to  attack  the  greatest  names  in 
the  country.  For,  however  amusing  it 
might  be  for  spectators  to  see  Engl^h- 
men  tearing  one  another  to  pieces  in  that 
House  and  elsewhere,  the  sight  was  not 
a  pleasant  one  to  true  patriots.  These 
mutual  recriminations  were  miserable 
thin^,  and  it  shoidd  be  our  object,  not 
to  fmlow  the  example  of  the  Greeks  of 
Byzantium,  who,  when  the  armies  of  the 
Turk  were  streaming  over  the  walls, 
were  themselves  found  engaged  in  theo- 
logical wrangles ;  but  ramer  to  imitate 
the  example  of  our  ancestors,  who,  when 
the  Spanish  Fleets  and  Armies  were  ap- 
proaching our  shores,  although  they  were 
divided  by  personal  hate  and  religious 
discord,  simk  their  differences  and 
brought  a  common  allegiance  to  the  foot 
of  a  patriot  Queen.  The  differences  be- 
tween the  two  Parties  were  not  now  so 
great  as  those  which  then  divided  men 
into  two  hostile  camps  ;  and,  such  being 
the  case,  he  thought  it  would  be  weU 
for  them  to  drop  dl  recriminations,  for- 
getting their  quarrels,  and,  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  suggested,  join  in  presenting  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  assuring  her 
that  at  the  present  critical  juncture  she 
had  a  united  Parliament  and  a  united 

people.  

Mb.  GOLDNET  acknowledged  the 
kind  and  conciliatory  spirit  of  the  ob- 
servations of  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice),  and  he  thanked  him  for  them. 
He  admitted  that  a  great  change  had 
taken  place  since  this  Vote  v^aa  asked 
for,  and  he  hoped  the  Opposition  would 
yet  allow  the  Government  to  take  the 
money  without  dividing  the  House.  In 
his  opinion  the  Vote  was  not  unprece- 
dented, as  had  been  alleged,  and  in 
support  of  that  view  he  would  refer  to 
some  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  intro- 
ducing the  Budget  of  1854,  on  the  eve 
of  the  Crimean  War.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then   asked   for  a  Special 

Lord  Udmond  Fittsmaurice 


Vote,  on  the  ground,  as  he  then  ex- 
pressed it,  that  it  was  desirable  to  vote 
a  sum  of  money  as  a  Vote  of  Confidence 
in  the  Government,  in  order  that  foreign 
countries  should  see  from  the  readiness 
with  which    the    House    of  Commons 
granted   the   Vote  that  there   was  a 
promptitude  and  an  earnestness  on  the 
part  of  the  nation.     That  application 
was  not  described  as  flunkeyism,  vul- 
garity, or  a  desire  to  show  ourselves  to 
foreign  nations ;  but  it  was  asked  for, 
and  given,  as  an  expression  of  the  oon- 
fidence  of  the  nation  in  the  Government. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  Ministers  were 
now  acting  on  the  same    principle  as 
that  which  under  similar  circumstances 
commended  itself  to  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman   the   Member   for    Greenwich. 
With  regard  to  the  entry  of  the  British 
Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles,  he  said  he 
did  not  think  there  need  be  any  appre- 
hension that  when  this  country  took 
part  in  the  approcu)hing  Conference  it 
would  be  thrown  in  our  teetii  that  Eng- 
land had  infringed  the  Treaty  of  1856. 
In  this  debate  it  had  been  assumed  that 
the  Christians  in    Turkey   were    most 
cruelly  oppressed;  but,  however  much 
men's  feeUngs   might  be  excited,   he 
thought  it  only  fair  to  say  that  he  dis- 
believed much  of  what  had  been  asserted 
on  this  subject.    The  late  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  remarked  that  if  Bussia  had  gone 
forward  with  the  idea  of  protecting  the 
Christian  populations,  interference  on 
her  part  had  mvariably  resulted  in  an- 
nexation of  territory.    At  the  time  of 
the  Treaty  of  Pans  it  was  stipulated 
that  Eussia  should  give  up  the  protecto- 
rate of  the  C^iristians  in  Turkey,  and  all 
the  Gbeat  Powers  expressed  their  accord 
with  the  sentiments  which  were  then 
uttered.    During  the  vacation  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  visiting  Constan- 
tinople and  making  himself  acquainted 
with  the  sentiments  of  a  very  large  por- 
tion of  the  Christians,  Jews,  and  others 
who  were  not  Mussulmans.     He  also 
had  op^rtunities  of  meeting  Christians 
who  resided  in  the  interior.  There  were, 
he  foimd,  complaints  from  the  extremi- 
ties of  the  country,  but  few  or  none 
from  other  parts.    He  was  exceedingly 
vexed  to  find  that,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  read  out  to  the 
House  the  bases  of  peace,  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  absence  of  all  provision 
for  giving  protection  while  those  bases 
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of  peace  were  being  oarried  into  e£feot 
to  me  distreseed  women  and  children  of 
the  'Mussulman  population.  Those 
women  and  children  were  crowding  into 
the  Turkish  capital;  and  one  would 
have  thought  that  they  would  not  haye 
been  overlooked  by  the  protectors  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty.  What  was 
the  position  in  which  we  stood  with  re- 
ference to  the  proposed  Vote  ?  The  Go- 
vernment had  said  there  must  be  a  very 
trying  time  if  we  were  going  to  regulate 
the  conditions  on  which  the  remaining 
portions  of  Turkey  shoidd  be  governed. 
We  had  to  provide,  in  the  f&st  place, 
against  a  state  of  anarchy  arising  in 
Constantinople  and  its  immediate  sur- 
roundings. Although  the  bases  of 
peace  recognized  some  provision  as  to 
the  suzerainship  of  the  Sultan,  yet  he 
would  have  to  rely  more  and  more  upon 
the  Great  Powers  to  maintain  him  in  his 
position.  In  the  circumstances,  there- 
fore, woidd  it  not  be  wrong  if  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  ask  for  some  support 
and  aid  previous  to  taking  measures  of 
that  kind?  He  maintained  that  the 
present  case  was  identical  with  what 
occurred  in  1854.  There  might  exist 
State  reasons  which  rendered  it  imdesir- 
able  for  the  Government  to  announce 
the  purposes  for  which  they  wanted  this 
money.  At  a  crisis  like  this,  when  the 
eyes  of  Europe  were  upon  us,  we  ought 
to  sink  those  minor  differences  which 
divided  us.  It  was  not  so  much  a  ques- 
tion of  money  as  being  able  to  uphold 
the  real  interests  of  the  country.  Our 
trade  in  the  Black  Sea  alone  amounted 
to  about  £4,000,000  annually,  and  that 
was  surely  a  question  tor  consideration. 
The  great  complaint  which  was  made  by 
Turkey  was  that  the  constant  'inter- 
ference of  other  nations  in  her  concerns 
never  allowed  her  to  govern  as  she  de- 
sired ;  and  she  claimed  to  have  greater 
ft^edom  of  religion,  greater  freedom  of 
education,  and  greater  freedom  for  the 
acquisition  of  land  than  existed  in  any 
other  country  in  Europe.  He  had  found 
places  in  which  the  Turks  had  parted 
with  their  properties  to  Christians,  not, 
perhaps,  to  the  extent  of  a  vilayet,  but 
of  what  would  be  considered  a  large 
tract  in  this  country,  and  where  they 
had  allowed  even  their  mosques  to  pass 
into  the  hands  of  the  Christians.  The 
great  difficidty  of  Turkey  was  that  she 
had  parted  with  her  power  to  Consuls 
under  what  were  called  "  concessions." 


Under  the  Consular  Courts  foreigners 
at  Constantinople  claimed  almost  total 
exemption  from  all  taxation.  The 
European  Powers  had  so  bound  down 
Turkey,  that  they  did  not  allow  her  to 
have  even  her  own  Post  Office.  The 
Great  Powers  had  so  impeded  her  that 
she  had  been  paralyzed,  and  from  the 
pcuralysis  of  the  centre  it  had  been  ren- 
dered almost  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Porte  to  extend  their 
operations  to  the  extremity  of  the  Em- 
pire. He  hoped  we  should  enable  our 
&ovemment  to  enter  upon  this  Con- 
ference in  such  a  manner  that  we  might 
be  not  only  able  to  protect  our  own  in- 
terests, but  to  procure  for  Turkey  such 
a  settlement  as  might  last  for  many 
years.  The  Qt)vemment  were  deter- 
mined to  do  the  best  they  could,  and 
confidence  should  be  awarded  to  them. 

Mr  NOEWOOD  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  go  over  the  groimd  traversed 
by  previous  speakers,  or  to  dwell  in 
detail  on  the  various  incidents  which  had 
marked  the  progress  of  the  Eastern 
Question.  The  retrospect  would  be  in 
many  respects  painful  and  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  he  should  therefore  draw  at- 
tention not  to  the  past  but  to  the  actual 
position  of  affairs  at  the  present  moment. 
It  was  not  any  part  of  his  duty  to  apolo- 
gize for  or  to  etdogize  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  He  could  not  give  an  im- 
qualified  support  to  their  conduct  within 
the  past  few  months.  In  some  respects 
it  had  been  irresolute  when  it  should 
have  been  determined,  weak  when  it 
should  have  been  strong,  and  occasionally 
rash  when  it  ought  to  have  been  calm 
and  dignified.  He  thought  the  utter- 
ances of  the  Prime  Minister  within  the 
past  12  months  had  not  been  judi- 
cious or  calculated  to  place  us  on  the 
most  friendly  footing  with  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe.  But  having  said  this 
much,  he  must  be  just,  and  he  woidd  at 
once  say  that  he  entirely  approved  of 
that  policy  of  conditional  neutrality 
which  they  enunciated  in  May  last, 
and  which,  in  his  opinion,  they  had 
faithfully  carried  out,  thereby  keeping 
this  country  free  from  any  participation 
in  the  war.  They  had  had  tinusual  diffi- 
culties to  contend  with.  They  had  to  main- 
tain the  interests  and  the  dignity  of  this 
coimtry  in  the  face  of  what  he  believed  to 
have  been  a  preconcerted  action  between 
the  three  Great  Empires  of  the  North, 
and  that  at  a  time  when  we  were  deprived 
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of  the  aid  of  our  natural  Allies  in  the 
Eastern    Question — the    French,    who 
were  only  recovering  from  the  effects  of 
a  great  disaster,   and  whose  attention 
was  naturally  concentrated  on  their  own 
home  and  domestic  affairs.    He  had  not 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  take  any  part  in 
the  agitation  which  had  been  going  on, 
and  which,  he  confessed,  he  thought  had 
been  too  mux^h  resorted  to  of  late,  and 
which  had  added  to  the  difficulties  of 
the  Gk)vemment  abroad  by  giving  them 
difficulties  at  home.    Those  difficulties 
had  been  increased  by  the  action  of  in- 
judicious Mends  and  by  the  violent  par- 
tizans  of  Turkey;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,   they  had  met  with  unflinching 
opposition  on  the  part  of  able  opponents. 
In  his  opinion,  any  attempt  to  prejudice 
the    Government   in   the  eyes  of  the 
country  at  a  jimcture  like  the  present 
ought  not  to  be  encouraged.    There  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  great  popular 
error  throughout  the  coimtay  with  regard 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government,  and 
he  attributed  that  error  to  the  efforts 
made  by  certain  associations  to  direct 
public  opinion  in  a  particular  direction. 
He  found,  for  example,  that  the  resolu- 
tions adopted  at  the  various  meetings  to 
which  he  referred  even  within  the  last 
week  called  on  the  Government  to  main- 
tain its  neutrality  and  not  go  to  war 
for  Turkey.    The  question  of  neutrality 
was  a  thing  of  the  past.    Turkey  was 
lying  at  the  feet  of  Eussia.    It  had  been 
maintained,    and   the    natural    conse- 
quence was    that   considerable    blame 
^erefore  attached  to  those  who  kept 
people  in  the  impression  that  there  was 
danger    of  their  being   dragged    into 
war  to  restore  the  statfu  quo.     It  was 
scarcely  fair  to  constantlv  taxmt  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  with  this  in  the 
face  of  repeated  statements  to  the  con- 
trary, made  not  by  one,  but  by  every 
Member  of  the  Government  who  had 
expressed   himself   upon    the    subject. 
These  repeated  denials  ought  to  be  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  the  country  that  the  accu- 
sations levelled  against  the  Government 
were  destitute  of  foundation  in  fact.  The 
duty  of  the  Govemmentin  connection  with 
the  proposed  Conference  would  be  a  very 
important  and  a  very  difficult  one.    The 
neutrality  of  the  Danube  was  a  question 
in  which  England  had  the  greatest  pos- 
sible interest,   for  not   omy   did   this 
country  derive  from  that  quaurter  a  large 
proportion  of   our   foreign    supply   of 

Mr.  Nonfood 


grain,  but  our  tonnnge  was  very  largely 
employed  in  the  oonveyanoe  of  that 
valuable  freight.  The  question  of  the 
limits  to  be  assigned  to  the  new  Princi- 
pality of  Bulgaria  was  of  the  highest 
interest  and  of  the  greatest  difficulty, 
and  he  could  imagine  no  question  of 
more  importance  to  this  country  than 
the  passage  of  the  Dardanelles.  If 
we  were  to  permit  Bussia  or  any  other 
Power  to  have  exclusive  rights  to  the 
passage  of  war  vessels  through  those 
Straits,  that  state  of  things  would  be 
fraught  with  peril  to  important  branches 
of  our  trade;  and  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemment  would  be  justified  in  taking 
almost  any  step  to  prevent  the  exercise 
of  such  exclusive  rights.  If  a  judicious 
arrangement  could  be  made  for  enabling 
war  vessels  of  all  the  Powers  to  pass 
through  the  Dardanelles,  he  saw  no  ob- 
jection to  it ;  but  it  would  be  necessary 
to  establish  a  new  coaling  station  and 
additional  cruisers  to  protect  our  com- 
merce, and  that  woidd  swell  the  Navy 
Estimates  by  £200,000  or  £300,000  a- 
year.  These  important  interests  were 
of  greater  moment  than  the  Suez  Canal. 
When  the  question  of  the  purchase  of 
that  Canal  was  brought  forward,  he  ex^ 
pressed  the  opinion  mat  its  value  to  this 
country  had  been  exaggerated.  It  was 
possible  with  a  few  hundred  weights  of 
dynamite  to  make  the  Canal  impassable 
for  ships,  and  that  it  would  take  weeks 
before  the  mischief  could  be  repaired. 
Our  commerce  and  reinforcements  for 
the  East  would  in  time  of  war  be  sent 
round  the  Cape,  and  no  Power  or  com- 
bination of  Powers  could  ever  prevent 
us  from  taking  that  route.  The  dif- 
ference in  time  between  that  and  the 
Canal  passage  was  not  so  serious  as 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  imagined;  for 
ships  were  delayed  in  going  mrough  the 
Canal,  on  entering  it,  upon  the  way 
through,  and  when  they  reached  the 
other  side.  Vessels  navigating  the  Caned 
must  have  a  comparatively  small  draft 
of  water,  which  necessarily  limited  the 
size  and  consequent  speed  combined 
with  carrying  power.  The  development 
of  scientific  improvements  in  machinery 
of  ocean-going  steamers  might  yet  pro- 
duce vessels  which  could  make  the  voyage 
round  the  Cape  to  Calcutta  and  China 
in  less  time  than  ships  now  took  in  pass- 
ing by  way  of  the  Suez  Canal.  With  re- 
gsxd  to  the  Vote,  he  could  not  approve 
Uie  manner  in  which  it  had  been  brought 
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forward.  He  did  not  think  the  time  had 
been  well  selected.  He  conld  easily  have 
understood  the  Oovemment  saying  last 
Autumn — **  We  shall  not  meet  for  some 
months.  Giroumstanoes  are  of  such  a 
character  that  some  great  change  may 
suddenly  occur ;  "  or  even  if  the  Vote 
had  been  asked  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  it  would  not  have  been 
so  objectionable  in  some  respects  as  it 
appeared  at  present.  But  whether  it 
was  judicious  or  not,  there  the  Vote 
was,  and  the  House  had  to  deal  with 
it.  With  reference  to  the  Amendment, 
it  was  verjr  cleverly  drawn,  but  he  could 
not  disguise  £rom  himself  it  amoimted 
to  a  complete  denial  of  the  Vote.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  nght  hon  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
what  good  purpose  he  expected,  to  de- 
rive from  his  proposal.  If  me  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  show  him  that  there 
was  a  probability  of  his  Amendment 
being  carried,  ana  that  the  reins  of  Go- 
vernment at  this  crisis  would  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  hands  of  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield  into  those  of  Earl  Granville, 
his  Party  instincts  might  at  once  have 
led  him  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man into  the  Lobby,  and  place  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  a  minority.  But  what 
were  the  facts?  No  doubt  there  would  be 
a  considerable  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Government  when  the  division  on  this 
Vote  took  place.  What,  then,  was  the 
outcome  of  the  Amendment,  but  to 
disparage  and  discredit  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  in  the  face  of  Europe  at 
a  period  when  they  were  about  to  enter 
upon  a  most  arduous  task.  More  than 
once  he  had  followed, his  Leaders  when 
he  had  not  altogether  agreed  with 
them,  and  he  believed  that  was  the  ex- 
perience of  many  hon.  Gentlemen ;  but 
this  was  an  occasion  upon  which  he 
could  not  pass  on  the  responsibility 
which  rested  upon  him,  and  also,  he 
believed,  upon  every  individual  Member 
of  the  House,  even  to  a  political  Leader 
whom  he  so  highly  respected — as  he  did 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Member  for 
the  Eadnor  Boroughs  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington).  This  was  a  question  they 
must  answer  for  themselves;  and  for 
himself,  though  not  agreeing  with  much 
that  the  Government  had  done,  though 
he  thought  the  Vote  was  injudicious, 
he  coidd  not,  he  dared  not,  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  uen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Br^ord.  When 


he  made  that  declaration,  he  would  not 
have  it  supposed  that  his  constituency 
or  himself  had  the  slightest,  wish  for  war. 
Perhaps  no  constituency  more  urgently 
desired  peace,  and  especially  peace  with 
Eussia ;  for  iheir  trade  and  other  con- 
nections were  most  intimate  with  that 
country,  so  much  so  that  they  would  be 
disposed  to  submit  to  almost  any  sacri- 
fice in  order  to  ensure  a  continuation  of 
friendly  relations  with  Enssia.  What 
they  wanted  was  peace  that  would  be 
solid  and  lasting,  and  would  provide  the 
necessary  protection  to  the  Christian 
populations  of  Turkey ;  but,  above  all, 
a  peace  which  would  be  in  accordance 
with  the  general  interests  of  Europe,  of 
commerce,  and  of  Great  Britcun.  Li  the 
ordinary  course  of  events  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  be  at  the  head  not  only  of  his 
Party,  but  the  Government  of  this 
country ;  and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  whether  he  would  endorse 
the  course  of  proceeding  adopted  by 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side,  which  would  present  an  awkward 
precedent,  and  be  a  painful  embarrass- 
ment to  him  at  some  future  time;  for  he 
too,  might  then  have  Colleagues  crotchetty 
and  di&cult  to  manage ;.  he,  too,  might 
have  a  hostile  Opposition  to  contend 
against;  and  he,  too,  might  have  to 
conxe  down  to  the  House  and  ask  for  its 
confidence  and  support  under  trying 
circumstances.  It  was  to  be  hoped 
that  at  the  last  moment  the  noble 
Marquess  would  abstain  from  com- 
mitting himself  so  far  as  going  to  a 
division  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford. 
The  time  had  arrived  when  independent 
Members  shoidd  have  an  opportunity  of 
giving  their  individual  opinions.  Too 
often  on  these  occasions  mey  witnessed 
a  mere  duel  between  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  one  front  bench  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  front  bench. 
There  were  interests  much  larger  than 
those  represented  by  the  occupants  of 
the  front  bench ;  and  he,  for  one,  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  stand  in  his  place  and 
express  his  regret  that  his  Party  had 
determined  to  go  to  a  division  upon  this 
Vote.  Li  his  opinion,  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  exercise  to  the  full  their 
Constitutional  duty  of  criticism  and  in- 
terrogation with  a  view  of  obtaining  be- 
fore the  face  of  the  country  an  elucida- 
tion of  the  intentions  of  the  Government; 
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and  seeing  that  the  Government  must 
carry  the  Vote  bv  a  large  majority,  they 
should  then  hold  them  responsible  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  spent  the 
money  to  the  last  farthing. 

Mr.  BIELEY  said,  he  was  pleased  to 
gather  from  the  tone  of  the  speeches 
they  had  heard  that  evening  that  the 
two  sides  of  the  House  were  approach- 
ing nearer  and  nearer  to  that  unity  of 
sentiment  which  he  could  not  doubt  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides  desired  should  be 
arrived  at.  No  voice  had  been  raised  in 
that  House  in  favour  of  war.  They 
were  all  sincerely  desirous  of  peace,  and 
at  last  hon.  Members  opposite  were  be- 
ginning to  believe  in  the  declarationB  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  on  that  sub- 
ject. On  one  point  he  was*glad  to  think 
they  were  all  agreed.  They  heard  nothing 
now  of  the  "  gospel  of  selfishness ; "  but 
were  all  desirous  that  British  interests 
should  be  protected.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (fe.  Norwood)  had  spoken  of 
the  difficulties  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  had  to  encounter,  and  of 
the  labour  they  had  endured,  and  had 
also  opened  up  the  question  as  to  the  in- 
terests of  British  commerce ;  and  it  was 
an  important  one.  He  (Mr.  Birley)  was 
well  aware  that  the  mercantile  and  manu- 
facturing interests  of  the  country  were 
largely  boimd  up  with  the  Levant  and 
wi&the  States  in  the  East.  They  all 
knew  that  not  only  was  Eussia  a  highly 
"protective"  Power,  but  that  she  en- 
forced the  doctrines  of  protection  upon 
all  the  States  over  which  she  had  any 
influence.  Another  point  on  which  they 
were  agreed  was  their  distrust — he 
would  not  say  their  jealousy — of  Rus- 
sian policy.  On  that  subject  there  was, 
he  believed,  little  difi[(Brence  of  sentiment 
in  the  House  or  in  the  country.  He 
hoped  they  were  also  approaching  an 
understanding  in  reference  to  the  Vote 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  admitted  that  resolutions  had 
been  passed  at  many  public  meetings  in 
favour  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gx)vemment;  but  he  said  he  had  not 
heard  of  one  in  favour  of  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  Well,  a  meeting  had  been  held 
at  the  Pomona  Gardens,  at  Manchester, 
attended,  as  he  had  reason  to  assert — 
for  the  numbers  had  been  carefully  com- 
puted— ^by  over  29,000  persons,  at  which 
a  resolution  had  been  carried  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  the  prc^KHied  Vote 

Mr,  Norwood 


of  Credit.  An  opposing  meeting  had 
also  been  held  in  Manchester;  but  it 
was  attended  by  a  very  limited  number 
of  persons.  For  more  than  one  reason 
he  hoped  the  Vote  would  be  granted.  It 
was  in  accordance  with  the  precedents  of 
1718  and  1791,  and  it  must  be  dear  that 
it  was  necessary  to  take  precautions  be- 
fore the  Conference.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  that  the 
Amendment  and  Motion  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  an  Address  of  both  Houses 
to  the  Crown  carried  expressive  of  con- 
fidence in  the  GK)vemment,  he  feared 
that  such  a  proposition  would  not  be 
agreed  to,  notwithstanding  their  grow- 
ing approach  to  a  united  sentiment.  The 
jimior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  expressed  the  mind  of 
other  hon.  Members  when  he  said  last 
night  he  would  hesitate  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  into  the  Lobby  on 
such  a  Motion.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
the  Gt>vemment  wDuld  persevere  with 
their  proposal,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the 
House  would  sanction  it. 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  quoted  a  phrase  which  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  used  in  the  pre- 
vious year.  He  assured  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  he  never  would  have  applied 
the  phrase  '  ^  gospel  of  selfishness, ' '  which 
had  also  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  spoken  from 
me  Conservative  front  bench,  to  such 
^>eeches  as  they  had  heard  that  night. 
The  speech,  for  instance,  of  the  hon. 
and  gsdlant  Member  (Colonel  Stanley) 
had  contained  a  most  eloquent  passage 
with  regard  to  the  claims  of  the  subject- 
population,  and  he  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  state  that  that  passage  had  been 
cheered  by  the  Home  Secretary.  He 
thought  that  there  was  a  growing  agree- 
ment as  regarded  the  present  and  the 
future  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  that 
he  regretted  that  the  present  unlu^ypy 
Vote  had  been  proposed.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  the  Vote,  England  would  have 
gone  into  the  Conference,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  not, 
indeed,  with  an  united  Cabinet,  but  with 
an  united  nation.  When  he  referred  for 
one  moment  to  the  "  united  Cabinet," 
he  must  be  allowed  to  point  out,  in  re- 
spect to  a  phrase  of  which  they  had 
heard  a  great  deal— namely,   ''  condi- 
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tional  neutrality" — that  Lord  Derby's 
W6U9  the  real  conditional  neutrality. 
Lord  Derby  was  in  favour  of  this  Vote, 
provided  that  no  use  was  ever  to  be  made 
of  it  at  any  time.  He  did  not  agree  in 
the  attacks  which  had  been  made  upon 
those  Members  of  the  Government  who 
had  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  it  was  alleged  that  they  were  in- 
different to  the  sufferings  of  the  sub- 
ject-pdpulations;  and  he  believed  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Home  Secretary  held  strongly  the  con- 
viction— as  strongly  as  any  who  sat 
upon  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
— ^that  the  condition  of  those  peoples 
called  for  remedy  and  redress.  When, 
however,  he  made  this  statement,  he 
could  not  but  go  on  to  add  that  he  had 
been  sorry  to  note  the  words  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
opening  statement,  had  used  with  regard 
to  Greece.  He  would  r.ead  the  most 
amazing  passages  to  the  House.  The 
Chancefior  of  me  Exchequer  had  said — 

"Whenever  we  are  authorized  to  produce 
the  Papers  relating  to  Turkey  and  Greece  .  .  . 
it  will  be  found  that  all  we  have  done  has  been 
to  endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  to  reconcile  the 
comparatively  slight  differences  which  have 
from  time  to  time  arisen  between  those  Powers. 
....  We  have  never  put  pressure  upon  Greece 
to  induce  her  to  change  her  policy ;  we  have 
endeavoured,  only,  to  play  a  friendly  part  by 
smoothing  down  the  sU^ht  differences  that 
have  from  time  to  time  arisen  between  Greece 
and  Turkey." 

That  was  a  most  marvellous,  extraordi- 
nary, and  amazing  statement.  ''  Slight 
differences!"  Why,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  £stinctly  admitted  in  ^^  an- 
other place  "  that  the  statements  of  the 
Greeks  with  regard  to  the  atrocities 
which  had  been  committed  upon  their 
people  in  Thessaly  and  Epirus  were 
quite  true.  Did  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  know,  or  did  he  not  know, 
that  massacres  had  been  taking  place 
ever  since  September  last ;  that  not  only 
irregular  troops,  but  even  convicts,  had 
been  let  loose  in  thousands  on  those 
unfortunate  Provinces  in  October  last; 
that  a  Ghreek  Conaulate  had  been  sacked ; 
that  shameful  outraj^es  had  been  per- 
petrated on  women?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declared  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  put  any  pressure  upon 
Ghreeoe ;  but  had  not  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment forwarded  to  Greece,  without 
remonstrance  or  remark,  a  despatch  in 


which  the  Porte  threatened  the  bom- 
bardment of  Athens  in  case  Greece 
should  decline  to  disown  or  to  change 
her  temperate  policy.  Such  a  Govern- 
ment as  that  of  England — England,  the 
creator  and  historic  friend  of  Greece — 
England  the  great  Naval  Power — could 
not  Silently  forward  that  despatch  with- 
out by  this  very  act  putting  great  pres- 
sure upon  Greece.  Let  them  compare 
with  this  action  thus  taken  towards 
Greece  the  manner  in  which  Govern- 
ment had  acted  with  regard  to  Egypt. 
They  had  allowed  the  Khedive,  without 
remonstrance,  to  supply  men  and  money 
to  the  Turks.  Not  only  was  there  no 
remonstrance,  but  our  Government  had 
even  forced  Eussia  to  declare  that  she 
would  leave  Egypt  outside  the  scope  of 
her  military  operations.  Egypt  was  to 
send  men  and  money  to  ^fiuiey,  and 
yet  to  remain  outside  the  war;  but 
Greece,  if  she  only  indirectly  aided 
Eussia,  was  to  have  her  capital  bom- 
barded. The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach) — ^he  did  not  know 
whether  to  call  hm  Colonial  Secretary 
or  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland,  for  he 
had  answered  Questions  that  evening  in 
both  capacities — ^had  said  that  the  real 
question  before  the  House  was,  **  Have 
you  confidence  in  us  or  have  you  not." 
Now  confidence  as  regarded  lie  future 
must  be  based,  to  some  extent,  upon 
confidence  as  regarded  the  past.  As  re- 
garded the  future,  however,  he  sincerely 
wished  that  we  might  have  gone  to  the 
Conference  imited,  instead  of  making 
our  appearance  there  after  a  division  in 
the  House  of  Commona,  in  which  three- 
fifths  of  the  House  would  have  voted 
one  way,  and  nearly  two-fifths  would 
have  voted  the  other,  thus  leaving  it  to 
be  supposed  abroad  that  we  were  di- 
vided, not  only  on  the  question  of  this 
wretched  Vote,  but  also  as  to  the  prin- 
ciples that  should  guide  us  in  the  pre- 
sent crisis.  Let  him  declare  that  in 
spite  of  the  division  which  would  be 
taken,  there  was  no  division  upon  the 
most  important  point,  for  hon.  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House  did  not  yield  to 
those  who  might  sit  opposite  in  respect 
for  British  interests,  or  m  regard  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  En^and.  For 
his  part,  he  differed  from  his  lion.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Border  Boroughs 
([Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  f  uUy  believed  also 
in  the  ability  of  England  to  maintain 
her  position  before  ^q  world ;  and  he 
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felt  sorry  with  regard  to  that  demand 
for  credit,  lest  it  should  be  thought  that 
England  needed  to  borrow  £6,000,000 
for  six  weeks  in  order  to  keep  her  place 
in  Europe.  There  was,  however,  a  dif- 
ference between  the  sides.  It  was  im- 
possible to  pretend  that  as  regarded  the 
past  the  Liberals  could  feel  satisfied 
with  the  policy  of  the  Q-ovemment.  He 
agreed — and  it  was  a  singular  agree- 
ment— with  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Bentinck),  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  have  prevented  the  W6ur. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  in  the  past 
had  left  them  face  to  face  with  a  be- 
trayed Turkey  and  an  irritated  Russia. 
Not  only  could  they  have  prevented  the 
war,  but  they  had  been,  without  wish- 
ing it,  the  cause  of  the  continuance  of 
the  resistance  of  the  Turks  after  the  fall 
of  Plevna,  and  the  Turks  had,  in  conse- 
quence, to  thank  them  for  the  state  in 
which  they  found  themselves  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  Turkey  in  Europe  had  be- 
come a  geographical  expression,  and 
Turkey  in  Asia  was  in  a  state  of  anarchy. 
They  had  had  in  Turkey  e.protegi  whom 
they  had  proved  unable  to  protect,  and 
who  now  justly  blamed  tnem  for  its 
downffdl.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen)  had  shown  that  the  (Govern- 
ment had  been  the  cause  of  the  loss  of 
11  days  to  Turkey  at  the  period  during 
which  the  Russian  army  was  advancing 
with  the  most  rapid  strides.  When 
there  had  been  in  England  the  change 
from  Old  Style  to  New,  the  people  had 
gone  about  the  coimtry  with  banners, 
on  which  were  inscribed  the  words — 
' *  Give  us  back  our  1 1  days.'*  With  more 
truth  the  Turkish  Government  might 
have  said  to  the  English  that  they  had 
robbed  them  of  1 1  days.  With  regard 
to  the  past,  one  of  the  most  indefensible 
acts  that  the  Gt)vemment  had  com- 
mitted had  been  their  sending  orders  to 
the  Fleet  to  enter  the  forbidden  waters 
without  the  knowledge  of  Parliament ; 
for  by  summoning  Parliament  to  meet 
at  an  imusual  time,  they  had  given  a 
tacit  pledge  that  they  would  take  no 
such  important  step  as  this  without  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  Parliament. 
At  the  same  time,  whatever  might  have 
been  their  feeling  as  to  the  vacillation 
which  had  marked  the  policy  of  our  Gt)- 
vemment  in  the  pswt,  it  was  dear  from 
a  comparison  between  the  speeches  of 
\hQ  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  of 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,  that  but  for  the  proposal 
of  the  present  Vote,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  have  been  united,  and  that 
the  coimtry  would  have  been  united, 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  pro-Turkish 
fanatics — like  the  promoters  of  a  certain 
demonstration  in  Trafalgar  Square,  and 
a  few  pro-Russian  fanatics,  like  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Caithness  (Sir 
ToUemache  Sinclair).  The  country  was 
against  the  present  Vote.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  who  had  just 
addressed  the  House,  and  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Member  who  had  spoken  at  an 
earlier  hour  of  the  afternoon,  had  pre- 
tended that  the  country  was  upon  their 
side.  He  denied  it.  He  admitted  that 
the  country  was  opposed  to  the  territo- 
rial aggrandizement  of  Russia.  So  was 
he.  But  the  country  was  not  for  a 
sham  strong  policy,  and  it  was  not  for  a 
sham  war  Vote.  What  was  the  best 
test  of  the  opinion  of  the  country,  if  it 
were  not  the  elections  to  that  House  ? 
What  did  the  recent  elections  show? 
In  Perthshire,  the  Liberal  poll  had 
been  increased,  and  the  Conserva- 
tive poll  had  been  diminished ;  at 
Leith,  an  opponent  of  the  Vote  had 
been  returned,  but  even  the  Conser- 
vative candidate  at  Leith  had  pledged 
himself  against  the  Vote.  At  Greenock, 
Perth,  and  Marlborough,  opponents  of 
the  Vote  had  been  returned.  At  Oxford 
the  city  had  been  placarded  by  the  Con- 
servative agent  to  the  eflPect  that  the 
Conservative  Member  (Mr.  Hall)  would 
have  stood  for  the  coimty  but  for  the 
fact  that  his  seat  would  infallibly  have 
been  lost  to  Gt)vemment.  A  great  deal 
had  been  made  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site of  the  breaking  up  of  the  Cannon 
Street  Meeting.  The  disturbance  of  that 
meeting  had  been  a  got-up  afi^ir,  and 
though  it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to 
trouble  the  House  with  the  proofs,  he 
could  supply  the  names  and  addresses  of 
those  who  organized  the  disturbance, 
and  of  the  workmen  from  Woolwich 
Arsenal  who  conmiitted  it,  to  whom  their 
railway-fares  and  a  gratuity  were  given, 
who  afterwards  went  to  the  Guildhall, 
and  who  then  returned  to  Woolwich  and 
disturbed  a  meeting  there.  Any  Mem- 
ber who  wished  to  discover  the  facts  for 
himself,  had  better  move  for  a  Return 
of  the  workmen  employed  at  Woolwich 
Arsenal  who  took  short  time  upon  the 
day  in  question.    In  the  moderate  and 
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limited  sense  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  had  spoken ,  it  wa£)  true 
that  the  country  was.  anti-Russian. 
There  was  a  distrust  of  Eussia — a  dis- 
trust which  he  himself  had  often  ex- 
pressed in  that  House  and  to  his  con- 
stituents. But  that  was  no  reason  for 
granting  a  sham  Vote,  and  it  was  no 
reason  for  going  into  a  peaceful  Con- 
ference armed  to  the  teeth.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Stanley) 
seemed  distressed  at  the  Vote  being  called 
a  sham  Vote.  Two  views  had  been 
taken  of  the  Vote  upon  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.  Some,  like  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Border 
Boroughs,  looked  upon  it  as  a  war  Vote ; 
others,  like  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
looked  upon  it  as  a  sham  Vote.  He 
confessed  he  took  the  latter  view.  The 
Cabinet  was  too  vacillating,  the  policy 
of  Lord  Derby  too  profoundly  peaceful, 
to  allow  him  to  consider  it  as  a  war 
Vote  ;  but  considering  it  as  a  sham  Vote, 
he  thought  it,  nevermeless,  unconstitu- 
tional and  unprecedented.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
had  admitted  mat  the  Government  de- 
served credit  for  having  during  months 
of  excitement  kept  the  country  out  of 
war.  He  wished  them  to  go  on  keep- 
ing the  country  out  of  war,  and  that 
was  why  he  could  not  consent  to 
giving  tiiem  these  millions,  which, 
although  not  meant  by  themselves  to 
be  employed  for  war  purooses,  would, 
if  given  by  a  large  majority,  tempt 
them  to  adopt  a  dictatorial  policy. 
The  hon.  EUid  gallant  Member  had  made 
it  a  charge  against  the  Opposition  that 
they  had  not  challenged  me  policy  of 
the  Administration  during  the  present 
Session.  How  and  when  could  they 
have  challenged  it  ?  A  pfiu*agraph  had 
been  inserted  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
about  the  policy  of  the  Government,  but 
in  terms  so  singularly  obscure  that  no 
one  could  discover  what  they  meant. 
Then,  within  a  day  or  two  after  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,  they  heard  of 
the  resignation  of  one  Minister.  The 
next  day  they  heard  of  the  resignation 
of  another,  tiie  brother  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  the  Foreign  Secretary 
himself.  How  could  they  have  chal- 
lenged the  policy  of  Hie  Government, 
when  no  one  knew  of  whom  the  Govern- 


ment was  composed,  or  what  its  policy 
might  be  ?  Ijie  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  said — speaking  of  last  Sunday 
— that  the  repose  of  a  Sabbath  had  been 
violated  by  negotiations  between  the 
Leader  of  llie  Opposition  and  his  unruly 
followers  below  the  Gsmgway.  That 
statement  rested  upon  no  foundation. 
But  the  repose  of  one  Sabbath  had 
been  violated.  He  meant  that  of  the 
previous  Sunday,  when  a  Cabinet 
Council  had  been  held  which  the 
Chancellor  had  refused  to  attend  on  the 
ground  of  the  sanctiiy  of  the  day,  but 
which  had  been  held  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  that  of  proclaiming  to  the 
world  that  the  dissensions  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  temporarily  at  an  end,  and 
that  the  brother  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  conaented  to  return  to  his 
repentant  Colleagues.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  made  a  praise- 
worthy attempt  to  defend  the  Vote  upon 
its  merits,  and  had  said  that  it  was  needed 
to  enable  us  **  to  act  up  to  our  engage- 
ments." What  did  he  mean  by  the  word 
^' engagements?"  Did  he  mean  the 
Tripartite  Treaty  ?  Why,  the  Tripartite 
Treaty  had  been  killed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
his  brother,  in  a  speech  in  the  House  of 
Lords  last  year.  Did  he  mean  engage- 
ments to  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Did 
he  mean  the  engagements  to  Parliament 
and  to  the  country  contained  in  his  bro- 
ther's despatch  of  May,  and  in  the 
Home  Secretary's  speech  of  the  same 
month  ?  If  so,  that  was  all  the  Oppo- 
sition asked.  Let  them  stick  to  their 
engagements,  if  these  were  the  engage- 
ments that  they  meant.  But  let  them 
not  go  beyond  fliose  engagements.  The 
fear  was,  that  when  thev  had  got  this 
Vote,  which  they  did  all  they  could  to 
prove  a  sham  Vote,  but  which  some  of 
their  supporters  were  still  obliged  to  call 
a  war  Vote,  they  might  be  tempted  by 
their  majority  to  go  beyond  those  en- 
gagements. They  claimed  credit  for 
having  kept  the  countiy  out  of  war  in 
the  past ;  let  them  oontmue  to  do  so  in 
the  future.  Let  them  not  attempt  to 
bully  Europe.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  dealt  with  precedents,  and, 
after  saying  that  there  was  ^'  no  need  of 
going  back  for  20  years  or  30  years,"  he 
had  gone  back  to  Uie  18th  century  to  a 
prec^ent  which  did  not  apply.  The 
so-called  precedent,  of  which  he  had 
made  the  most,  had  been  that  of  the 
Vote  of  1870.    The  great  difference  bo- 
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tween  the  cases  was,  that  in  1870  Par- 
liament was  about  to  adjourn,  and  no 
one  could  say  that  the  money  might  not 
be  needed  during  the  Becess.  On  the 
present  occasion  Parliament  had  only 
just  assembled.  It  had  been  brought 
together  ^^  to  be  taken  into  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Gb vernment. ' '  '  The  amount 
of  that  confidence  had  been  shown  by 
the  concealment  from  Parliament  of  the 
despatch  of  the  Fleet  into  the  prohibited 
waters  until  that  act  had  been  cancelled 
by  the  resignation  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member's  brother.  In  1870,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
the  then  Government  had  been  unable, 
as  the  present  Government  .was  now 
unable,  to  lay  before  the  House  the  real 
reasons  why  a  Vote  was  wanted.  He 
was  amazea  at  such  a  statement.  In 
1870  a  secret  Treaty  for  the  partition  of 
Belgium,  for  the  integrity  of  which  Eng- 
land was  determined  to  fight,  had  been 
published  in  The  Titnsi  a  day  or  two 
before  the  Vote  was  asked  for,  and  the 
exact  reason  for  the  Vote  was  known  to 
every  Member  in  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  declared  that 
the  vote  of  1870  was  a  sham  Vote, 
because  20,000  men  would  have  been 
useless  in  such  a  war ;  but  the  20,000 
men  were  not  for  an  army  of  20,000 
men,  but  for  an  addition  of  20,000  men 
to  the  existing  Army ;  and  a  represen- 
tative of  the  English  Army  ought  not 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  and  to  pre- 
tend that  an  addition  of  50,000  British 
troops  to  the  Army  of  either  bellige- 
rent would  not  have  made  an  essential 
difference  to  the  conditions  of  that  war. 
He  would  assert,  from  his  own  expe- 
rience, that  in  at  least  one  period  of  tnat 
war  a  small  British  Army  would  have 
changed  its  fortune.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  declared  that  *'  should 
the  necessity  not  be  over  by  the  31st  of 
March,''  a  fresh  Vote  would  be  needed. 
If,  as  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  explained,  the  Vote  wqs  in- 
tended to  strengthen  our  diplomacy  at 
the  Conference,  then  certainly  the  neces- 
sity would  not  be  over  by  that  date,  for 
the  Conference  would  hardly  meet  within 
the  present  financial  year.  He  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  mllant  Member 
how  he  could  explain  me  title  of  the 
Vote  ?  Was  it  a  general  Vote  for  military 
and  naval  purposes  ?  Could  the  money 
be  spent  in  Africa  against  the  Kaffirs, 
or  was  its  application  limited  by  its 
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title  ?  If  so,  what  would  become  of  it 
in  the  probable  event  of  the  signature 
of  peace  ?  For  the  title  mentioned  **  the 
present  war."  He  had  done  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member;  but  before 
he  sat  down  he  must  allude  for  a  mo- 
ment to  the  speech  which  had  been  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert  Peel) 
on  the  previous  Friday.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  expressed  the  most  com- 
plete confidence  in  the  anti-Eussian 
policy  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  and 
the  most  violent  dissent  from  the  pro- 
Bussian  policy — as  he  thought  it— of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ghreenwich.  On  the  30th  of  March, 
1871,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  ex- 
pressed his  most  complete  confidence  in 
the  pro-Eussian  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  who  now  was  Member  for 
Greenwich.  He  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  now 
said  that  he  had  the  greatest  distrust  of 
Eussia.  In  1871  he  had  declared  that 
it  was  essential  to  the  highest  interests 
of  this  country  that  our  Gt>vemment 
should  endeavour  to  keep  up  a  good 
understanding  and  a  friendly  feeling 
between  Enguind  and  Eussia.  The  fol- 
lowing were  his  words  in  1871 : — 

"  We  should  never  permit  any  personal  pre- 
mdices  to  interfere  witn  such  an  understanding. 
If  the  terms  of  the  Note  of  Prince  GU)rtchak<^ 
were  such  as  to  ruffle  the  kindly  nature  and  the 
good  feeling  of  Earl  Granville,  the  latter  acted 
most  judiciously  in  not  giving  way  to  _the  im- 
pulse they  may  hav     " 
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ave  given  rise  to." — [3  Eamard, 


The  right  hon.  Baronet  on  Friday  had 
been  careful  to  say  nothing  of  the  terms 
of  peace;  but  he  had  supported  the  pro- 
posal for  a  grant  of  jf6,000,000  after 
hearing  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  upon  those  terms,  and 
'*  with  a  view  of  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment, with  a  bold  front  and  a  strong 
ann,  to  labour  in  the  interests  of  peace." 
This  was  generally  understood  oy  the 
House  to  mean  opposition  to  several  of 
the  claims  of  Eussia;  but  in  1871  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said — 

*'  I  have  always  felt  that  the  stipulations  re- 
ffpecting  tiie  Black  Sea  were  injurious  to  Kussia. 
To  me  it  has  always  been  evident  that  such 
stipulations  most  be  unendurahle  to  a  gigantic 
Power  like  Kussia.  Russia  complains— and  to 
my  mind  most  justiy  complains — tiiat  since  the 
Treaty  of  1866  was  signed  the  halanoe  of  power 
in  Europe  haa  been  most  essentially  altered. 
And  is  she  not  p^ectiv  correct  in  making  such 
an  assertion  P  Why,  Europe  is  hardly  the  same 
now  as  die  was  then ;  its  wiiolo  features  on  the 
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map  preseat  a  totally  different  appearance,  and 
Kussia  has  a  right  to  demand  mat  under  such 
circumstances,  ttie  conditions  of  the  Treaty  of 
1866  should  be  revised."— [i^iVf.] 

A  more  eloquent    pro-Russian  speech 
was  probably  never  made  in  that  House 
than  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  speech  in 
1871.     Hon.  Members  should  bear  in 
mind  what  was  the  character  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  speech  of  Friday 
night.    After  all,  the  strongest  of  all 
the  reasons  against  the  Vote  was  that  it 
would   be    misinterpreted   abroad.     It 
would  be  misinterpreted  everywhere  ex- 
cept in  Eussia.      The  Bussians,    who 
were  directly  interested  in  the  suWect, 
would  know  that  it  was  a  sham  Vote ; 
other  Powers  would  take  it  for  a  war 
Vote.    The  present  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  misintei^reted,   as 
their  action  had    been   misinterpreted 
last  year  and  the  year  before.    Their 
action  had  been  misinterpreted  on  al- 
most all  the  occasions  when  they  had 
violated    the    European    concert;    and 
there  had  been  1 1  or  12  occasions  of  that 
kind.     Their  isolated  action  in  the  past 
had    been    misunderstood    by    foreign 
Powers,  and  their  isolated  action  in  pro- 
posing this  Vote  would  be  misimder- 
stood  by  Europe.    He  protested  against 
the  supposition  that  in  opposing  this 
Vote    the    Opposition   were    takmg    a 
course  which  patriotism  should  refuse. 
They  were  as  deeply  concerned  for  the 
interest  and  honour  of  their  country,  and 
as  anxious  to  preserve  them,  as  could  be 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
They  only  diflfered  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  desired  end  should  be  achieved. 
They  had  not  full  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  future,  because  their 
acts  in  the  past  had  been  of  a  character 
which  made  confidence  impossible.    At 
the  same  time,   they  saw  Government 
go  into  the  Conference  with  the  most 
earnest  desire  that  they  should  procure 
that  which  they  professed  themselves 
able  to  procure,   that  which  was  the 
greatest  of  British  interests — a  lasting 
peace. 

Mb.  hall  remarked  that  it  had 
been  said  that  the  solution  of  the  East- 
em  Question  depended  on  the  bases  .of 
peace.  There  were  three  possibilities 
with  regard  to  those  bases.  The  first 
was,  that  they  might  not  have  been  mo- 
derate and  reasonable.  Secondly,  they 
might  have  proved  to  contain  something 
wludi  must  have  been  regarded  as  a 


easui  belli  by  this  coimtry,  but  which 
he  wa£  glad  to  say  they  did  not ;  and, 
thirdly,  they  might  have   been  so  in- 
volved and  obscure  as  to  press  either 
lightly  or  heavily  on  this  country,  ac- 
cording as  the  will  of  England  might 
seem  to  be  in  accordance  with,  or  in  an- 
tagonism to,  the  spirit  of  those  who  went 
before  the  Conference.     The  last  con- 
tingency had  imdoubtedly  taken  place ; 
for  the  terms  of  peace  were  both  in- 
volved and  obscure,  and  there  were  im- 
portant interests  of  Ghreat  Britain  which 
must  depend  on  the  way  in  which  the 
voice  of  this  country  was  represented  at 
the  Conference.     It  was  not  only  ab- 
surd, but  wrong  to  say  that  this  coun- 
try had  no  greater  or  profounder  interests 
either  in  the   Black  Sea,   in   Eastern 
Europe,  or  in  the  Straits,  than  the  other 
nations  of  Europe.     Where  was    the 
trade    of  Germany,  Italy,  France,   or 
Spain    that    could    compare  with   the 
trade  of  England  in  Eaistem  Europe  ? 
Our  trade  in  the  Black  Sea  was  pro- 
digious.   At  least  20,000  ships  per  an- 
nimi  were  engaged  in  it — ^ten  times  more 
than  Bussia  had  engaged  in  her  trade 
there.  What  was  to  become  of  that  trade 
if  Eussia  became  Lord  Paramoimt  on  the 
Danube,  and  was   able  to  impose  dif- 
ferential duties  in  favour  of  Austrian 
and  German  Danube-borne  goods.  Then 
there  were  important  interests  in  regard 
to   European  Turkey  as  regarded  the 
subject-races,  which  ought  not  to  take 
place  without  Great  Britain  being  au- 
thoritatively represented.    Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  must  not   suppose    they 
had  a  monopoly  of  the  love  of  freedom. 
That  sacred   love    glowed,   he  hoped, 
with  as  much  earnestness  in  the  breasts 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  as  it  did  on  the  oppo- 
site benches,  and  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site ought  to  recognize  it  in  their  oppo- 
nents, as  the  latter  most  gladly  acknow- 
ledged it  in  them.    But,  after  all,  the 
main  point  to  consider  was,  what  was 
the  feeling  of    the  ordinary  oommon- 
^iD&Q  Engnshman  on  the  question  ?    He 
thou^t  what   would  be    said    out-of- 
doors  was,  that  if  those  important  in- 
terests must  be  regulated  by  the  voice 
of  Great  Britain,  the  agent  of  Great 
Britain   must  be  given    the  authority 
which  he  believed  to  be  neoessaiy,  and 
lor  the  use  of  which  he  would  be  re- 
sponsible.    The  right  hon.  Member  for 
JBirmingham  (Mr.  Sright)  had  told  them 
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that  they  must  ]],ot  take  that  common- 
sense  view,  because  to  do  so  would  be 
to  go  into  the  Conference  with  shotted 
gims.  If  he  (Mr.  Hall)  might  venture 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  ask  hun,  as  a 
man  of  business,  whether  on  entering 
into  negotiations  in  which  his  own  ma- 
terial interests  might  be  in  question,  he 
would  prefer  to  enter  them  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  strong,  wealthy,  influential 
man,  or  in  the  character  of  one  whom 
his  own  family  would  not  trust  with  a 
shilling.  Let  the  House  be  wise  and 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  order  that,  when  England  en- 
tered into  the  Coimcil,  she  might  receive 
that  attention  which  she  always  received 
in  the  time  of  our  forefathers,  and  which 
he  was  sure  we  all  hoped  she  might  re- 
ceive in  future.  But  if  we  were  weak- 
handed  we  had  better  stay  at  home  al- 
together, and  leave  the  Christians  of 
the  Turkish  Provinces  to  be  dealt  with 
by  Prince  Gt>rtchakoff  and  Prince  Bis- 
marck. A  great  deal  of  freedom,  he 
opined,  thev  would  get  from  tiiose  two 
Gentlemen!  With  reference  to  the 
famous  speech  recently  delivered  at  Ox- 
ford by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  although  he 
(Mr.  Hall)  could  not  understand  the 
course  of  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  had  never  been  able  to  speak 
of  him  in  any  other  terms  but  tnose 
which  were  due  to  his  high  position, 
and  still  more  to  his  higher  character. 
He  should  not  find  fault  with  that 
speech,  for  he  was  exceedingly  obliged 
to  him  for  having  delivered  it,  because 
it  had  immensely  smoothed  his  part  at 
the  next  General  Election ;  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  revealed  to  his  as- 
tounded constituents  that  if  he  had  been 
in  office,  supported  by  his  (Mr.  Hall's) 
hon.  and  learned  Colleague — ^if  they 
had  not  quarrelled  over  Van  Espin 
meanwhile— their  policy  would  have 
been  a  policy  of  coercion  for  Turicey, 
which  must,  of  course,  have  brought  us 
into  a  war  with  Turkey.  But  that 
policy  might  have  been  dependent  on 
the  circumstance  whether  or  not  he  had 
any  difficulty  in  carrying  it  out.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  about  one  de- 
fection from  Lord  Beaoonsfield's  Cabinet, 
and  some  people  would  be  led  to  suppose 
that  there  had  never  been  a  defection 
from  any  other  Cabinet.  Now,  on  look- 
ing over  a  work  called  the  Annah  of 

Mr.  EaU 


our  Time,  he  foimd  this  most  curious 
circumstance— that  in  August,  1873,  a 
great  amount  of  dissension  took  place 
in  the  Ministry  then  in  Office,  leading  to 
a  complete  re-arrangement  of  Offices. 
He  found  it  stated  that  Lord  Bipon  and 
Mr.  Childers  were  leaving  the  Cabinet, 
that  Mr.  Bruce  was  to  be  raised  to  the 
Peerage,  that  Mr.  Bright  was  to  succeed 
Mr.  Childers,  that  Mr.  Lowe  would  give 
up  being  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  Mr.  Gladstone  would  hold  that  Office 
as  well  as  that  of  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
surv,  that  Mr.  Ayrton  would  be  made 
Judge  Advocate  General,  and  Mr.  Adam 
First  Conmiissioner  of  Works.  Well, 
here  was  as  great  a  shuffle  of  the  Mini- 
sterial cards  as  ever  was  seen,  and  all 
the  roimd  men  seemed  to  be  put  into 
the  square  holes.  And  now,  because 
one  Minister  had  left  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
Cabinet,  the  fact  had  been  dwelt  upon 
by  almost  all  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
who  had  spoken  during  the  debate. 
They  tried  to  make  political  capital  out 
of  the  resignation  of  Lord  Carnarvon ; 
but  on  this  question,  at  all  events.  Lord 
Carnarvon  was  at  one  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt>vemment,  and  had  expressed 
an  opinion  in  the  most  pithy  sentence 
which  he  (Mr.  Hall)  believed  had  been 
uttered  on  this  subject — ^for,  if  he  re- 
membered rightly,  iiat  noble  Lord  said 
he  would  support  this  Vote  because  he 
believed  it  would  strengthen  the  diplo- 
macy of  England.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Hall) 
hoped  we  aH  wanted  to  strengthen  the 
diplomacy  of  England,  and  therefore  he 
was  surprised  that  ex-Ministers  should 
oppose  the  Vote.  What  would  have 
been  the  result  if  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  been  pursued?  Of  course, 
Turkey  would  have  been  destroyed 
sooner  than  it  was  now  destroyed,  and 
Eussia  would  have  been  somewhat 
wealthier  and  England  somewhat  poorer 
than  they  now  were  respectively.  But 
with  regard  to  European  Turkey,  with 
regard  to  the  future  occupation  of 
Constantinople  and  the  navigation  of 
the  Straits,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  would  have  had  to 
come  down  and  ask  that  House  for  that 
authority  which  could  alone  have  been 
granted  on  behalf  of  the  Sovereign  and 
me  country,  and  said  that  England 
must  be  enabled  to  speak  with  no  un- 
certain voice  in  the  CoundlB.  He  could 
imagine  with  what  eloquenoe  the  right 
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hon.  QentlemaD  the  Member  for  Green- 
wioh  would  have  spoken  upon  that  sub- 
jecty  and  with  what  indignation  he  would 
have  inveighed  against  any  unfortunate 
politician  who  would  venture  to  refuse 
giving  support  to  the  Government  in 
pursuing  a  national  policy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
would  have  found  all  necessary  support 
in  the  pursuit  of  that  patriolic  policy. 
["Hear, hear!"]  He  (Mr.  HaU)  thought 
history  justified  him  in  saying  so.  In 
1856  the  Conservative  Opposition  be- 
haved like  true  patriots,  and  backed  up 
the  Government  as  they  wanted  to  be 
backed  up,  and  the  result  was  that,  al- 
though Napoleon  m.  was  half  inclined 
to  shift  a  httle,  Lord  Clarendon,  backed 
up  by  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
Conservative  Opposition,  was  able  to 
stand  firm,  and  ^[igland  was  embodied 
in  the  Treaty  of  Paris.  But  the  present 
Opposition  seemed  utterly  imable  to  rise 
to  that  hi^  level.  What  could  be  the 
reason?  He  did  not  beHeve  that  was 
owinff  to  Party  spleen  or  anything  of 
that  kind,  but  because  some  one  of  uieir 
Leaders  had  made  a  stupid  mistake. 
Still,  he  ought  to  have  come  forward 
and  said — ''I  have  made  a  mistake,  and 
I  release  my  followers."  If  that  was 
not  the  reason,  what  was  the  reason  ? 
Was  the  reason  to  be  found  in  the 
alliance  of  Erastians,  Bitualists,  money- 
ffrubbers,  and  doctr%iMir$9 — those  mo- 
dem Cceur  de  Lions  who  would  destroy 
the  children  of  the  Prophet  not  by  their 
own  valour,  but  by  takmg  advantage  of 
the  ^gressive  disposition  of  Eussia,  and 
who  quenched  their  Party  and  religious 
spleen  not  in  the  ordinary  way,  but  in 
the  unfathomable  depths  of  Eussian 
duplicity.  The  Conservative  Party  were 
asked  why  could  they  not  get  rid  of  the 
suspicion  of  Eussian  duplicity?  In 
answer  to  that,  he  would  say,  we  wished 
to  get  rid  of  it  with  all  our  hearts ;  but 
how  were  we  to  get  rid  of  it  with 
any  regard  for  the  history  of  the  past  ? 
Those  who  said  get  rid  of  Eussian  du- 
plicity should  tell  us  whether  we  could 
get  rid  df  the  handwriting  against  that 
country,  of  that  which  me  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  alluded  to  the 
other  night  with  so  much  eloquence — the 
bloody  pages  of  Polish  history — ^that 
record,  not  only  of  the  cruelty  of  Eus- 
sia, but  of  her  ghastly  treachery,  which 
told  how,  with  one  hand,  she  by  an 
agent  stirred  up  insurrection  in  that 


hapless  land,  and  with  the  other  quenched 
it  m  seas  of  blood.  Could  they  get  rid 
of  Khiva  and  the  Imperial  subterfuges 
connected  witJi  it  ?  Were  these  Eussians 
the  Apostles  of  Peace  who  were  to  go  to 
the  distracted  Provinces  of  Turkey,  and 
take  peace,  freedom,  and  civilization  to 
that  unhappy  land  ?  More  fitly  mi^ht 
they  be  described  as  the  merciless  hordes 
of  a  Northern  despot,  who,  under  the 
hypocritical  mask  oi  Christianity,  sought 
only  to  add  territory  to  territory  and 
people  to  people,  that  he  might  crush 
them  beneath  the  Jug^maut  of  a  cruel 
and  relentless  despotism.  Distrust  of 
Eussia  was  as  natural  to  Englishmen  as 
the  love  of  freedom,  for  Eussia  and  free- 
dom were  wide  as  the  poles  a^mder. 
We  distrusted  them  because  our  pre- 
decessors distrusted  them,  and  they  were 
our  equals  in  statesmanship  and  saga- 
city; but  the  Opposition  reserved  that 
distrust  and  ill-wul,  not  for  the  possible 
rivals  of  this  country  in  Europe  and  its 
certain  rivals  in  Aisia,  but  for  those 
whose  highest  ambition  was  to  serve  the 
country  mithf uUy — ^the  Ministers  of  the 
Queen.  But  they  on  the  Ministerial 
side  trusted  them,  for  they  knew  that 
that  trust  would  not  be  betrayed,  for 
they  knew  that  the  Government  longed 
for  peace,  and  that  they  were  honest 
and  faithful  guardians  of  the  honour 
and  interests  of  England.  They  had 
never  had  fair  play  from  the  opposite 
side,  for  they  had  been  thwarted  in  a 
hundred  petty  ways,  and  had  been  mis- 
represented on  a  thousand  platforms. 
But  they  might  rest  assured  that  truth 
would  conquer  at  the  last,  and  when  the 
end  came  the  Government  might  safely 
leave  their  Ministerial  reputation  to  the 
impartial  verdict    of    a    sober-judging 

people. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  Sir, 
as  I  have  listened  to  the  impetuous  elo- 
quence of  my  hon.  CoUea^e,  I  have 
been  tempted  to  ask  whether  that 
speech,  cheered  from  that  side  of  the 
House,  represents  the  policy  with 
which  you  are  going  to  the  Congress  at 
Vienna  ?  because,  if  it  does,  do  not  come 
to  this  House  for  a  sham  Yote  of 
£6,000,000,  but  for  a  Vote  .of 
£100,000,000.  That  speech,  if  it  means 
anything,  means  instant  war.  [**No, 
no !  "]  Then,  in  my  opinion,  it  means 
nothing  at  all.  It  is  what  was  called  in 
the  vmgar  vernacular  the  other  night, 
'^  boimce."    If  you  are  seriously  going 
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-wiih  language  Hke  that  wluch  tiie  hon. 
G^tleman  applied  to  Bnseia  to  the 
Oongress  at  Vienna ;  if  tiiat,  cheered  by 
the  Oonseryative  Party,  represents  the 
Vote  you  are  going  to  take ;  if  the  Go- 
yemment  accept  that  lan^age,  if  they 
do  not  disavow  it,  the  puolic  will  know 
what  it  means.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
armistice  which  had  been  offered  would 
have  shed  some  of  the  balmy  aud 
blessed  atmosphere  of  peace  over  these 
debates.  [Ironical  laupkt^r,'^  Well,  I 
do  not  thinx  that  is  a  hope  likely  to  be 
realized.  If  it  had  ever  been  likely  to 
be  realized,  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Hardy)  last  night 
would  have  dispelled  all  chance  of  its 
realization.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  are  at  all  disposed  to  object 
to  the  fervid  eloquence  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War ;  though  I  am  one  of 
the  unhapmr  victims,  very  often,  of  his 
rhetoric.  I  rather  admire  the  spectacle. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  is  in 
the  House,  but  he  has  a  good  deal  of 
literary  leisure,  and  the  &cretaiy  of 
State  for  War  is  the  Achilles  of  the 
Conservative  Party — 

**Impiger,  iracundua,  inexorabOis,  acer  " 

— and  I  should  recommend  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  compose  a 
new  Biad,  in  which  he  may  recite  the 
wrath  of  that  Achilles,  and  describe  the 
innumerable  woes  it  has  worked  for 
Greece.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  like 
Achilles  in  another  respect ;  he  is  never 
satisfied  with  slaying  ms  enemy,  but  he 
must  also  dra^  lum  around  the  walls  of 
Troy.  He  told  us  the  other  ni^t  a 
good  deal  about  volcanoes.  Why, 
Chimborazo  and  Cotopaxi  would  be 
nothing  like  the  eruptive  eloquence 
which  he  pours  on  us ;  and  as  I  suffered 
myself  from  that  burning  lava  I  felt 
like  the  unfortunate  gentlemen  who, 
walking  about  the  streets  of  Hercu- 
laneum  and  Pompeii,  were  suddenly  over- 
taken, and  were  some  centuries  after- 
wards excavated — and  I  do  not  know 
whether  some  centuries  hence  we  shall 
not  be  duff  out  of  the  volcanic  mud 
which  he  has  heaped  on  us.  Talk  of 
conciliation  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War!  You  might  just  as  well  pour 
cold  water  on  a  hot  bar  of  iron.  It 
hisses,  and  hisses,  and  bubbles,  and  dis- 
appears altogether  in  steam — and  that 

Sir  WiMam  Marcaurt 


is  the  end  of  conciliation.  iMurmurs,'] 
I  hope  we  may  express  our  feelings 
quite  as  freely  as  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  I  do  not  take  it  at  all  amiss.  I 
like  to  see  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  as  he  ought  to  be — ^in  his  war 
paint.  He  always  reminds  me  of  the 
lamous  description  of  tl^e  war  horse  in 
the  Book  of  Job ;  he  sniffis  the  battle 
from  afeur ;  he  champs  the  bit,  and  he 
makes  a  magnificent  ru^  into  the  fray. 
But  to  try  to  stop  him  would  be  the  most 
injudicious  thing  in  the  world.  It 
would  be  like  a  man  getting  in  the  way 
of  an  express  engine  with  the  steam  up, 
and  tiying  to  pacify  the  engine  at  full 
speed  by  patting  it  on  the  boiler.  And 
1  entirely  appreciate  the  feeling  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  had  a  pro- 
posal of  conciliation  made  to  him,  and 
had  had,  indeed,  an  armistice  proposed. 

t"  Oh,  oh !"]  Yes,  an  armistice  ;  and  I 
ave  no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  army  felt  exactly  like  the  Grand 
Duke  Nicholas  when,  in  sight  of  Con- 
stantinople, he  was  ordered  to  stop  his 
march.  You  are  in  sight  of  your  Con- 
stantinople ;  you  have  a  ereat  majority; 
and  you  do  not  mean  to  be  baulked.  I 
am  not  at  all  astonished  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sympathises  with  that 
feeling,  and  that  his  supporters  should 
share  it.  His  speech  was  an  admirable 
speech  to  rally  an  enthusiastic  Party; 
but  I  think  the  country  may  doubt 
whether  it  was  a  speech  wluch  was 
calculated  to  unite  Parliament.  I 
wonder — ^I  do  wonder,  though  I  do  not 
take  it  amiss — that,  considering  the  ma- 
jority you  have  got,  you  cannot  afford 
to  be  a  little  more  good-humoured  in 
your  language.  If  you  were  in  a 
minority  you  might  be  entitled  to  show 
a  little  temper;  but  with  the  majority 
you  have  got  I  think  you  need  not  be 
so  strong  in  your  anger.  You  are  going 
to  have  a  majority.  It  is  the  business 
of  a  Government  to  have  a  majority, 
and  it  is  the  fate  of  an  Opposition  to  be 
in  a  minority.  I  could  have  wished  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  a 
little  more  in  the  tone  of  conciliation 
which  I  heard  to-night  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley);  that 
he  had  recognized  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  very  considerable  union  of  feeling  in  the 
country,  and  that  he  had  endeavoured  to 
develop  that,  and  had  not  endeavoured  to 
exaggerate  the  differences  that  exist. 
As  for  these  personal  elements  in  the 
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debate^  I,  for  one,  regret  Ishem.  I  can* 
not  oiharge  myself  with  having  taken 
part  in  them.  I  have  heard  a  great 
deal  said  about  attaidcs  on  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield.  From  what  I  have  ob- 
served of  the  noble  Earl's  character,  I 
think  he  is  about  the  very  last  man  who 
would  care  about  them.  I  have  heard 
him  say  that  invective  was  the  ornament 
of  debate,  and  if  that  be  so,  aill  can 
say  is  that  the  (Gentlemen  on  the  bench 
opposite  have  given  us  a  very  ornamental 
debate.  But  neither  h^e  nor  elsewhere 
have  I  ever  spoken  words  inconsistent 
with  personal,  respect  for  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  have  always  admired  his 
genius  and,  in  spite  of  difference  of 
politics,  I  have,  with  others  of  his  poli- 
tical opponents,  experienced  that  Mnd- 
ness  i?^ch  he  is  always  so  ready  to 
show.  It  may  be  that  hard  things  nave 
been  said  of  the  Earl  of  Beaconosfield ; 
but  is  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  the  only 
man  of  whom  hard  things  have  been  said? 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  my  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Mid  Lmooln- 
shire  and  Ghristohurch  TMr.  Ohaplin  and 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff )  are  me  best 
entitled  to  throw  the  first  stone  on  that 
matter?  These  personal  bitternesses 
in  political  conflicts  have,  I  am  afraid, 
always  been  the  law  of  English  political 
life.  At  the  beginning  of  the  present 
century,  parties  were  not  satisfied  with- 
out calling  Mr.  Pitt  a  monster  of  blood- 
thirstiness,  and  calling  Mr.  Fox  an  un- 
patriotio  statesman.  But  these  have 
not  been  the  verdicts  of  history.  History 
has  not  oared  to  inquire  what  dubs  at 
particular  times  in  their  lives  they  were 
members  of.  As  to  Olubs,  you  say  that 
we  have  borrowed  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  from  the 
Carlton,  and  you  borrowed  the  late  Earl 
of  Derby  from  Brooks's.  If  you  are 
satisfied  with  the  change  so  are  we.  But 
when  I  think  of  these  personal  asperities 
which  have  been  intn)duced,  I  am  re- 
minded of  those  lines  which  describe  the 
tombs  of  Pitt  and  Fox,  as  they  lie  in  the 
Abbey  of  Westminster — 

"  Drop  upon  Pox's  pave  the  tear : 
'Twill  trickle  to  his  rival's  bier." 

And  of  those  two  "mighty  chiefs"  it 
might  well  be  added — 

'*The  sons  shall  blush  their  fathers  e'er  were 
foes." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
(rf  State  for  War  is  a  man  of  war,  and  I 


think  that  in  his  nature  he  is  not  averse 
to  a  fight.  I  myself,  professionally,  am 
a  man  of  peace.  I  shotdd  like  to  aevote 
the  observations  which  I  shall  make 
rather  to  the  bases  of  political  peace.  I 
am  not  goins^  to  make  a  propo^.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  misunderstood.  When  I 
talk  about  the  bases  of  political  peace  I 
mean  that  I  may  be  permitted  to  discard 
the  recriminations  of  the  past,  and  that 
we  should  condone  on  both  sides  the 
errors,  if  there  have  been  errors,  for  they 
are  at  all  events  now  irremediable.  Let 
us  consider  for  a  moment  the  cause  of 
the  bitterness  which  has  arisen  in  the 
political  situation.  That  bitterness  seems 
to  have  taken  rise  from  what  I  will  not 
call  misrepresentation,  but  from  miscon- 
ception or  either  Party.  You  talk  of 
misrepresentation  of  your  policy  and 
your  motives.  Well,  that  may  be  so ; 
out  we  may  ask  whether  we  also  have 
not  misrepresentations  to  be  set  right  ? 
I  see,  not  in  this  House,  but  in  the 
country,  we  are  called  traitors  and  Rus- 
sian agents.  Well,  if  any  hon.  Gentie- 
man  were  to  say  that  I  should  not  call 
him  a  **  lying  sprit,"  because  that  would 
be  a  plagiarism  upon  a  style  which  I 
do  not  admire.  I  will  not,  of  course, 
refer  to  an  accidental  expression  which 
fell  from  the  Home  Secretary,  which 
was  unseemly,  and  which  was  imme- 
diately withdrawn.  But  language  of  that 
kind  should  not  be  used.  You  know  it 
is  not  true.  You  know  that  we  are,  like 
you,  English  gentlemen,  and  that  we 
are  as  much  interested  in  the  welfare 
and  honour  of  our  country  as  you  are. 
Lanmage  of  that  kind  is  a  Billingsgate 
whidi  may  be  left  to  penny-a-liners 
and  to  Dukes.  But  among  persons 
more  moderate  in  their  character  and 
more  decent  in  their  language,  there 
are  still  some  who  feel  surprised  and  in- 
dignant at  a  ooiurse  of  conduct  which  they 
tmnk  gives  an  undue,  an  impolitic,  and 
even  an  unpatriotic  appearance  to  our 
actions.  Wnat  has  been  our  attitude  in 
this  matter  ?  When  the  Conference  at 
Constantinople  ended  last  year  the  Porte 
had  altogether  refused  those  terms  which 
the  Oonference  had  agreed  to,  and 
Europe  was  set  at  nought.  What  was 
to  be  done  ?  There  were  several  things 
that  might  be  done.  We  might  have 
rested  content  and  let  the  populations  of 
Turkey  remain  as  they  were,  and  have 
trusted  in  what  the  Home  Secretary 
called  the  waste  paper  of  Turkish  pro- 
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miseB.  That  oourse  was  denotmoed  by 
Lord  SaliBburjy  and  therefore  that  was 
not  thecourse  you  would  expect  us  to  take. 
There  was  another  oourse — ^there  might 
have  been  the  united  coercion  of  Europe. 
No  one  can  tell  whether  that  course 
would  have  been  successful.  You  op- 
posed it,  and  it  was  opposed  by  the 
other  Powers  also.  There  was  a  third 
oourse — coercion  by  Eussia  conjointly 
with  us.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  tms  is  a 
policy  in  which  I  never  concurred.  There 
was  a  fourth  course,  and  that  was  coer- 
cion of  Turkey  by  Eussia  alone.  That 
was  the  onJhr  course  by  which  the  sub- 
mission of  Turkey  to  the  will  of  Europe, 
as  expressed  at  the  Conference,  could  be 
secured.  Now,  the  English  Gbvemment 
has  said  Eussia  is  not  our  mandatory  to 
cany  out  the  Conference.  Well,  that 
may  be  true.  [The  Chanobllob  of  the 
ExoHEQUEB  dissented.]  I  do  not  wish 
to  misrepresent  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  declaring  that  Eussia  was  not 
its  mandatory ;  but,  at  all  events,  they 
took  no  active  measures  to  counteract  the 
action  of  Eussia.  But  if  it  was  necessary 
that  the  resistance  of  Turkey  should  be 
overpowered,  and  if  the  force  of  Eussia 
was  the  only  force  that  could  be  em- 
ployed for  that  purpose,  whether  Eus- 
sia was  the  mandatory  of  Europe  or 
not,  it  is  Eussia  that  in  the  end  will 
make  Turkey  accept  the  mandates  of 
Europe.  Well,  that  is  just  what  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  Greece  in  1829. 
xou  had  a  Conference,  which  went  on 
from  year  to  year,  which  made  repre- 
sentations to  Turkey,  and  of  which  Tur- 
key took  no  notice,  and  at  length  the 
decisions  of  the  Conference  were  given 
effect  to  in  the  Treaty  of  Adrianople. 
What  we  desired  was  that  this  f  orce^ 
the  only  force  which  could  be  employed 
to  ovei^ower  the  resistance  of  Turkey  to 
Europe— should  not  be  interfered  with 
by  the  influence,  and  still  less  by  the 
support,  of  England,  and  that  is  the 
support  which  we  have  given  to  Eussia. 
We  believed  that  in  this  matter  Eussia 
had  a  special  wotk  to  do,  and  at  this 
moment  Turkey  is  in  a  position  which 
she  was  not  in  12  months  ago,  in  which 
she  must  accept  the  will  of  Europe  at 
the  next  Conference.  That  is  the  situa- 
tion now ;  that  is  what  we  desired ;  and 
we  are  glad  of  it ;  but  if  you  suppose 
that  we  had  any  sympathy  with  the 
principles  and  object  and  the  aspirations 
of  Eussia  you  are  entirely  mistaken.    If 
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you  supposed  that  we  had  a  desire  to 
assist  Eussia  in  the  re-settlement  of  that 
part  of  Europe  you  are  entirely  mis- 
taken. We  desire  that  the  re-setuement 
should  be  solved  upon  European  in- 
terests just  as  much  as  you  possibly  can 
do.  That  is  the  extent  of  the  charge 
against  us,  and  whatever  you  may  think 
of  it,  we  are  not  ashamed  of  it.  There 
is  another  misconception  which,  I  think, 
led  to  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  bitter- 
ness. That  misconception  arose  like 
other  misconceptions,  from  mutual  errors 
and  mutual  fear.  Fear  engenders  sus- 
picion, and  suspicion  engenders  bitter- 
ness, and  so  it  turns  out  that  in  spite  of 
peace  in  Turkey,  we  are  **  fighting  like 
devils  for  conciliation,  and  hating  each 
other  for  the  love  of  God.'*  Our  fear 
was  that  we  should  be  embarked  in 
what  we  deemed  to  be  an  unjust  and 
unnecessary  war.  Now  where  was  the 
*  *  lying  spirit  ?' '  For  my  part,  I  have  never 
imputed  to  Her  Majesty's  (Government, 
eiilier  here  or  elsewhere,  that  they  de- 
sired to  go  to  war.  Since  last  Session  I 
have  never  spoken  outside  this  House 
except  on  the  ordinary  occasions  when  I 
spoke  to  my  constituents ;  and  I  should 
not  have  referred  to  that  but  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
(Sir  Eobert  Peel)  aUuded  to  it.  I  am 
sorry  that  Oxford  has  been  brought  so 
much  upon  the  carpet.  It  seems  as  if 
Oxford  has  beoome,  like  Belgium,  a  sort 
of  cockpit.  In  my  speech  at  Oxford  I 
did  not  put  any  petroleum  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  done  me  the 
honour  to  refer  to  a  passage  from  that 
speech.  It  is  true  I  did  express  a  fear 
of  war;  but  it  was  not  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  going  to  war. 

Sm  EOBEET  PEEL:  You  used  the 
expression,  '^  mischievous  and  inflamma- 
tory Pax^" 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  That 
was  not  Her  Majesty's  Government;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wishes,  I  will 
tell  him  where  the  *  *  inflammatory  Party'  * 
is  to  be  found.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  one  of  those  mild  and  innocent  persons 
who  has  never  heard  of  a  wicked  thing ; 
he  has  never  heard  of  a  war  Party.  He 
is  the  Apostle  of  Peace;  he  was  once 
Saul  the  Persecutor ;  but  now  he  says 
he  will  never  consent  to  make  war 
against  a  despot,  as  was  done  in  1856. 

Sib  EOBEET  PEEL:  I  bee  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon,  but  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  sort    What 
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I  said  waa  this— that  in  ref arenee  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
ffirminghain  (Mr.  John  Bright),  when 
be  said  theezperienoe  from  1854  to  1856 
luui  taught  this  coontiy  a  leeaon,  I  aidd 
I  had  learnt  a  leaaon  from  the  tftmAing 
of  the  ririlit  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  and  that  nerer 
again  would  I  give  a  yote  in  flavour  of  a 
war  by  England  in  defence  of  tiie  inde- 
pendenoeand  intc^ty  of  Turkey. 

8tt  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT:  That 
ifl  exactly  what  I  unden^ood  lum,  and 
be  added  ^eae  words— and  if  he  did  not 
lue  them  let  him  disavow  them — <'  or  to 
curb  the  ambition  of  a  despot."  Now, 
tbe  light  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  did 
that  once.  He  is  a  reformed  character. 
He  sat  at  the  fbet  of  Gamaliel,  and  he 
can,  like  the  Apostle  Paul,  now 

&BBOBEBT  PEEL:  I  must  protest 
against  &e  language  of  the  hon.  and 
i^med  Gentleman.  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  no  desire  to  mis- 
^present  me.  I  never  represented  the 
ebaracter  of  the  Apostle  Paul.  I  con- 
sider myself  &r  too  sensible  a  man  to 
bare  the  presumption  to  do  so.  I  never 
used  the  words  "  i^ainst  a  despot,"  and 
I  only  said  what  I  have  already  men- 
tioned, that  I  would  not  nve  a  vote 
again  in  favour  of  a  war  by  England  in 
support  of  &e  independence  and  integrity 

8ni  mUJAM  HAEOOUBT:  If  I 

baye  used  any  expression  which  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  does  not  like,  I  withdraw 
it  All  this  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
is  Teiy  dianning  and  re-assuring ;  but  I 
sbonU  like  to  tell  the  end  of  the  story— 
for  there  is  an  end  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
baronet  is  dreadfully  shocked  at  any- 
Wy  at  a  critical  period  interfering  with 
tbe  Government.  *  *  You  should  not  speak 
to  tbe  man  at  the  helm ;  you  should  not 
P^t  pressure  upon  the  Government,  or 
interfere  with  men  who  know  the  state 
of  European  affairs  much  better  than 
you  do.^'  I  heard  the  other  day  a 
rumour  that  on  a  certain  Tuesday 
evening  41  Members  of  Parliament  de- 
inanded  an  audience  of  the  Chancellor 
01  tbe  Erchequer.  I  shall  not  tell  vou, 
pough  it  is  onlv  half  a  secret,  because 


affairs  of  the  oountij !  It  is  a  curious 
coinddenoe  that  this  waa  on  Tuesday 
evening,  and  that  on  Wednesday 
the  decision  was  taken  to  send  the  Fleet 
to  the  Dardanelles.  Mv  informant, 
whose  name  I  cannot  reveal,  told  me  that 
the  ringleader  in  that  movement  was  the 
peaoefm  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth.  He  said,  speaking  of  the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon — ^I  thought  he  rather  sneered 
at  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  country  sneers  at  him — ''  What 
a  pleasant  Colleague  to  have!"  [Sir 
BobbrtPebl:  A  nice  sort  of  Colleague.] 
Yes ;  and  I  think  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  left  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  musthavesaid — "Whata  nice 
sort  of  supporter ! "  This  personal  pres- 
sure was  followed  by  what  was,  in  my 
opinion,  a  very  dangerous  act.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  must  not  complain 
of  my  describing  it,  because  the  Ecffl  of 
Derby  and  the  iSdA  of  Carnarvon  thought 
it  waa  dangerous  too.  It  was  found 
necessary  to  put  another  pressure  on  the 
Government  in  an  opposite  direction, 
and  that  pressure  was  put  by  two  resig- 
nations. And  then  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  having  taken  this  course,  comes 
down  to  us  and  coos  like  any  suckine 
dove,  and  tells  us  he  is  a  converted  friend 
of  peace.  Now,  what  were  w6  to  do 
when  we  knew  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  allies  were  putting 
pressure  on  the  Government  in  one 
direction  ?  What  ought  we  to  do  but 
put  pressure  on  the  Government  in  the 
opposite  direction  ?  We  could  not  resign 
— we  have  nothing  to  resign.  We  used 
what  means  we  had  at  our  disposal. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  tugging  in 
the  direction  of  the  Dardanelles,  and  we 
pulled  as  hard  as  we  could  the  other 
way ;  and  that  is  the  extent  of  our  inter- 
ference with  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Well,  now  I  tell  you  that  one  of  the 
causes  of  our  anxiety — ^if  you  like  of  our 
over-anxiety,  our  unfounded  anxiety — 
was  that  we  feared  that  the  Government 
might  be  driven  by  operations  of  that 
ch^acter  into  war.  We  do  not  fear  war 
now ;  at  aU  events,  as  far  as  we  can  see, 
the  danger  is  over  for  the  present.  I 
do  not  tmnk  even  the  ritrht  hon.  Baronet, 
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thought  that  BritiBh  interests  were  in 
danger,  and  you  asked  for  assurances 
from  the  Gbyemment.  You  defined  what 
British  interests  are,  and  we  have  not 
quarrelled  with  that.  You  said — '*  We 
must  not  have  a  separate  peace  between 
Eussia  and  Turkey,"  and  you  received 
pledges  on  that  subject.  You  asked  to 
be  guaranteed  against  the  occupation  of 
Constantinople  by  Bussia,  and  assur- 
ances were  given.  You  feared  for  the 
Straits  and  for  Gallipoli,  and  assurances 
were  given  that  me  question  of  the 
Straits  was  to  be  made  a  European 
question ;  and  as  to  Gallipoli  I  do  not 
think  that  even  now  we  have  anything 
to  fear.  In  spite  of  all  these  things  you 
say — "  This  is  all  verv  well,  but  don't 
believe  a  word  of  it."  Well,  now,  I 
want  to  know  whether  this  is  wise 
language  to  use?  I  do  not  say  you 
ou^t  not  to  be  prudent,  guarded,  and 
vigilant;  but,  I  ask,  is  that  wise  lan- 
guage to  use  towards  a  Power  with 
which  you  are  about  to  treat,  and  with 
which  you  must  ultimately  be  on  friendly 
terms,  both  in  Europe  and  Asia?  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  is  bad  diplomacy 
and  bad  statesmanship,  and  it  is  both, 
because  it  is  bud  temper.  You  discour- 
a^  concessions  that  are  for  the  interest 
of  England  by  language  of  that  kind.  I 
think  that  in  the  interest  of  this  country 
there  is  nothing  so  much  to  be  depre- 
cated as  this  £nd  of  provocative  lan- 
guage, which  is  of  no  use  for  the  pur- 
poses of  real  debate.  It  is  a  singular 
coincidence  that  at  the  very  moment 
when  the  Home  Secretary  was  illustrat- 
ing the  advemces  of  the  Eussian  Army  in 
so  dramatic  a  manner  on  the  back  of  the 
English  statute  book,  the  ink  of  the 
signatures  to  the  armistice  was  scarcely 
dry.  If  we  have  been  fearing  war  too 
much,  and  if  you  have  been  anticipating 
danger  to  English  interests  too  much, 
and  if  the  armistice  has  removed  aU  that, 
surely,  having  got  rid  of  the  quarrels  of 
the  past,  the  best  thing  we  can  do  is  to 
occupy  ourselves  with  the  prospects  of 
the  future.  I  think  there  is  some  mis- 
apprehension which  it  would  be  well  to 
remove  in  reference  to  the  form  of  the 
negotiations.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
ignorant  jealousy  in  some  quarters  of 
separate  negotiations  between  Eussia 
and  Turkey.  Why,  you  accepted  the 
arrangement  that,  primarily  and  pro- 
visionally, Eussia  and  Turkey  were  to 
treat  with  each  other  alone,  and  that 
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subsequently  all  matters  contained  in  the 
Treaty  that  were  of  European  interest 
should  be  brought  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  European  Powers.  We  are  per- 
fectly prepared  to  support  you  in  the 
demand  that  they  snail  come  under 
European  cognizance.  The  object  of 
that  separate  negotiation  was  to  deprive 
Turkey  of  the  power  of  doing  what  she 
did  last  year — namely,  that  of  saying, 
when  Europe  had  come  to  a  decision, 
she  would  not  agree  to  that  decision; 
because,  by  her  antecedent  agreement 
with  Eussia,  she  will  have  parted  with 
that  power.  Well,  now,  you  ask  us  for 
our  confidence.  Gentlemen  behind  you 
are  entitled  to  give  you  their  confidence 
blindly.  ["  No,  no !  "1  Oh,  then,  you 
know  the  policy  of  me  Government. 
We  do  not  know  what  that  policy  is,  and 
we  are  going  to  ask.  We  know  what 
was  its  policy  during  the  war,  and  we 
have  not  disapproved  of  that  policy. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  We  have  always  ap- 
proved of  tne  policy  of  conoitional 
neutrality.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do 
not  appear  to  understand  that  it  is 
like  the  principle  of  a  united  Cabinet. 
It  is  said  that  if  the  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  agreed  on  the  main  line  of  policy, 
it  does  not  matter  if  they  differ  as  to  the 
method  of  carrying  it  out.  In  that  way 
Parliament  is  united  on  both  sides,  just 
in  the  same  way  as  they  are  a  united 
Cabinet.  A  word  now  respecting  the 
policy  of  the  Gt)vemment  during  the  war. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  object 
to  that ;  but  now  mat  the  war  is  over, 
as  we  may  hope  it  will  be  immediately, 
we  want  to  know  what  is  to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  time  of 
peace  and  during  the  negotiations. 
That  is  what  we  ought  to  know 
before  this  Vote  is  passed,  and  what 
every  Opposition  is  bound  to  ask. 
I  do  not  ask  for  the  details  of  your  po- 
licy ;  it  would  be  impolitic  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  them,  and  improper 
for  me  to  ask  for  them.  I  should  have 
been  satisfied  if  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  been  content  to  do  what  the  Earl 
of  Derby  did — ^namely,  to  read  out  the 
bases  of  peace,  and  nothing  more.  But 
he  did  not  do  that — he  read  them  with 
a  running  commentary  which  I  do  not 
understand,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  some  explanation 
which  will  render  it  less  unsatisfactory. 
I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent  him ;  but 
I  thought  that  when  he  read  the  articles 
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with  reference  to  autonomy,  and  when  he 
commented  on  the  proTzsions  in  the  bases 
of  peace  for  the  liberties  of  Bnlgana,  he 
spoke  in  the  tone  of  a  man  who  rather 
grudged  the  extension  of  those  liberties. 
I  hopeitis  not  so ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  speak  before  the  dose  of  the 
debate,  and  1  only  tell  him  the  impres- 
sion that  was  produced  upon  my  mind, 
so  that,  if  he  thinks  it  necessary,  he  may 
try  to  remove  it.  Now,  the  Government 
have  said  that  they  desire  a  solid  and  a 
permanent  peace.  So  do  we ;  and  in  the 
establishment  of  a  solid  and  a  permanent 
peace  we  will  render  them  all  the  sup- 
port in  our  power.  But,  in  order  to  have 
a  solid  and  a  permanent  peace,  you  miist 
have  some  soimd  general  diplomatic 
basis  of  negotiations,  and  what  is  the 
basis  of  your  negotiations  going  to  be  ? 
The  bases  of  me  negotiations  of  the 
Treaty  of  Paris  in  1856  were  the  main- 
tenance of  the  territorial  integrity  and 
independence  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
I  hope  I  shaU  not  startle  or  shock  hon. 
Members  opposite  when  I  say  that 
if  you  are  to  have  a  stable,  a  permanent, 
and  a  solid  peace,  the  diplomatic  basis  of 
the  Congress  of  1878  must  be  the  recog- 
nition of  the  fact  that  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  the  Ottoman  Empire 
has  ceased  to  exist.  I  believe  that  every 
man  who  has  thought  on  this  subject — 
some  sooner,  some  later,  some  reluc- 
tantly, some  willingly — ^have  arrived  at 
that  conclusion.  It  is  difficult  to  speak 
becomingly  on  this  subject,  because,  in 
the  moment  of  the  distress  of  a  gallant 
people,  one  does  not  wish  to  use  language 
which  would  be  unnecessarily  woimding. 
But  we  are  speaking  of  great  political  in- 
terests, and  I  shall  speak  with  respect 
of  the  fallen.  I  use  the  word  "  fallen" 
upon  high  authority  ;  for  last  night 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  spoke  of  Turkey  as  a 
fallen  Empire.  Events  have  marched 
rapidly.  I  remember  that  in  August 
1876 — and  I  remember  it  with  regret,  a 
regret  which  is,  I  believe,  shared  by 
every  Gentleman  whom  I  address,  for  it 
was  the  last  time  we  heard  the  voice  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  in  this  House — I  ventured 
to  express  the  sentiment  I  now  express, 
in  somewhat  emphatic  language,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  good-naturedly 
touched  me  with  the  blunt  end  of  his 
lance,  and  said — ''Can  anyone  believe 
such  things  would  happen  ?"  His  words 
were — 


"  There  is  the  Tripartite  Treaty,  by  which  we 
not  only  generaUy,  out  singly,  guaranteed  the 
territonal  Integnty  of  Turkey."— [3  Mansard, 
ccxxzi.  1145.] 

What  has  become  of  the  Trii>artite 
Treaty,  and  where  is  now  the  territorial 
integrity  of  Turkey?  He  ended  that 
speech — and  these  were  the  last  words 
he  uttered  in  this  House — by  saying — 

«We  will  never  agree  to  any  step  that 
hazards  the  existence  of  that  Empire." — [Ibid, 
1147.] 

But  that  Empire  has  ceased  to  exist. 
[**  No,  no !"]  I  daresay  you  may  not 
think  so ;  but  you  will  allow  me  to  ex- 

Eress  my  opinion  on  the  subject.  I 
ave  told  you  what  Lord  Derby  said 
yesterday  when  he  spoke  of  a  **  fallen 
fenpire ;"  I  have  given  you  the  words 
of  t^e  Prime  Minister  in  1876 ;  I  will 
now  read  the  words  of  the  Foreign 
Minister  on  the  28th  of  January.  They 
are  these — 

"  I  will  only  say  that  if  any  man  thinks  we 
ought  to  have  gone  to  war  to  maintAiTi  the 
Treaties  of  1856  and  1871  that  is  an  intelligible 
yiew  of  tiie  case,  but  it  is  not  the  view  of  Her 
M^esty's  Government,  or  of  the  great  majority 
of  uie  people." 

I  am  not  now  speaking  of  our  going  to 
war,  but  of  the  question  whether  the 
Turkish  Empire  can  be  sustained  or  not, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  cannot ; 
but  they  have  come  to  it  late.  I  ven- 
ture to  express  my  opinion  thai,  if  they 
had  come  to  that  concliision  earlier,  this 
war  might  have  been  prevented.  I  be- 
lieve that  all  their  objections — natural 
objections,  I  admit,  but  I  think  mistaken 
objections — first  of  all,  to  the  Andrassy 
Note,  then  to  the  Berlin  Memorandum, 
and  next  to  the  50  other  measures  proposed 
to  prevent  the  war — ^were  founded  upon 
a  natural  reluctance  to  compromise  the 
integrity  and  independence  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  But,  Sir,  not  all  the  King's 
horses,  nor  aU  the  King's  men,  will  ever 
set  up  that  Empire  again.  I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  with  censure  or  harshness  of 
those  who  have  expressed  a  different 
opinion.  We  are  converts  to  a  new 
political  faith  on  this  matter,  and  there- 
fore we  have  no  right  to  rage  against 
those  who  adhere  to  the  ancient  religion. 
I  have  heard  very  harsh  things  said  of 
Mr.  Layard.  I  enjoyed  for  many  years 
his  acquaintance,  and  valued  it.  Mr. 
Layard  is  Her  Majestv's  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  and  it  is  very  natural 
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that  lie  Bhould  desire  to  maintain  the 
Ottoman  Empire  and  the  BritLsh  Em- 
bassy at  OonstiEtntinople.  But  Mr.  Layard 
has  said  that  these  bases  of  peace,  if 
accepted,  mnst  destroy  the  Ottoman 
Empire.  That  is  perfectly  true.  Does 
the  Government,  or  even  Mr.  Layard, 
believe  that  these  bases  of  peace,  or 
something  like  them,  will  not  be  ulti- 
mately carried  into  effect  ?  If  that  is  so, 
you  have  got  two  lines  of  policy  before 
you.  You  may  either  try  to  patch  up 
the  broken  pieces  of  this  ruined  Empire; 
you  may  endeavour  at  the  Congress  to 
re-establish  a  weaker  and  a  more  en- 
feebled Turkey,  and  in  that  you  are  likely 
to  get  assistance.  An  enfeebled  Turkey 
is  probably  what  Eussia  would  desire, 
because  a  weak  and  an  enfeebled  Turkey 
would  inevitably  lead  to  her  becoming  the 
vassal  of  Bussia.  If  you  adopt  that 
policy,  in  my  opinion  you  will  miserably 
fail.  It  is  said  that  the  Treaties  of  1856 
and  1871  still  exist.  Well,  so  they  do  in 
form,  but  in  substance  they  are  gone ; 
because  these  Treaties  had  no  other  end 
or  object  in  view  except  the  maintenance 
of  the  integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire.  I  agree  entirely  in 
the  language  of  the  IVotocol  to  those 
Treaties,  that  they  ought  not  to  be  set 
aside  without  the  concurrence  of  Europe. 
The  concurrence  of  Europe  will  be  given, 
and  the  Treaties  will  be  re-estabushed 
on  totally  diflferent  bases.  Therefore,  I 
hope  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not 
going  to  rest  their  title  to  be  at  the  Con- 
gress upon  the  feeble  parchments  of  the 
Treaties  of  1856  and  1871.  They  have 
a  much  better  title  to  be  there.  They  have 
a  right  to  be  at  the  Congress  of  Europe 
as  representing  one  of  the  Great  Powers 
in  Europe,  and  in  going  there  upon  that 
title  they  may  be  sure  of  the  support  of 
every  man  in  this  House.  But  what  is 
the  true  principle  upon  which  you  ought 
to  go  into  this  Congress  ?  I  think  if  you 
want  to  get  a  permanent  settlement  of 
Europe,  you  should  see  what  are  the 
causes  wmch  have  destroyed  the  previous 
settlement.  The  Treaty  of  Vienna  of 
1815  was  negotiated  by  great  statesmen. 
There  were  giants  in  the  land  in  those 
days ;  but  they  made  a  gigantic  blunder, 
and  their  work  has  failed.  The  Treaty 
of  Vienna  was  signed  12  years  before  I 
was  born,  and  in  my  lifetime  I  have 
seen  every  bit  of  it  torn  into  fragments. 
The  chiun  first  broke  where  it  was 
weakest,  for  a  chain  is  no  stronger  than 

Sir  WiOiam  ITareourt 


its  weakest  link.  It  broke  in  Greece. 
The  emancipation  of  Greece,  under  ihe 
influence  of  England,  was  the  first  breach 
in  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.  Then  followed 
the  emancipation  of  Belgium ;  then  that 
of  Italy ;  then  came  the  Holstein  a&ir, 
and  then  the  break-up  of  the  German 
Confederation  at  the  oattle  of  Sadowa, 
and  it  was  completed  at  the  battle  of 
Sedan.  Why  had  the  Treaty  of  Vienna 
failed?  Because  the  negotiations  were 
founded  upon  principles  which  were 
radiccdly  false.  It  had  relation  only  to 
dynastic  arrangements  and  geographical 
puzzles.  It  was  made  to  suit  llie  ambi- 
tion of  rulers,  and  it  neglected  altogether 
the  interests  and  the  sympathies  of  nation- 
alities and  populations.  I  do  not  wonder 
that  the  negotiators  at  Vienna  made  that 
mistake,  fatal  as  it  was.  When,  aiter 
the  delu^  of  the  French  Eevolution,  the 
spires  of  ancient  institutions  began  to 
appear  out  of  the  fiood,  it  was  not  un- 
natural that  a  different  view  should  be 
taken  from  what  is  taken  now;  but 
the  edifice  was  built  of  untempered 
mortar ;  it  has  broken  down,  and  it  now 
lies  in  ruins.  What  is  it  that  has  broken 
down  that  edifice ;  what  is  it  that  has 
worked  like  leaven  in  the  lump ;  what  is 
it  that  has  destroyed  the  Treaty  of  1815  ? 
It  is  the  principle  of  nationalitiee. 
What  is  it  that  has  made  Prince  Bis- 
marck so  strong  in  Europe  ?  It  is  not 
his  armies,  great  as  they  are ;  but  it  is 
because  he  has  had  the  courage  and  the 
wisdom  to  grasp  the  principle  of  nation- 
alities, by  which  he  has  ground  his  Po- 
tentates to  powder.  What  is  it  that  has 
made  Austria  so  weak  ?  It  is  because,  by 
the  very  conditions  of  her  existence,  she  is 
the  enemy  of  the  principles  of  nationality 
and  autonomy.  What  has  made  Bussia 
so  weak?  Her  treatment  of  Poluid. 
What  has  made  her  so  strong  ?  Because 
she  is  the  vindicator  of  oppressed  races. 
["  Oh ! '']  Is  she  not  strong  ?  Is  she 
not  the  vindicator  of  oppressed  races? 
Tou  dislike  the  Slavs.  I  do  not  know 
why.  I  daresay  you  know  as  much 
about  them  as  I  do.  The  Slavs  are  a 
great  nationality.  Tou  cannot  extin- 
guish them.  They- have  their  rights  and 
ikeix  sympathies,  and  whether  you  Hke 
them  or  not  they  will  assert  their  exist- 
ence. You  fear  the  increasing  power  of 
Eussia,  and  if  you  act  upon  the  old  policy 
you  have  good  reason  to  fear  it.  But  it 
is  not  the  extension  of  her  frontiers,  it 
is  not  the  fortresses  she  acquires,  that 
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will  make  her  strong.  Her  strength  will 
be  in  the  imperishable  gratitude  of  the 
people  she  has  emancipated.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
What,  do  you  think  she  will  not  eman- 
cipate them,  or  that  the  people  will  not 
be  grateful!  I  tell  you  it  is  not  too 
late  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  yet 
to  equal  and  to  rival  Russia  in  these 
sources  of  strength,  if  •  you  only  go  to 
the  Conference  with  a  true  policy.  Eng- 
land may  appear  at  that  Conference  in 
a  character  in  which  she  would  surpass 
the  influence  of  Bussia,  for  she  might 
be  the  champion,  not  of  one  race,  but  of 
all  the  races  there.  I  have  heard  a 
whisper  of  an  Austrian  alliance.  Well, 
Sir,  Austria  has  not  had  a  fortunate  his- 
tory in  modern  Europe.  And  why  ?  Be- 
cause, from  the  conditions  of  her  exist- 
ence, she  has  been  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  nationalities,  and  her  Empire 
has  broken  away.  Therefore  it  is  that 
she  has  been  obliged  to  have  a  dual  Go- 
vernment and  a  dual  policy.  I  should 
be  glad  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  have  the  alliance  of  Austria  for 
objects  which  England  can  desire  and 
approve — ^for  the  protection  of  Constan- 
tinople, for  the  preservation  of  the  free- 
dom of  the  navigation  of  the  Straits  and 
of  the  Danube ;  but  if  you  are  going  to 
purchase  that  alliance  by  aiding  her  in 
paring  down  the  autonomy  of  the  Chris- 
tian JProvinces  of  Turkey — ^if  that  is 
what  you  desire,  then  I  have  a  right  to 
say  that  that  is  a  policy  not  worthy  of 
the  English  nation.  I  had  hoped,  as  was 
said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  appear  at  the  Con- 
gress as  the  champion  of  those  who  have 
no  power  to  defend  themselves — ^I  mean 
the  Gbeek  nationality.  But  what  is  the 
policy  on  which  you  ask  our  confidence  ? 
This  is  far  more  important  than  all  these 
Party  squabbles,  because  this  is  the 
question  on  which  the  permanent  peace 
of  Europe  depends,  and  upon  which  the 
future  of  England  must  rest.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  before  the  end  of  this 
debate,  we  shall  hear  from  Her  Majesty's 
Goverment — ^for  we  have  not  heard  it 
yet  except  in  some  satisfactory  sentences 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury — 
what  is  the  spirit  in  which  you  are  going 
to  the  Conference.  Are  you  going  to 
endeavour  to  save  out  of  the  wreck  some 
miserable  fragment  of  a  ruined  system ; 
or  are  you  goinff,  as  you  ought  to  go,  to 
call  a  new  world  into  existence,  to  repair 


the  scandals  of  the  old  ?  Are  you  going 
to  this  Conference  in  the  spirit  of  Castle- 
reagh  or  In  the  spirit  of  Canning?  That 
policy,  which  began  by  emancipating 
the  Greeks,  I  hope  you  are  not  going  to 
mar  it,  as  the  policy  of  Canning  was 
marred  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and 
Lord  Aberdeen  ?  That  is  a  question  we 
have  a  right  to  ask  before  a^enting  to 
give  you  our  confidence  on  the  money 
which  you  say  is  required  to  strengthen 
you  in  the  negotiations.  Compared 
with  these  considerations,  the  Vote  of 
Credit,  to  my  mind,  is  a  matter  of  very 
small  account.  The  Secretary  for  War 
said  we  were  refusing  to  vote  the  Sup- 
plies. That  was  a  very  good  thing  to 
say,  as  a  Party  cry ;  but  really  we  are 
not  refusing  Supplies.  I  have  heard  no 
answer  yet  to  the  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  Childers).  The  speech  of  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  able  and  interesting,  and 
fully  justified  his  appointment  to  the 
high  and  responsible  position  which  he 
h(nds,  but  it  was  no  answer  at  all.  This 
Vote  is  not  Supply  in  any  sense  of  the 
Constitution.  M*Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  it 
comes  to  this,  then — ^that  if  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  come  down  and  ask  for 
money  without  saying  what  it  is  for, 
anybody  who  refuses  to  vote  that  money 
does  an  unpatriotic  thing.  You  may 
make  that  a  Tory  doctrine ;  but  you  can 
never  make  it  a  Whig  doctrine  as  long  as 
you  live.  If  that  is  Supply,  you  might 
as  well  have  no  House  of  Commons  at 
all.  But  it  is  not  money,  it  is  confidence 
that  is  the  main  point.  I  have  appealed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  they 
shall  tell  us  the  outline  of  their  policy, 
and  the  direction  in  which  it  would  take 
us  ?  They  have  asked  for  an  '*  outward 
and  visible  sign."  That  they  may  get 
by  a  Party  majority ;  but  you  will  never 
get  from  a  Parliamentary  majority  the 
**  inward  and  spiritual  grace  " — ["  Oh, 
oh ! "] — ^why  not  let  me  finish  the  sen- 
tence—of '*  a  large  and  an  enlightened 
Liberal  policy."  If  the  Government 
will,  before  the  close  of  this  debate,  de- 
clare a  policy  worthy  to  command  the 
i^mpathy  of  a  free  people,  they  will 
then  have  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
nation,  and  they  will  command  the 
united  vote  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Qifpard)  said,  that  he  did 
not  propose  to  attempt  to  compose  the 
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domestic  differences  of  the  City  of  Oxford. 
He  had  listened  with  great  interest  and 
with  some  instruction  to  the  sentiments 
which  had  been  uttered  by  both  the  hon. 
Members  who  represented  that  ancient 
city,  and  he  had  found  great  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  at  that  period  of  the 
debate  and  at  that  period  of  the  history 
of  the  proceedings  which  had  led  to  the 
debate  what  were  the  exact  differences 
between  them.  It  was  very  easy  to  treat 
the  events  which  had  happened  during 
the  last  18  months  as  having  been  blotted 
out  and  as  being  of  no  importance ;  but 
those  who  remembered  what  those  events 
had  been  and  how  the  interests  of  this 
country  had  been  protected  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  spite  of  the 
difficulties  which  had  been  placed  in 
their  way,  might  weU  be  disposed  to 
ask,  with  some  curiosity,  how  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  were  disposed  to  treat  in 
80  mild  and  tender  and  gentle  a  manner 
the  policy  of  this  country  and  the  mode 
in  which  it  was  in  future  to  be  conducted  ? 
It  was  a  fact  that  this  country  had  been 
kept  out  of  the  war.  It  was  a  fact  that, 
but  for  the  firmness  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  certain  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  have  driven 
the  country  into  war.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  it  was,  when  they  had  arrived 
at  this  condition  of  events,  that  had  pro- 
duced the  difference  in  the  tone  and 
spirit  of  the  speeches  delivered  in  the 
course  of  that  debate  and  that  of  the 
speeches  which  had  been  echoing  and 
re-echoing  through  the  country  during 
the  last  18  months  ?  Was  it  the  collapse 
of  the  Turkish  Empire?  ["YesI'H 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said 
"Yes,"  but  was  not  that  event  anti- 
cipated ?  "Was  it  not  a  fact  that  so  far 
from  being  imanticipated,  people  paused 
with  astonishment  at  the  wonderful 
power  of  resistance  opposed  to  the  over- 
whelming odds  of  the  Bussian  Forces  ? 
He  shouM  have  ihought  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  have  been  ready  to 
give  Her  Majesty's  Government  credit 
for  anticipating  what  was  an  obvious 
event  to  every  mind,  that  the  Turkish 
Power  was  totally  unable  to  resist  the 
overwhelming  odds  brought  against  her. 
But  instead  of  that,  during  the  period 
described,  every  kind  of  assertion  had 
been  made  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
desired  to  take  England  into  war,  and 
those  who  stopped  short  of  that  pro- 
position declared  that  the  policy  was^ 
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framed  to  encourage  the  aggressors  and 
to  depress  the  nation  attacked.  He  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  had  described  as  the 
armistice  of  the  debate  as  well  as  the 
armistice  in  the  W6tr  which  had  been 
raging.  It  was  not  worth  while,  nor 
was  it  a  proposition  becoming  the  dig- 
nity of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  that 
they  should  unnecessarily  hark  back  to 
the  conduct  of  their  antagonists,  or 
search  their  speeches  for  expressions  to 
prove  that  they  had  been  endeavouring 
to  prevent  the  Government  from  speak- 
ing with  a  firm  and  certain  soimd.  It 
was  said  that  there  was  a  tone  of  con- 
ciliation in  the  country ;  but  it  appeared 
to  him  that  that  alleged  tone  coincided, 
in  point  of  time,  with  the  tone  of  certain 
public  meetings  which  could  scarcely  be 
described  as  conciliatory  in  their  tone. 
Up  to  the  commencement  of  the  debate 
it  was  nothing  but  war  and  fury,  and 
statements  were  freely  made  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
plimge  the  country  into  war  despite  the 
determined  voice  of  the  people.  This 
was  the  tone  which  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  felt  it  consistent  with  their 
dignity  to  adopt.  He  was  happy  that 
this  tone  had  passed,  and  he  would  not 
inquire  as  to  what  its  disappearance 
was  due,  but  content  himself  with  dis- 
cussing the  question  upon  the  conci- 
liatory and  amiable  grounds  upon  which 
it  had  now  been  placed.  But  he  had 
been  exceedingly  anxious  to  hear,  among 
the  many  counts  in  the  indictment  pre- 
sented against  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
the  speeches  of  the  international  lawyers, 
of  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert  Peel) 
was  so  much  afraid,  and  who  were,  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, to  prove  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  committed  a  breach  of 
international  law  in  the  course  they 
had  t^en.  They  were  not,  however, 
forthcoming.  He  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Durham  (Mr. 
Herschell),  and  from  first  to  last  he  de- 
clined to  endorse  the  opinion  that  the 
conduct  of  the  (Jovemment  had  been  a 
breach  of  international  law,  if  not  an 
act  of  war  against  Eussia.  He  had 
listened  in  vain  for  any  Gentleman  who 
had  a  regard  for  his  own  reputation  as 
a  lawyer  to  affirm  that  proposition.    He 
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liad  listened,  also,  with  a  certain  amount 
of  pain,  because  he  thought  it  was  duo 
to  the  House  of  Oommons,  after  what 
had  been  said,  not  simply  to  avoid  the 
topic,  but  to  disavow  the  proposition. 
That  had  not  been  done,  and  unless 
there  was  in  reserve  some  Gentleman 
who  was  going  to  quote  Puffendorff, 
Grotius,  and  a  whole  tribe  of  autho- 
rities on  the  subject,  he  was  a&aid  he 
must  take  it  that  the  statement  of  the 
right hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
was  to  be  left  imsupported,  and  that  no 
international  lawyer  would  be  foimd  to 
come  forward  and  affirm  the  proposition 
laid  down.  He  had  some  difficulty  in 
following  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  who  had 
just  spoken,  because  the  words  **  you  " 
and  "  we  "  so  frequently  occurred  in  his 
speech,  that  it  was  not  easy  to  tell  which 
Bide  of  the  House  was  to  be  credited 
with  the  various  propositions  which  he 
discussed.  They  were  accustomed  to  the 
editorial  "  we,"  and  to  its  use  by  Gen- 
tlemen who  considered  themselves  of 
sufficient  dignity  and  importance  to  em- 
ploy it ;  but  he  did  not  know  that  he 
was  particularly  concerned  to  disen- 
tangle into  its  integral  parts  the  **  we  " 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
thought  proper  to  represent.  But  when 
the  hon.  Miember  adopted  the  "  you," 
he  (the  Solicitor  General)  confessed  he 
was  somewhat  disturbed,  because  every 
proposition  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  discovered  to  have  been 
uttered  by  anybody,  and  some  inferences 
there£rom  which  he  had  drawn  himself, 
he  thought  proper  to  address  broadly  to 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  say — '*  You 
do  this  and  you  do  that,  and  from 
that  I  deduce  that  it  is  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government."  Well, 
he  had  to  inform  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  there  were  inde- 
pendent opinions  on  that  side  of  the 
House  as  well  as  on  his  own,  although 
he  did  not  believe  that  in  the  matter 
they  were  then  discussing  there  was 
any  difference  of  opinion  among  them. 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment,  he  believed, 
enjoyed  the  full  confidence  of  the  Party 
whom  they  represented.  But  when  they 
were  told,  as  they  were  recently,  that 
they  were  like  so  many  sheep,  that  their 
discipline  was  marvellous,  and  that  they 
did  tnis  or  that  as  they  were  ordered,  he 
wished  to  know  how  hon.  Gentlemen 


opposite  woidd  like  such  language  ap- 
plied to  them?  ["Name!  "]  He  was 
reluctant  to  name  the  author  of  the 
sentiment — so  much  of  wrath  had  during 
the  debate  been  poured  on  his  devoted 
head ;  he  preferred  to  protest  against  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  it 
was  not  wise  to  use  language  distrustful 
of  Eussia.  Although  his  **you"  was 
supposed  to  stand  fi>r  the  algebraic  X, 
which  the  House  was  to  solve,  they  were 
told  that  the  "  you  "  on  some  occasion  or 
other  distrusted  Eussia,  and  it  was  not 
wise  to  go  into  the  Conference  using  such 
language.  (Well,  he  did  not  know  to 
whom  mat  language  was  attributed.  In 
the  House  of  Conmions  they  ought  to 
deal  frankly  and  speak  plainly  of  the 
subject  \mder  discussion.  It  might  be 
extremely  impolitic  and  imprudent  for 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  depart  from 
the  decorous  usage  of  diplomatic  lan- 
guage ;  but  freedom  from  such  restraint 
was  an  advantage  of  which  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  im- 
sparingly  availed  themselves,  and  if  some 
proposition  of  theirs  could  not  be  re- 
plied to  without  a  breach  of  diplomatic 
courtesy  and  without  fettering  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  most 
difficult  and  intricate  negotiations  into 
which  they  might  enter,  they  thonght 
that  because  no  answer  had  been  given 
no  answer  could  be  given.  They  were 
asked  to  believe  that  the  proceedings  by 
Eussia  were  dictated  by  a  love  of  en- 
lightenment, nationality,  and  self-go- 
vernment. If  one  were  to  discuss  these 
questions  freely,  without  the  fetter  that 
diplomatic  language  placed  upon  them, 
one  would  be  compelled  to  appeal  to  the 
history  of  even  recent  negotiations  to 
show  that,  in  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  they  were 
in  the  face  of  an  essentially  astute  diplo- 
matist, with  respect  to  whom  it  was  ex- 
tremely undesirable  to  draw  aside  that 
veil  of  diplomatic  language  which  was 
forced  upon  persons  holding  official  and 
responsiole  situations.  Ei^t  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  must  be  aware  that  they 
had  been  tied  and  boimd  by  the  same 
kind  of  fetters,  and  he  asked  them  to 
say  whether  their  adversaries  had  abused 
the  advantage  they  possessed.  He  could 
not  help  saying  he  was  somewhat 
ashamed  of  the  tone  adopted  in  some 
part  of  the  debate.  There  was  one  thing 
upon  whieh  he  believed  they  were  aU 
agreed.   He  had  not  heard  from  a  single 
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hon.  Member  a  denial  of  the  extreme 
gravity  of  the  situation.  They  were  in  a 
situation  in  the  history  of  this  coimtry — 
he  would  sayin  the  history  of  the  world — 
which  was  probably  without  parallel  in 
reference  to  the  materials  of  mischief, 
and  the  possibility  of  an  explosion  which 
would  be  unexampled  in  its  disastrous 
effects  upon  the  civilization  of  every 
nation  of  the-  globe.  That  being  the 
condition  of  things,  what  was  the  sort 
of  discussion  which  had  been  raised? 
They  were  asked  to  discuss,  forsooth, 
whether  the  Motion  before  the  House 
was  a  Supplementary  Estimate  or  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  Was  that  worthy  of  the  posi- 
tion which  they  at  present  occupied? 
Was  that  the  sort  oi  discussion  which 
ought  to  arise  when  these  exigencies 
were  pressing?  Why,  if  that  sort  of 
objection  had  been  raised  in  a  Law 
Court  he  knew  what  would  be  said. 
They  would  be  told  that  they  were  losing 
in  the  forms  the  substance  of  the  things 
they  were  asking  for.  But  he  was  glad 
that  a  lawyer  was  not  responsible  for 
the  proceeding.  Why,  if  it  was  not  a 
Supplementary  Estimate  or  a  Yote  of 
Credit  what  mattered  it  ?  It  was  the 
thing  asked  for  by  the  Government 
which  they  ought  to  discuss.  It  was  the 
means  wherewith  to  protect  the  State, 
and  to  revert  to  forms  of  the  sort  adopted 
by  the  Opposition  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  abandonment  of  the  real  substance 
of  the  matter  at  issue.  He  would  not 
discuss  the  matter  further.  It  was  con- 
ceded on  all  hands,  it  had  been  conceded 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich, 
that  they  were  now  in  this  position — 
that  in  the  settlement  of  Europe  this 
country  was  faced  by  a  condition  of 
things  which  no  generation  had  wit- 
nessed within  living  memory,  and  that 
that  which  was  supposed  to  be  a  barrier 
against  utter  confusion  of  the  European 
system  had  been,  if  not  removed,  at  all 
events  impaired.  It  was  in  reference  to 
this  state  of  things  that  the  Gt>veiimient 
asked  not  the  ooii£denceof  a  Party  Yote 
but  the  confidence  of  the  country  and  of 
Parliament  in  their  efforts  to  protect  the 
honour  and  the  interests  of  the  Empire. 
But  in  what  way  had  the  Government 
proposab  been  met?  They  had  been 
threatened  and  denounced — threatened 
with  an  exposure  of  the  evil  intentions 
and  policy  of  the  Queen's  Ministers. 
Some  statements  he  would  rather  not 
xe^er  to  particularly;   but  when  they 
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heard  it  said  that  the  object  of  this 
Vote  was  to  provide  places  for  the  sons 
and  nephews  of  Mimsters,  he  confessed 
that  he  could  not  master  his  indignation 
that  in  an  assemby  of  Englishmen  state- 
ments of  that  sort  should  not  meet  with 
the  contumely  they  deserved.  They  were 
dealing  with  a  condition  of  things  in 
which  it  was  admitted  that  the  greatest 
interests  that  any  country  could  possess 
were  at  stake,  and  he  did  therefore  pro- 
test against  the  alternative  presented  to 
them  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  tiie  House.  He  protested  against 
the  alternative  in  which  he  was  only 
permitted,  on  the  one  hand,  to  say  he 
was  for  Turkey  and  for  the  maintenance 
of  its  misgovemment,  which  no  one  had 
denied;  or,  on  the  other  side,  that  he 
must  admit  that  the  object,  purpose,  and 
tendency  of  Eussian  policy  wa-s  the  es- 
tablishment and  enfranchisement  of  the 
subject-races,  and  to  establish  a  new  era 
in  the  liberties  of  mankind.  He  pro- 
tested against  that  alternative  as  entirely 
untrue.  It  was  not  true  that  any  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  had 
put  forward  for  admiration  and  respect 
the  institutions  of  the  Turkish  Empire. 
They  were,  unfortunately,  self-con- 
demned. They  were  unable  to  act  for 
themselves,  and  were  hopelessly  aban- 
doned by  reason,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
the  will  of  a  single  man,  acted  upon,  un- 
fortunately, by  no  public  spirit  or  delibe- 
rative assembly.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  it  was  to  be  suggested  that  because  he 
refused  to  accept  that  alternative,  he 
was  driven  to  the  other,  and  that  he 
must  accept  the  influence  and  intentions 
of  Bussia  as  likely  to  operate  for  the 
benefit  of  mankind  in  the  establishment 
of  free  States,  that  was  what  the  common 
sense  of  mankind  would  repudiate  as 
utterly  untrue.  With  what  force  could 
any  hon.  Member  who  put  forward  that 
proposition  avoid  the  argument  which 
was  applicable  to  the  actual  condition  of 
things  when  he  was  asked  while  Bussia  is 
reforming  other  States  and  enfranchising 
subject-populations  what  was  the  condi- 
tion of  her  own?  He  did  not  desire,  and  it 
would  be  imprudent  for  many  reasons, 
to  go  tlm)ugh  the  catalogue  of  history, 
or  it  might  be  used  to  show  that  the 
Eussian  Gt)vemment  was  not  calculated 
to  make  subject-populations  which  were 
under  her  role  examples  either  of  free 
government  or  of  happiness.  Every 
non.  Member  would  be  able  from  his 
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own  memory  to  give  examples  to  enforce 
that  proposition.  Now,  in  what  position 
were  we  ?  and  that  was  the  question  with 
which  the  House  was  dealing.  Hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself,  had  spoken  as 
if  this  coimtry  should  aid  -and  assist 
Eussia  in  the  mission  which  he  assumed 
to  be  for  the  enfranchisement  and  en- 
lightenment of  the  subject-populations 
over  which  her  arms  might  now  give  her 
sway.  He  wduld  like  to  know  what 
guarantee  to  this  country  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  could  point  to,  to  prove 
that  if  we  should  use  our  influence  in 
that  direction,  the  power  so  conferred 
would  be  used  in  the  direction  he  desired 
that  it  should  be?  And  in  what  way 
was  it  to  be  used  ?  Was  the  House  to 
discuss  the  question  that  ought  to  be 
discussed  by  the  responsible  Advisers  of 
the  Crown,  or  were  they  to  prescribe 
and  lay  down  the  particular  way  in 
which  this  coimtry  was  to  advance  its 
view  ?  If  not,  what  was  the  course  to 
be  pursued  ?  He  should  have  thought, 
with  reference  to  any  administration, 
that  the  position  at  which  they  had 
arrived  must  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Given  the  conclusion  at  which  they  had 
arrived — given  the  admitted  declaration 
of  the  Government  that  their  efforts  had 
been  to  preserve  the  interests  of  the 
country  and  the  pe€ice  of  the  country — 
he  should  have  thought  that  the  necessary 
consequence  was  that  they  could  not  dis- 
cuss tiie  matter  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  that  the  inevitable  result 
would  be  to  trust  the  Government  for 
the  time  being,  and  if  they  could  not  be 
trusted,  to  substitute  another  Govern- 
ment; but  whilst  they  were  at  the  helm  the 
House  had  no  right  to  interfere  with  their 
steering.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  exhibiting  strength  by  show- 
ing our  confidence  in  other  countries. 
These  were  marvellously  fine  words;  but, 
practically,  what  did  they  mean  ?  They 
were  not  legislating  for  Bulgaria  or 
Eoumania,  but  whether  the  Gt>vemment 
should  go  into  the  Conference  with  the 
voice  of  the  country  at  their  back,  or 
whether  that  influence  should  be  de- 
stroyed by  an  adverse  Vote.  They  were 
discussing  that  question  on  a  totally 
artificial  hypothesis.  It  was  known  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  sucoessfdl. 
The  Opposition  ought  to  argue  as  they 
would  if  it  were  probable  that  the 
Amendment  would  be  carriedi  and  as  if 


by  carrying  it  they  must  displace  the 
Government.  In  a  momentous  crisis, 
when  to  his  astonishment  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  met  with  almost  imi- 
versal  approbation,  the  Opposition  asked 
the  House  to  refuse  a  V  ote  which  the 
Government  thought  necessary  to  main- 
tain England  in  the  Conference,  and 
then  they  sheltered  themselves  under 
the  known  fact  that  they  would  be  de- 
feated ;  because  they  knew  they  dared 
not,  if  there  was  the  smallest  possibility 
of  their  Amendment  succeeding,  expose 
to  the  country  the  absence  of  interest  in 
their  own  country  which  such  a  vote 
would  necessarily  involve.  That  was  a 
self-confessed  act  of  faction.  It  was  not 
a  genuine  determination  to  conduct  the 
amdrs  of  the  country  according  to  their 
view  in  which  those  afiPairs  ^ould  be 
conducted.  It  was  dragging  down  to 
the  regions  of  Party  that  which  ought 
at  all  times  and  under  every  Govern- 
ment to  be  the  first  and  ruling  object  of 
every  Englishman — the  words  were  not 
his,  nor  those  of  a  politician  who  sat  on 
his  side  of  the  House,  but  of  a  distin- 
guished Liberal,  who  said,  with  regard 
to  this  question,  he  must  remember  that 
he  was  an  Englishman  first  and  a  libe- 
ral afterwards.  The  condition  of  things, 
therefore,  was  this — at  this  period  in 
the  history  of  Europe,  with  every  ele- 
ment of  mischief  existing  in  every  coun- 
try in  Europe — ^with  the  influence  of 
England  trembling  in  the  balance,  when 
no  specific  charge  was  made  against 
the  Government,  it  was  thought  a  fit 
and  opportune  moment  to  deprive  them 
of  that  support  which  every  Government 
ought  to  receive  from  the  existing 
House  of  Commons,  be  the  Government 
on  one  side  or  another.  He  felt  that  at 
that  period  of  the  evening  he  had  kept 
the  House  too  long,  but  mere  was  one 
observation  he  was  desirous  of  making. 
It  had  been  repeatedly  observed  that 
the  Government  and  those  who  spoke  in 
their  support  were  continually  harping 
on  selfish  interests  alone.  What  did 
foreign  nations  regard  as  our  title  to  in- 
terfere ?  Not  our  general  championship 
of  the  rights  of  mankind.  But  what 
they  did  recognize,  and  what  they  were 
compelled  to  recognize,  was  the  interest 
which  every  country  had  in  its  own 
welfare;  and  any  country  which  came 
to  the  Conference  of  Nations  and  claimed 
a  hearing  would  be  compelled  to  show 
ilxat  its  national  rights  were  interfered 
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with  and  its  interests  were  at  issue, 
which  they  were  bound  to  guard.  And 
what  was  improper  or  inappropriate  to 
those  entrusted  with  the  interests  of  a 
great  nation  in  saying  iliat  they  would 
not  interfere  with  Turkey  or  Bussia,  so 
isix  as  they  fight  their  own  battles  ?  The 
Government  had  said  that  consistently ; 
yet  now,  when  they  came  forward  to 
guard  English  interests,  which  they 
were  bound  to  do,  they  were  to  be  re- 
fused the  support  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  the  Vote  which  they  felt  to  be 
essential  to  the  efficient  conduct  of  the 
negotiations.  When  these  subjects 
went  before  the  Conference,  the  Minister 
of  this  country  should  be  entitled  to  say 
England  had  a  voice  on  this  question, 
which  affected  the  future  condition  of 
England.  If  that  was  so,  why  were 
they  not  in  the  House  of  Conunons  to 
exhibit  their  great  characteristios — ^to 
say  that  they  could  afford  to  speak  out 
the  truth,  that  they  were  able  to  abide 
by  what  they  had  said?  When  he 
spoke  of  English  interests,  he  believed 
it  to  be  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  in 
representing  English  interests  it  repre- 
sented the  interests  of  the  country 
which  alone  had  carried,  and  had  dared 
to  carry  all  through  the  globe,  those 
principles  of  liberty  which  were  as  dear 
to  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  as  to  hon.  Members  opposite — 
those  principles  of  independence,  those 
desires  for  education,  the  desire  for  the 
raising  of  the  subject-populations  oyer 
which  our  sway  might  extend — ^in  main- 
taining the  interests  of  Ikigland  we 
should  be  maintaining  the  interests  of 
civilization  and  freedom  throughout  the 
world. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  eth  February,  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Ordered^VubHc 

Prosecutor  ♦. 
Second  Beading — Glebe  lx>ans  (Ireland)*  [9]; 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  [60],  putqf;  Uar- 

T/te  Solicitor  General 


riage  PreUminariee  (Scotland)  *  [86] ;  House 
Occupiers  Disqualification  Bemoval  (Scot- 
land)* [87]. 
Second  Heading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment*  [67]. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


LAND  TENURE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Douminffy  Mr.  Butt^  Lord  Francie  Conynff' 

ham,  Mr,  Shaw,) 

[bill  50.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  he  felt  how  much  liie 
interests  of  those  whom  it  concerned 
must  suffer  by  reason  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Butt)  was  not  there  to  perform  that 
duty.  He  (Mr.  Downing),  in  common 
with  his  Colleagues,  regretted  the  cause 
of  his  absence,  and  he  had  the  additional 
ground  for  re^et  that  the  duty  of  intro- 
ducing that  Bill  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  was  not  confided  to  some  one  of 
the  many  of  his  Colleagues  who  would 
do  so  with  more  effect,  and  bring  to  its 
consideration  more  influence.  When  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  introduced  the 
Bill  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
he  did  so  in  a  speech  of  not  more  than 
10  minutes,  in  consequence  of  a  severe 
hoarseness  that  made  it  painful  to  him 
to  speak  so  as  to  be  beam  through  the 
House.  But  short  as  his  address  was,  it 
led  to  a  debate  of  considerable  length, 
and  elicited  &om  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  objections  which  there  was  then  no 
opportunity  of  answering  and  refuting. 
That  opportunity  now  presented  itself, 
and  he  (Mr.  Downing)  felt  that  he  could 
give  the  refutation,  in  explaining  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  the  objects  to  be 
obtained  by  it.  He  hoped  to  satisfy  the 
House  that  there  was  no  principle  con- 
tended for  which  could  not  be  d^ended; 
that  he  asked  for  nothing  that  was  un- 
reasonable, much  less  inequitable.  The 
purport  and  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
nnally  settle  a  question  the  most  impor- 
tant and  pressing  as  regarded  the  peace 
and  contentment  of  £eland,  and  the 
happiness  of  her  inhabitants;  and  he 
ventured  to  think  that  there  were  few — 
if  any — ^in  that  House  who  would  not  be 
glad  to  see  Ireland  in  such  a  condition — 
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nay,  who  would  not  take  a  willing  part 
in  effecting  it.    He  had  a  pretty  long 
and  intimate  knowledge  of  the  Land 
Question,  and  he  stat^  his  deliberate 
opinion,  that  they  could  never  establish 
that  happy  state  without  giving  to  the 
occupying  tenants  in  Ireland  security 
in  their  holdings,  and  that  they  could 
not  give  while  they  left  to  the  landlord 
the  power  of  exacting  excessive  rents  by 
capricious  evictions.     He  did  not  intend 
to  refer  to  the  confiscations  by  which 
proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland  obtained 
their  large  possessions,  nor  to  the  Plan- 
tations effected  in  the  reign  of  James  I. 
in  Munster,  as  well  as  Ulster ;  nor  to 
the  fearful  scenes  of  the  Famine  years, 
when  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  occu- 
piers of  the  soil  were  evicted  from  their 
holdings ;  nor  even  to  the  evictions  and 
levelling  of  houses  consequent  upon  the 
introduction  of  the  Poor  Law  into  Ire- 
land, because  he  thought  it  would  tend  to 
no  useful  purpose ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
might  lead  to  a  discussion  which  he  con- 
sidered it  prudent  to  avoid.    He  would 
commence  with  a  later  period,  that  in 
which  a  distinguished  statesman — the 
late  Lord  Clarendon — called  the  exercise 
of  landlord  power  in  Ireland  a  "  legalized 
robbery ; "  soon  after  which  a  still  more 
distinguished  statesman,  in  the  person 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  intro- 
duced in  1870  a  Land  Bill,  which  subse- 
quently to  some  extent  became  law.    He 
said  to  some  extent,  because  the  Act  was 
not  the  Bill  as  it  was  sent  from  that 
House  to  the  House  of  Lords,  where  it 
was  shorn  of  many  of  its  valuable  clauses, 
and  to  which  he  might  particularly  refer 
before  he  concluded.    The  intentions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were,  in  all 
sincerity,   to    substantially  remove  the 
grievances    under   which    the    tenant- 
farmers  of  Ireland  had  been  suffering 
for  centuries,  and  for  those  good  inten- 
tions the  people  of  Ireland  were  deeply 
p;rateful  to  mm.    In  introducing  the  Biu 
in  his  speeich — seldom,  if  ever  excelled 
in  either   House  of   Parliament — ^that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  called  attention  to 
the  series  of  Acts  of  Parliament  one 
after  another,  pressing  unduly  upon  the 
tenant,  and  giving  faolities  to  the  land-» 
lords  for  eviction,  and  said — 

<*  See  what  a  defence  that  fftate  of  the  law  was 
to  the  Irish  occupier  in  the  possesflion  of  his 
holding.  AU  that  defence  we  have  altered.  AH 
that  shelter  we  have  stripped  away.    We  have 


simplified  the  law  against  him.  We  have  made 
ejectments  cheap  and  easy,  and  notices  to  quit 
have  descended  on  the  people  like  snowflakes." 
—[3  Hansard f  cxcix.  347.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  pro- 
ceeded to  show  that  while  freedom  of 
contract  was  highly  to  be  valued,  there 
were  conditions  of  society  in  which  it  was 
not  possible  to  allow  unlimited  freedom, 
and  that  EngHsh  legislation  was  full  of 
interference  with  its  freedom.  He 
added — 

"Strict  freedom  of  contract,  then,  having 
proved  to  be  a  great  evil,  what  is  the  precise 
nature  of  that  evil  P.  The  Devon  Commission 
■has  pointed  it  out.  It  is  insecurity  of  tenure." 
—[Ibid,  349.] 

To  give  that  security  which  was  wanted, 
and  to  prevent  the  descent  of  notices  to 
quit  like  "snowflakes"  was  the  object 
intended  by  the  Act.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Downing)  took  an  anxious  part  in  the 
progress  of  that  Bill  in  every  stage  of  it, 
and  no  one  regretted  more  than  he  did 
— save,  perhaps,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman hlmsel^— that  the  Act  had  failed, 
and  lamentably,  in  its  objects.  He  did 
not  know  if  any  hon.  Member  teme- 
senting  a  constituency  outside  the  Pro- 
vince of  Ulster  would  deny  that ;  but, 
whether  there  .was  or  not,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  prove  its  truth  to  the  satisfaction, 
he  hoped,  of  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, and,  if  he  did,  he  would  have  made 
out  a  case  for  the  interposition  of  Par- 
liament to  apply  a  remedy  of  a  suffi- 
ciently just  and  lasting  character.  That 
remedy  he  would  lay  before  the  House. 
A  large  majority  of  the  Irish  Members — 
and  he  in  common  with  them — said  to 
those  who  insisted  upon  managing  Irish 
affairs,  that  they  were  bound  to  give  to 
the  people  of  Lreland  that  which  they 
demanded,  provided  it  did  not  inflict 
upon  others  mjustioe.  That  he  hoped  to 
satisfy  them  upon,  and  that  what  was 
now  demanded  the  House  had  done  in 
excess  in  more  than  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Colonies.  First,  then,  as  to  the  failure 
of  the  Act.  It  had  been  in  operation 
for  four  years,  when  complaints  from 
every  county  in  the  Ihree  Provinces  were 
made  that  evictions  were  as  numerous  as 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  (Mr. 
Downing)  moved  for  a  Itetum  of  the 
number  of  ejectments  brought  upon 
notices  to  quit  for  the  three  years  pre- 
vious to  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  for 
the  three  years  next  after,  with  this  re- 
sult, which  must  surprise  the  Hotkse. 
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For  the  three  years  before  the  passmg 
of  the  Act,  the  number  was  4,253.  The 
number  for  the  three  years  after  the  Act 
amounted  to  5,641,  being  1,388  in  excess, 
and  involving  the  expulsion  of  7,634  in- 
dividuals more  than  for  the  three  years 
before.  Khe  had  no  further  evidence 
to  offer  upon  that  point,  that  wouldbe  in 
itself  pregnant  to  sustain  his  first  propo- 
sition. But,  and  he  said  it  with  regret, 
he  was  armed  with  a  further  evidence  of 
a  most  stMrtKng  character  by  a  further 
Eetum,  only  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  on  Thursday  last,  and  which,  con- 
sequently, was  not  yet  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members ;  but  from  which  he  had 
taken  the  figures  which  he  was  about 
to  lay  before  the  House.  The  Betum 
was  moved  for  by  his  late  lamented 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen,  in  concert  with  him- 
self (Mr.  Downing),  and  was  in  con- 
tinuance of  the  Eetum  from  which  he 
had  already  quoted,  but  of  a  more  en- 
larged character.  This  Eetum  embraced 
the  vears,  1874,  1875,  and  1876.  The 
number  of  notices  to  quit  could  only  be 
given  for  two  years,  from  October  1875 
to  October  1877;  because  previously 
there  was  no  separate  **  die  "  by  which 
the  number  could  be  traced,  and  for 
those  two  years  8,439  notices  to  quit 
were  served,  throwing  into  despair  so 
many  families  and  paralyzing  their  in- 
dustry and  energies.  Let  him  here  put 
a  question  to  the  House— Had  the  same 
number  of  notices  to  quit  been  served 
by  English  and  Scotch  landlords  within 
the  space  of  even  10  years  in  Oreat 
Britam ;  and,  if  there  had  been,  would 
the  people  have  patiently  submitted  as 
the  Irish  had?  who,  notwithstanding 
the  refusal  for  years  of  protection  had 
not  yet  abandoned  the  hope  that  Parlia- 
ment would  put  an  end  to  proceeding 
so  unjust  and  disastrous.  What  did 
these  8,439  notices  to  quit  involve? 
Taking  each  family  at  an  average  of  b^^ 
that  in  two  years  46,414  human  beings, 
men,  women,  and  children,  were  sub- 
jected to  expulsion  from  their  homes  to 
seek  others  in  forei^  lands,  in  the  lanes 
and  alleys  of  a  neighbouring  town,  or 
the  last  asylum  which  an  Irishman 
would  seek — the  workhouse.  The  Ee- 
tums,  so  far  as  he  had  ^ne,  had  only 
reference  to  evictions  arising  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of  Quarter 
Sessions;  but  the  Eetums  from  the 
Superior   and   other  Courts   gave  the 

Mr.  M'  Carthy  Downing 


astounding  and  alarming  fact  that  the 
total  number  of  evictions  proved  by  the 
necessary  notices  which,  under  the  Act 
of  11  &  12  Vict.  c.  47,  the  landlord  was 
obliged  to  serve  upon  the  relieving 
officers,  so  as  to  provide  shelter  for  the 
evicted,  amounted  to  the  enormous  num- 
ber of  11,711,  which,  on  the  same  calcu- 
lation, resulted  in  the  eviction  of  64,105 
human  beings,  which  divided  by  six — 
the  Eetum  being  for  six  years — ^proved 
that  10,651  of  tiie  Irish  race  had  been 
expelled  from  their  homes  in  each  ye€Lr. 
Now,  he  depended  on  liiese  Eetums, 
which  the  House  must  take  as  conclu- 
sive. He  was  not,  as  had  been  in  a 
former  debate  upon  this  question, 
charged  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
late  Chief  Secreta^  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  bringing  forward 
cases  of  capricious  evictions  to  justify 
the  Irish  Members  in  asking  for  this 
measure ;  and,  therefore,  he  felt  that  he 
was  not  only  justified,  but  bound  to 
bring  before  the  House  cases  which  had 
occurred  in  his  own  county.  He  did  not 
go  beyond  it,  for  he  ventured  to  think 
that  many  cases,  although  not  of  the 
same  magnitude,  could  be  brought  for- 
ward by  ms  Colleagues  who  represented 
other  counties.  In  the  Session  of  1877 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  proceedings  of  an  Eng- 
lish proprietor  of  land  in  Ireland  (Mr. 
Nathaniel  Buckley)— once  a  Member  of 
that  House — whose  advent  to  the  pro- 
prietorship of  a  considerable  part  of  the 
princely  estate  of  the  Kingston  family 
resulted  in  wrongs  and  sufferings  to  the 
occupiers  upon  it,  and  danger  to  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  whole 
country  by  which  it  was  surrounded. 
Upon  that  occasion,  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  knew  that  Gentleman  as  a 
Member  of  that  House  thought  he  was 
incapable  of  the  conduct  which  was  im- 
puted to  him,  and  that  his  (Mr.  Down- 
mg's)  statements  were  scarcely  credible, 
and  notably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  described  his  (Mr.  Downing's) 
relation  of  his  proceedmgs  as  a  savage 
attack  upon  that  Gentleman,  whom  he 
had  known  from  his  infancy.  He  (Mr. 
Downing)  was,  however,  now  prepared 
not  only  to  repeat  what  he  haa  pre- 
vioudy  said,  but  to  show  that  he  nad 
really  under-stated,  rather  than  over- 
stated, the  facts.  The  district  in  which 
that  property  was  situated  was  virtually 
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in  a  state  of  siege,  and  men  with  rifles 
were  patrolling  in  every  direction,  morn- 
ing, noon,  and  night.  It  was  not  his 
habit  to  introduce  the  action  of  any 
gentleman  in  his  relations  with  his 
tenants,  unless  he  felt  it  a  duty  and  an 
obligation,  and  when  he  did  so  feel,  he 
always  endeavoured  to  understand  the 
case.  Becent  events  had  proved  that  he 
was  not  wanting  in  his  usual  caution 
upon  that  occasion,  for  a  trial  of  five 
days'  duration  before  the  highest  Com- 
mon Law  Tribunal  in  Ireland  resulted 
in  proof  of  the  truth  of  his  statement. 
All  that  he  had  stated  in  that  House, 
and  vastly  more,  appeared  in  letters  in 
The  Freeman's  Journal  and  The  Cork 
Examiner^  written  by  a  Mr.  Casey,  for 
which  Mr.  Bridge,  a  now  celebrated 
character  in  Ireland,  obtained  a  ''cri- 
minal information  "  for  libel,  which,  upon 
the  pleadings  of  Mr.  Casey,  were  justi- 
fied, and  cuthoueh  there  were  80  wit- 
nesses subpcenaed  to  sustain  the  plea 
of  justification,  22  only  were  examined 
when  a  jury  equally,  he  believed,  com- 
posed of  Conservatives  and  Liberals, 
intimated  to  the  Judge  that  they  re- 
quired no  further  evidence— that  their 
minds  were  made  up.  Now  let  him 
state  the  circumstances  of  that  case.  The 
magnificent  estate  of  the  Kingston 
faimly  was  sold  during  the  Famine 
years,  and  an  association  was  formed, 
with  the  sanction  of  Parliament, 
to  purchase  portions  of  it,  with  the 
view  of  establishing  a  ''peasant 
proprietary."  It  provided  that  no 
more  than  50  acres  could  be  given  to 
any  occupier,  and  it  further  provided 
''  that  no  member  of  the  association 
could  hold  any  portion  for  himself." 
Distinguished  men  formed  that  associa- 
tion— ^me  Earl  of  Devon,  Lord  Emly, 
and  others ;  but  the  late  Mr.  John  Sad- 
leir  was  the  moving  power.  They  pur- 
chased the  estate — some  20,000  acres — 
at  something  like  nine  years'  purchase 
upon  ^e  men  rental ;  but,  by  a  sub- 
sequent Act  of  that  House,  another 
association,  composed  principally  of 
Manchester  merchants,  in  ^ace  of  mose 
firstly  named,  was  established.  Mr. 
Buckley  was  a  director  of  this  new  asso- 
ciation, and  eventually  two  Gentlemen 
became  the  proprietors — one  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wednesbury  (Mr.  Brogden) 
and  Mr.  Buckley.  Previously  to  the 
next  phase  in  his  narrative  was  the  fact 
that  a  Mr*  Massey,  who  was  agent  for 


vears  over  the  estate  before  Mr.  Buckley 
became  the  owner,  earned  for  himseU 
the  confidence  and  regard  of  the  tenantry 
upon  the  estate,  and  nis  connection  with 
them  was  marked  by  a  warm  tribute  to 
his  just  administration  by  an  afiEectionate 
adieu  in  an  address.  He  was  succeeded 
by  the  imde  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wednesbury,  and  when  his  connection 
with  the  estate  terminated,  there  was 
also  the  deepest  regret,  and  his  name 
was  even  now  remembered  in  every 
household  upon  the  Oaltee  Mountains 
with  affection  and  prayers  for  his  wel- 
fare and  happiness.  Now,  why  did  the 
ffentleman  give  up  the  agency  ?  Why 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Wednesbury 
resign  his  interest  in  this  fine  estate  ? 
Because  Mr.  Sadleir,  who  was  connected 
with  the  unfortunate  Tipperary  Bank, 
introduced  this  celebrated  Mr.  Bridge, 
one  of  the  managers  of  that  unfortunate 
and  bankrupt  company,  to  the  position 
of  a^ent  for  iMs  estate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wednesbury,  influenced  by  the 
feelings  of  an  honourable  and  just  man, 
could  not  agree  to  the  suggestions  made 
by  this  harahearted  agent,  and  was  so 
tormented  by  his  suggestions  and  the 
adoption  of  them  by  Mr.  Buckley,  that 
he,  in  a  moment  of  indignation  to  be 
regretted,  said — "  I  will  not  be  a  pariy 
to  the  proceedings  suggested.  I  would 
rather  sell  to  you,  Mr.  Buckley,  the  in- 
terest of  my  moiety  in  the  property," 
which  he  (Mr.  Downing)  need  not  say 
was  exactly  what  Mr.  Buckley  wished 
for.  An  agreement  was  entered  into,  by 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wednesbury 
sold  his  interest  in  the  property,  but 
upon  the  condition  that  Mr;  Buckley  was 
to  receive  a  certain  percentage,  arising 
out  of  the  rental  as  it  then  stood.  Mr. 
Buckley  up  to  this  was  in  the  habit  of 
visiting  this  estate  annually,  and  taking 
with  him  a  number  of  friends  to  enjoy 
the  sports  which  that  extensive  moun- 
tain property  afforded,  and  was  received 
by  the  people  as  a  semi-prince.  They 
would  suppose  that  this  was  exactly 
what  an  English  Gentleman,  whether  of 
aristocratic  descent  or  wealth  derived 
from  trade,  would  be  proud  of.  Yet 
what  had  been  the  conduct  of  this  Gen- 
tleman. He  had  no  necessitous  calls ; 
he  had  no  wife  and  daughters  to  occupy 
an  expensive  house  for  the  London  sea- 
son ;  and,  if  report  be  true,  he  was  in  re- 
ceipt of  £50,000  a-year  from  all  sources. 
What  was  his  conduct,  being  at  the  time 
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them  IB  more  than  100  per  cent." 


<m  on  his  purchase  money?   On  the  es*  '  ^^^^ 


tate  was  an  immenBe  tract  known  as 
(laltee  Mountains,  on  which  lived,  pro- 
bably for  centimes,  a  population  living 
upon  the  most  scanty  food,  badly  dad 
and  housed,  yet  satisfied  with  their 
humble  lot.  They  had  cultivated  the 
mountain  top  with  labour  impossible  to 
describe,  and  upon  that  innocent,  guile- 
less, and  wretched  population  Mr.  Buck- 
ley, a  bachelor,  with  his  £60,000  a-year, 
yielded  to  the  promptings  of  B^dge,  or 
of  avarice,  to  plaoe  upon  them,  '^  ^elud- 
ing many  widows,"  an  increase  oi^?ent 
ranging  from  50  to  500  per  cent, 
the  average  increase  on  the  whole  was 
more  than  1 00  per  cent.  How  that  was 
effected  and  carried  out  the  House  should 
hear  in  the  words  of  the  able  and  learned 
Judges.    Judge  Barry  said — 

^But  what  is  the  course  adopted  upon  this 
estate  in  the  Galteee?  The  purchase  is  made 
in  1873 ;  a  stranger,  unknown  to  the  tenants, 
of  whose  integrity  or  skill  they  know  nothing, 
is  brought  down  in  July;  he  completes  his 
valuation  in  November ;  and  in  January  1874 
printed  notices  are  sent  to  the  tenants  informing 
them  that  their  rent  is  to  be  so  and  so  "  (sgoafy- 
ing  the  amount  fixed  by  "Mi.  Walker)  '  *  trom  the 
26th  of  March  then  next.  I  have  professionally 
and  judicially  come  in  contact  with  many  cases 
of  controversy  between  landlord  and  tenant.  I 
have  seen  and  heard  tiie  usual  charges  and 
counter-charges  of  harshness  on  the  one  hand 
and  dishonesty  or  unreasonableness  on  the  other, 
sometimes  proved  and  sometimes  disproved ;  but 
such  a  demand  by  agent  or  landlord  as  that 
made  by  these  notices,  under  such  circumstances, 
never  fell  within  my  observation.  The  demand 
was  whoUv  unenforceable  in  law,  and  so  far  as 
I  see  on  tne  facts  before  us,  indefensible  as  a 
matter  of  dealing  between  man  and  man.  In 
point  of  law  the  landlord  could  no  more  enforce 
the  advanced  rent  from  the  26th  of  March  than 
he  could  enforce  its  payment  retrospectively  for 
the  antecedent  10  years.  The  tenants  were  en- 
titled by  law  to  hold  at  the  old  rent  until  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  the  service  of  these  notices 
must  therefore  be  regarded  as  an  attempt — and, 
so  far  as  I  can  see,  an  unjustifiable  attempt — to 
exact,  through  the  terror  of  apprehended  evic- 
tion, that  mcrease  on  the  coming  half-year 
which  he  could  not  obtain  by  by  any  legal  pro- 
cess. It  does  not  appear  whether  many  of  the 
tenants  yielded  to  tms  demand,  but  in  October 
another  notice  is  posted.  I  shadl  not  comment 
upon  the  pregnant  significance  of  the  word 
*  submit '  in  this  document,  but  every  tenant 
who  did  not  submit  was,  so  far  as  I  can  gather, 
served  with  notice  to  quit ;  and  it  appears  that 
about  100  were  served.  One  of  the  principal 
charges  against  the  prosecutor  in  the  libels  is 
that  the  increase  of  rent  forced  after  this  f aahion 
upon  these  tenants  ranged  from  60  to  600  per 
cent  on  the  old  rents,  and  this  is  in  many  in- 
stances absolutely  true.  Acceding  to  the  pro- 
secutor's own  affidavit,  there  are  ipMftTiiv*^  of 
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Mr.  Juatipe  Fitzgerald,  after  some  pre- 
liminaiy  observations,  said— 

«  The  details  have  Tieeii  so  amply  ol)««;;|^"° 
that  I  ^m^  »tate  that  my  strong  unprejson 
U  that  the  new  rent.  impo««i  on  the  tewmU^ 
thedirtriotof  Carrigeenwere,  mmaaymrtaj^^ 
exorUtant, a*d geneiaUy n'<««J*'»^  ^to 

Ei^rae^XrS^fr^^SS 
wHch  they  w^  not  parties  and  in  wbi^^y 

had  no  voice,  was  hi^h-handed  a^oppr^^ 
The  prosecutor  suppSes  ^^  fair  1^  as^totna 
:Se  of  the  course  pursued  when  he  mXOTm 

the  ^s;s*w***  ®^^°  **  ^®  ^  '  ^—  ^ 

occupiers  woi 

substantial  sums  oFlBillg^  in  this  townland. 
one  of  the  class  of  occupnH^^  Ue  has  pro- 
To  him  his  farm  is  everytm^l^i  his  lif ^ «  ^ 
bably  lived  and  worked  on  it  CTLthflr  nieani 
skilled  in  no  other  labour ;  has  no  o!|^  become 
of  existence ;  and,  if  deprived  of  it,  m^^^y  ^^ 
a  wanderer,  without  a  home,  until  ultiimHotto  . 

finds  one  in  the  workhouse.    He  will  aubm^pj  I 

a  great  deal  to  avoid  such  a  result.    When  I^  I 

rights  are  sought  to  be  enforced  by   ordinal^  / 

process  of  law,  it  is  our  duty  to  give  effect  tJ*. 
and  enforce  them  without  regard  to  oonse-* 
(luences ;  but  should  legal  rights  be  converted 
into  an  engine  of  oppression  P  Let  it  not  be  ^ 
supposed  that  the  oppressor  is  entitled  to  the  aid  \ 
of  the  extraordinary  power  of  this  Court  by  \ 
criminal  information.  My  brother  Barry  has 
ffone  so  far  into  the  details  of  the  case,  that  I 
forbear  from  commenting  on  them,  and  shall 
only  now  observe  that  if  we  had  to  deal  with 
this  portion  as  if  it  was  in  respect  of  a  private 
inquiry  alone,  I  should  entirely  concur  in  the 
opinion  that  the  prosecutor  does  not  stand  be- 
fore us  in  that  unblemished  position  which 
would  entitle  him  to  the  extraominary  interpo- 
sition of  the  Court,  and  that  the  rule  should, 
therefore,  be  discharged.'* 

Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  expressed  Ms  fiill 
concurrence  with  the  views  so  clearly 
arid  ably  stated  by  his  brother  Barry. 
What  further  was  established  on  the 
trial  for  libel  in  Dublin?  This,  that 
Mr.  Walker,  from  Shinrone — which  he 
(Mr.  Downing)  understood  could  claim 
the  honour  of  giving  birth  to  Mr.  Bridge 
— ^was  paid  by  a  percentage  on  the  in- 
creased rent  which  he  placed  upon  the 
tenants,  a  proceeding  which  he  ventured 
to  think  had  no  parallel  in  any  civilized 
community  governed  by  just  laws.  The 
Judges  declared  that  if  upon  those  facts 
alone  they  had  to  decide,  they  would 
have  refused  the  application ;  but  that, 
considering  the  consequences  which  had 
resulted  from  the  firing  at  Mr.  Bridge 
and  the  death  of  Hyland,  his  driver, 
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%feltcompened  to  send  theisquirj 
toajniy.  WeQ,  it  did  oome  before  a 
JQiy,  and  he  had  already  stated  the 
resdt— that  that  jurr  had  in  eflSeot 
decided  that  what  Mr.  Uaser  said  of  tiiie 
cruelty  and  inhumanity  onarged  was 
isalj  established ;  but  that,  upon  the 
Jiarge  of  the  Chief  Justice,  •wnioh  he 
llr.  Downing)  himself  reficained  from 
mkg  an  opinion  upon,  they  were  un- 
ible  to  oome  to  a  deciaion  upon  the  law 
if  libel  as  laid  down  by  idm.  Now, 
rhat  were  the  results  ox  that  exercise 
if  the  power  which  law  gave  to  Mr. 
Juckley?  This— that  one  of  an  injured 
wpolataon,  plundered  of  every  right 
ind  threatened  with  eviction,  sought  the 
^^:eance  of  revenge,  fired  at  Mr. 
Indge,  wounded  him,  for  which  he  ap- 
fied  for  compensation,  and  obtained 
fom  the  grand  jury  of  Limerick  a  pre- 
mtment  for  £400.  Then  an  iron  bar- 
Bck  was  placed  at  the  gate  of  the  resi- 
ence  of  Mr.  Bridfi;e.  Police  fully 
nned  were  constanuy  patrolling ;  no 
wer  than  10  were  told  oflp  daily  in  dis- 
la^  of,  to  them,  an  odious  duty.  Not- 
ithstanding  all  that  protection.  Bridge 
u  again  fired  at.  He  and  a  polioe- 
tan  were  severely  wounded,  and  his 
lachman  was  shot  dead,  for  which  a 
retched  old  man  was  executed.  Bridge 
>tained  a  farther  sum  of  £1,000  as 
tmpensation ;  the  widow  of  the  ooach- 
an  got  £700;  the  constable  £100. 
hat  sum  of  £1,800  was  levied  off  the 
niggling  inhabitants  of  the  parish  of 
Jchektown,  county  Cork*— where  only 
small  portion  of  the  estate  was  situated, 
though  the  outrage  took  place  within 
half-a-mile  of  the  county  of  Limerick, 
here  a  more  considerable  portion  of 
le  estate  was  situated.  That  innocent 
)imlation  were  plunged  thus  into  diffl- 
uti^  The  surrounding  district  was 
ept  in  a  state  of  terror,  and  as  if  mis- 
>ftune  was  to  meet  everyone  connected, 
mocently  or  otherwise,  with  those  pro- 
^^dings,  two  (rf  the  p(^ce  were  shot  by 
teir  own  rifles  accidentally  going  off. 
s  he  knew  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
1  hon.  Friend  of  his  to  move  for  a  Com- 
ission  ol  Inquiry  into  the  whole  of  that 


by  oompubfam,  agreed  to  the  inereaaed 
rents,  wore  hopdleasly  in  debt  and  in 
arrear  of  rent,  and  that  the  result  would 
be  evictions  for  non-payment  of  rent, 
which  would  predude  the  tenants  from 
any  compensation  for  disturbance — a 
new  method  of  evading  the  provisions  of 
i^e  Land  Act.  Well,  he  had  been  hope- 
ful that  Mr.  Buckley  would  have  stayed 
his  exterminating  hand,  Mr.  Bridge 
having,  in  a  letter  published  in  l%e 
MancknUr  Chuiriian,  stated  that  the  55 
tenants  whom  he  (Mr.  Downing)  said 
were  doomed  to  eviction  were  not,  and 
need  not  fear  eviction.  And  yet  what 
had  taken  place !  That  the  notices  to 
quit  and  ejectments  were  still  being  per- 
severed in.  At  the  Olonmel  Seraions, 
1877,  31  ejectments  on  notices  to  quit 
were  entered,  and  some  14  at  the  Lime- 
rick Sessions.  At  the  Olonmel  Sessions, 
held  last  month,  there  were  16  capri- 
cious evictions  pronoimced,  the  Judge 
humanely  staving  execution  for  some 
months,  and  four  similar  ejectments  at 
Limerick.  Twenty-seven  otiher  families 
were  awaiting  a  similar  fate  at  the 
approaching  Sessions,  with  regard  to 
wnich  printed  notices  of  a  most  unique 
character  had  been  considerately  given 
by  Bridge  in  the  following  words : — 

"Mountain  Lodge,  January  29th,  1878.— -I 
hereby  give  you  timely  notice  of  my  intention 
to  have  you  served  with  ejectment  processes  for 
the  next  quarter  sessions  or  county  court  to  be 
held  at  Clonmel  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  to 
quit,  which  terminated  your  tenancy  on  the  29th 
of  September  last,  so  that  you  may  have  ample 
time  to  serve  the  notices  which  the  law  requires 
to  enable  you  to  put  in  your  claims  for  compen- 
sation at  the  Land  Coiurt  which  wiU  then  and 
there  be  held. — Fatten  S.  Bbidob,  Agent  for 
Nathaniel  Buckley,  Esq." 

The  House  would  observe  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  Bridge  that  was  conmiu- 
nicated,  and  the  object  of  it  was  ob- 
viously to  create  alarm  and  terror  and 
submission  to  the  wiU  of  this  unfeeling 
agent.  He  (Mr.  Downing)  felt  he 
might  now  part  with  Mr.  Buckley  and 
his  unfortunate  tenantry  on  the  Galteea 
by  offering  a  portion  of  the  evidence 
given  on  the  trial  in  Dublin  to  the  in- 
spection of  the  House — namely,  threo 
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ment  oases  on  notices  to  quit  were  tried, 
and  although  not  of  the  magnitude  of 
Mr.  BucWey's,  they  were  fully  equal,  if 
not  in  excess,  in  injustice  and  ojppres- 
sion*  The  cases  were  reported  in  all 
the  country  papers,  in  which  an  agent 
named  Campion  figured  as  a  worthy 
colleague  of  Bridge.  The  plaintifBg  were 
three  sisters,  married  ladies,  the  daugh- 
ters of  the  late  Captain  W.  P.  White. 
The  first  case  tried  was  against  a  man 
named  Cornelius    Kelleher,   tenant  of 

Eart  of  the  lands  of  Batooragh,  where 
e  and  his  family  lived  for  many  years. 
He  improved  the  land,  and  when  he  did 
so  his  rent  was  from  time  to  time  in- 
creased to  £16  16*.  per  year.  This  Mr. 
Campion  became  agent  in  May,  1876. 
He  uved  some  80  miles  distant  from 
the  lands.  He  visited  the  lands  once 
for  nine  hours,  and  his  first  act  was  to 
serve  the  tenantry — he  (Mr.  Downing) 
believed  17  in  number — ^with  notices  to 
to  quit  their  farms  on  the  1st  November 
last.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  treatment  of  these 
tenantry  by  this  agent,  as  ^ven  in  evi- 
dence by  mmself .  The  foflowing  docu- 
ment was  put  into  his  hands,  which  he 
admitted  to  be  in  his  handwriting,  and 
which  he  haid  served  upon  the  various 
tenants — 

"  Eatooraffh,  9th  of  Auguat,  1876.  Mr.  Con 
Kelleher — ^XJmeas  vou  to-morrow,  at  9  o'clock, 
execute  a  lease  of  yonr  £ann  at  £30  a-year  I 
ahskU  increase  my  teorms  to  £40  a-year,  and  my 
attorney's  full  ciiarges  of  three  guineas  for  the 
lease.— 5?^.  G.  Campion." 

That  case  was  typical  of  the  several 
other  cases  tried ;  but  he  would  mention 
one  other.  The  defendant  was  Boger 
Mahony,  whose  rent,  when  Captain 
White  purchased,  was  £13  a-year. 
From  time  to  time  it  was  raised  to  £19, 
and  a  similar  document  was  sent  to  him 
calling  on  him  to  execute  forthwith  a 
lease  at  £24  a-year,  and  stating  that  if 
he  did  not,  the  rent  would  be  raised  to 
£29.  Now,  all  the  improvements,  in- 
cluding even  roads,  were  made  by  the 
tenants  under  the  following  threatening 
letter  signed  by  Captain  White,  the  ori- 
ginal purchaser — 

"  Cork,  AotQ  2l8t,  1856.— To  the  tenants  of 
the  lands  of  Katooragh— I  have  to  request  that 
you,  and  each  of  you,  will  aid  and  assist  in  re- 
pairing the  roads  leading  from  your  farms, 
and  in  improving  your  farms,  otherwise  I  will 
be  under  the  necessity  of  serving  you  with  a 
notice  to  quit,  and  get  other  tenants  that  will 
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aanst  in  doing  so,  I  have  aided  ^oa  in  draining 
your  forms,  and  I  have  not  increased  your 
rents ;  but,  ui  future,  I  will  charge  a  higher 
rent  if  I  improve  without  your  assistance.  I 
wish  each  of  you  to  purchase  as  much  lime  as 
will  do  your  houses,  and  draw  it  home.  Given 
under  my  hand,  W.  P.  White." 

Now,  the  Oounty  Judc^e  had  the  confi- 
dence and  respect  of  aU  classes,  and  was 
not  remarkable  for  his  leanings  towards 
the  tenantry  in  carrying  out  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Land  Act;  therefore,  the 
House  would  regard  more  any  observa- 
tions coming  from  him  than  from  him- 
self (Mr.  Downing).  What  did  he  say 
in  giving  his  judgment  granting  decrees, 
except  in  some  cases  which  were  dis- 
missed upon  technical  grounds?  In 
alluding  to  his  experience,  he  said — 

"  That  whenever  a  landlord  made  a  fair  and 
equitable  demand  upon  Ms  tenants,  he  was  met 
fairly  and  proi>erly,  and  the  matter  settled  out 
of  court  in  a  fair  spirit.  He  could  say  from  his 
own  knowledge — and  he  was  confirmed  by  the 
opinion  of  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  position 
as  a  landlord  and  agent  both  in  England  and 
Ireland — ^that  there  was  not  in  the  world  a 
tenantry  more  disposed  to  act  &irly  and  justly 
to  the  landlords  than  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
In  every  case  they  were  found  submitting  to 
any  fair  and  reasonable  proposal,  although  it 
might  increase  the  rental  put  upon  them.  In 
l^e  cases  heard  yesterday,  the  increase  of  rent 
from  time  to  time  came  out  in  evidence. 
It  was  almost  an  annual  increase.  They 
had  first  the  rent  paid  in  1846.  At  that  time 
land  may  have  be^  let  under  its  value ;  but,  at 
all  events,  in  1853  the  state  of  the  country  had 
^en  assumed  its  fair  letting  value.  Well,  then, 
there  was  an  increase  in  the  rental  in  1863,  and 
from  that  period  there  seemed  to  have  beien  a 
steady,  gradual  increase  in  the  amount  de- 
manded from  these  tenants  until  the  present, 
when  it  was  proposed  to  raise  the  rent  in  some 
cases  to  double  what  it  had  been  in  1863.  Un- 
questionably that,  was  a  very  large,  in  fact,  too 
large,  an  increase.  If  there  was  nothing  more 
in  the  cases  except  the  evidence  afforded  by  the 
rental,  the  present  demand  would  seem  to  be 
unreasonable;  but  they  had  one  of  the  tenants 
deposing  *  that  in  spite  of  all  his  improvements, 
all  his  industry,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him 
to  exist,  and  to  pay  the  rent  now  demanded.*  " 

It  must  be  obvious  to  everyone  that  if 
these  cases  were  persevered  in  to  the 
bitter  end  in  the  spirit  evinced  hitherto, 
the  results,  public  and  private,  must  be 
mischievous  and  deplorable.  He  could 
not  beHeve  that  any  landlord  would  per- 
severe in  cases  like  these  if  he  were 
aware  of  all  the  facts  of  the  antecedents 
of  these  tenants,  of  their  improvements, 
and  their  present  position.  Nor  could 
there  be  a  more  convincing  illustration 
of  the  condition  of  the  occupiers  of  land 
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in  Ireland,  and  of  the  inadequacy  of  the 
Land  Act  to  prevent  capricious  evictions. 
Tlie  action  of  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  was  an  honest,  and,  he  might 
admit,  a  bold  endeavour  to  give  secu- 
rity of  tenure  to  the  occupiers  of  land.  He 
would,  however,  venture  to  say  that  no 
hon.  Member  for  Ireland  would  say 
that  the  Land  Act  had  given  that  secu- 
rity, and  it  was  now  in  their  power,  as 
a  strong  Government — and  it  was  their 
duly — ^to  carry  into  practical  eflPect  that 
which  the  Parliament  of  1870  intended. 
They  had,  during  their  four  years  of 
office,  not  done  one  single  act  of  justice 
or  conciliation  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
They  had  now  the  opportimity,  and  he 
would  tell  them  thev  ought  not  to  lose 
it.  He  could  multiply  cases  of  capricious 
evictions ;  but  it  would  only  weary  the 
House;  therefore,  he  would  only  give 
one  other  case  of  eviction  from  different 
motives,  at  the  same  Sessions,  and  be- 
fore the  same  Judge,  in  the  case  of 
Beamish  against  Su^van.  The  tenant 
was  long  upon  the  lands,  had  paid  his 
rent  to  the  last  gale  day,  and  upon  exa- 
mination of  the  plaintiff's  son,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  eviction  took  place  be- 
cause the  defendant  voted  at  the  election 
of  a  Guardian  as  he  thought  ri^ht,  and 
refused  to  vote  according  to  the  bidding 
of  the  landlord.  Now  he  came  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not 
think  he  need  go  over-minutely  into 
them;  its  recital  conveyed  its  object, 
that  being  that  provision  should  be 
effectually  made  to  enable  the  occupiers 
of  land  to  hold  it  upon  such  sufficient 
security  of  tenure  as  should  induce  them 
to  make  improvements  and  the  land 
more  productive  for  the  public  good. 
The  Bill  was  divided  into  three  parts. 
The  first  had  reference  to  the  Ulster 
custom  of  tenant-right,  and  he  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  an  unjustifiable 
consumption  of  time  if  he  were  now  to 
enter  into  that  part  of  the  Bill,  the  sub- 
ject haviuj^  been  so  lately  discussed  on 
the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Down  (Mr.  Sharman  Crawford),  and 
likely  to  be  again  on  the  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Downpatrick 
(Mr.  MulhoUand).  The  second  part, 
commencing  with  the  13th  section,  con- 
tained provisions  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Land  Act.  That  section,  and  the 
14th,  were  absolutely  necessary  in  con- 
j9equence  of  the  decision  made  by  the 
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County  Judges,  and  affirmed  on  appeals 
with  wluch  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  was  conversant— that  where  a 
tenant  entered  into  a  new  agreement 
with  his  landlord  after  notice  to  quit 
determining  his  tenancy,  by  which  the 
former  terms  were  altered,  that  the 
tenant  thereby  lost  all  claim  to  the  im- 
provements which  he  had  previously 
made,  and  to  which  he  would  nave  been 
entitled  had  he  been  evicted.  It  was 
dear  that  that  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  framers  of  the  18th  section  of  the 
Act,  which  was  an  Amendment  by  Sir 
Eoimdell  Palmer.  The  15th  section 
would  repeal  the  12th  section  of  the 
present  Act,  which  allowed  a  tenant 
valued  at  £50  a-year  and  upwards  to 
contract  himself  out  of  the  benefit  of 
the  Act.  He  might  here  observe  that 
there  was  no  such  provision  in  the  Bill 
when  originally  introduced,  the  provi- 
sion being  introduced  in  Committee 
when  the  umit  was  fixed  at  £100  per 
annum;  but  in  the  Lords  it  was  re- 
duced to  £50 ;  therefore  the  clause  was 
a  fair  matter  for  discussion  in  Commit- 
tee. The  16th  and  I7th  sections  pro- 
vided for  compensation  to  tenants,  to 
which  he  would  take  for  granted  no 
hon.  Member  could  object.  The  18th 
section  went  to  qualify  the  14th  section 
of  the  Act,  which  disentitled  a  tenant 
under  the  Srd  section  of  the  Act,  who 
miffht  be  evicted,  for  the  exercise  of  a 
right  from  which  he  was  debarred  by 
agreement,  and  the  clause  would  then 
give  the  Judge  in  such  a  case  power,  in 
awarding  compensation,  to  take  into 
account  the  conduct  of  such  tenant. 
The  19th  section  was  an  important  one 
— embracing  one  of  the  carcfinal  objects 
to  be  attained,  and  that  was  power  to 
the  Judge  to  determine  the  fair  value 
of  lands,  and  for  that  purpose  enabling 
him  to  call  to  his  assistance  two  referees, 
one  to  be  appointed  by  the  landlord  and 
the  other  by  the  tenant ;  but  whose 
opinion  need  not  be  binding  upon  the 
Judge.  Now,  there  were  many  prece- 
dents for  the  intervention  of  arbitrators, 
and  for  ascertaining  the  value  of  land 
by  taking  the  average  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce  for  a  certain  number  of 
years  ;  and  in  the  Land  Act  itself  Courts 
of  Arbitration  were  recognized.  The  20th 
clause  was  a  modification  of  a  similar  one 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1 870.  It  gave  power 
to  the  Judge,  if  he  should  think  it  neces- 
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sary,  to  have  the  aid  of  a  jiuy  upon  mat- 
ters of  fact.  The  2l8t  olauBe  enlarged 
the  soope  of  the  32nd  section  of  the  Act 
by  enabling  landlord  and  tenant  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  that  section  by  a 
grant  in  perpetuiiy,  subject  to  a  fee- 
fcum  rent,  instead  of  an  absolute  con- 
veyance of  the  fee.  The  22nd  clause 
provided  that  no  tenancy  could  be  deter- 
mined save  by  a  notice  to  quit  served  12 
months  previously,  and  expiring  on  the 
last  gale  day  of  the  year.  Wow  there 
was  a  curious  history  connected  with  the 
object  of  that  clause.  When  the  Land 
Bill  went  from  that  House  to  the  House 
of  Lords  it  contained  a  similar  provision ; 
but  the  House  of  Lords,  in  its  wisdom, 
altered  the  clause  so  as  to  contain  the 
form  requiring  but  six  months'  notice.  La 
1875  the  present  Parliament  passed  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  for  England, 
probably  the  greatest  sham  ever  prac- 
tised by  a  political  Pariy  on  their  un- 
suspicious, but  duped  supporters.  How- 
ever, it  contained  that  just  and  useful 
provision  requiring  12  months'  notice  to 
quit,  and  therefore  since  that  Act  became 
law,  12  months'  notice  was  required  to 
terminate  a  tenancy  in  that  coimtry.  The 
late  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen  and  he  (Mr. 
Downing)  in  a  former  Session  introduced 
a  Bill  to  assimilate  the  law  in  Ireland. 
It  passed  that  House  without  one  word 
of  opposition,  indeed  with  the  f  uU  assent 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  But 
the  House  of  Lords  again,  in  its  supe- 
rior judgment,  rendered  the  Bill  almost 
valueless,  by  making  it  only  prospec- 
tive—that was,  as  to  tenancies  created 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Those 
facts  spoke  for  themselves,  and  must 
convince  the  public  outside  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  Irish  Members  had  to 
contend  with  in  obtaining  the  simplest 
concessions.  The  24th,  52th,  and  26th 
clauses  required  no  explanation  or  com- 
ment, and  with  them  ended  the  clauses 
providing  for  amendment  in  the  Land 
Act.  He  would  venture  to  think  tiiat 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  would,  even  if  inclined, 
find  it  difficult  to  urge  any  arguments 
against  any  of  them ;  but  he  woidd  pro- 
bably say,  as  he  did  upon  anoi^er  debate 
in  reference  to  the  Land  Question — 

''  That  there  were  a  great  many  things  in  the 
Bill  that  he  thought  unobjectionable,  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  could  not  recommend  the  adop- 
tion of  it  to  the  House." 

Mr.  McCarthy  Downing 


If  he  would  say  so  in  reference  to  that 
BiU,  he  (Mr.  Downing)  hoped  he  would 
be  somewhat  more  expHcit,  and  inform 
the  House  what  portions  of  the  Bill,  if 
any,  he  considered  objectionable,  and 
how  far  his  Government  were  prepared 
to  go  in  the  direction  of  it.  To  the  third 
part  of  the  Bill  he  (Mr.  Downing)  had 
reason  to  believe  that  objections  would 
be  offered.  If  so,  lie  thought  it  was 
because  it  was  misimderstood.  The  27th 
clause  provided  that  any  occupying  te- 
nant entitled  to  compensation  on  disturb- 
ance under  the  8ra  section  of  the  Act 
should  be  entitled  to  claim  the  benefit 
which  that  part  purported  to  confer. 
The  33rd  section  defined  what  that 
benefit  was — ^namely,  a  declaration  of 
tenancy  from  the  Judge  at  the  rent 
therein  specified.  He  mought  it  would 
be  convenient  to  go  at  once  to  the 
clauses  by  which  mat  rent  was  to  be 
ascertained.  The  44th  section  gave  the 
mode,  that  was — ^the  rent  should  be  that 
which  a  solvent  tenant  could  pay,  fairly 
and  without  collusion,  after  deducting 
from  such  rent  the  additional  letting 
value  by  the  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant.  If  the  landlord  and  tenant  did 
not  agree — which,  he  thought,  they 
would  m  19  cases  out  of  20 — then,  under 
subsequent  clauses,  arbitrators  would 
decide,  one  appointed  by  the  landlord 
and  one  by  the  tenant,  and  the  third  by 
the  Judge.  The  arbitrators  would  be 
sworn,  and  the  Judge  would  have  the 
power  to  set  aside  an  award  for  fraud  or 
misconduct.  At  the  end  of  21  years  the 
landlord  or  the  tenants  might  apply  to 
vary  the  rent  according  to  the  average 
price  of  agricultural  produce  as  set  forth 
m  the  62nd  clause.  That  was  already 
done  in  the  case  of  property  belonging 
to  Trinity  College,  thiblin.  The  39th 
clause  enabled  the  tenant  to  have  a 
labourer's  cottage  for  every  25  acres.  It 
was  so  in  the  Land  Bill  of  1870.  Now, 
he  thought,  he  had  gone  through  all 
the  important  clauses  of  the  BiU,  and 
having  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  objections  made  in  the  last  Session, 
he  could  deal  with  them,  and  hoped  to 
refute  them.  They  came  principally 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kerry  (Mr.  Herbert),  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
designated  the  Bill  ''  a  Land  Transfer 
instead  of  a  Land  Tenure  Bill."    He 
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said  tinder  it  the  landlord  would  be  a 
mere  rent-ohai^er  in  the  oountry,  and 
would  haye  notioing  to  induce  him  to  re- 
main in  the  country;  that  by  giving 
perpetuity  of  tenure  they  would  transfer 
nye  years'  annual  yalue  to  the  te- 
nants, the  perpetuity  being  worth  that, 
and  he  strongly  objected  to  the  40th 
clause,  giving  power  to  sub-divide. 
He  (Mr.  Downing)  hoped  to  be  able 
to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member  tiiat  he 
had  misunderstood  the  effects  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  if  the  hon.  Member  could 
see  that  he  did,  he  would  own  it,  and  in 
candour  admit  it.  An  annuitant  was  a 
person  deriving  a  fixed  income  from  land 
by  a  deed  of  annuity  or  mortgage,  and 
who  had  no  fiirther  mterest  in  the  land, 
or  power  over  it,  and  a  perpetuity  in  the 
sense  imderstood  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  the  same  as  a  fee-farm  grant, 
reserving  a  rent  fixed  and  unalterable. 
Now,  under  that  Bill  the  landlord  would 
possess  every  right,  privilege,  and  power 
which  he  did  at  this  moment,  save  and 
except  the  power  of  capricious  eviction 
to  extort  exorbitant  rents,  for  the  pre- 
vention of  which  the  Land  Act  was 
passed,  but  failed  to  achieve.  He  would 
first,  however,  recall  attention  to  the 
d6th  clause,  which  reserved  to  the  land- 
lord all  royalties,  mines,  minerals  and 
quarries,  and  game.  The  35th  clause 
also  gave  implied  covenants  for  payment 
of  rent,  against  sub-letting,  against 
assigning,  and  against  waste.  Now, 
what  power  beyond  those  which  he  had 
enumerated  did  the  landlord  possess  at 
the  present  moment,  and  so  far  from 
being  merely  an  annuitant,  the  rent 
might  vary  at  the  end  of  every  21  years, 
according  to  the  interest  of  either  land- 
lord or  tenant,  and  because,  in  many 
cases,  the  declaration  of  tenancy  .was  but 
security  of  tenure.  Then  there  remained 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  objections  that 
with  reference  to  the  power  ^ven  by  the 
40th  section  to  assign  not  less  than  30 
acres  where  the  farm  consisted  of  60, 

J)rovided  that  the  30  acres'  rent  be  not 
ess  in  value  than  £30 ;  and  while  the 
consequences  which  he  apprehended 
might  arise  as  described  by  him,  in 
reference  to  a  small  Boscommon  estate 
of  164  acres,  on  which  he  said  there  were 
222  tenants,  he  (Mr.  Downing)  was  not 
at  all  prepared  to  say  that  there  was  not 
much  weight  in  another  objection  which 
he  put — namely,  that  on  a  large  farm 
on  which  there  was  one  suitable  house 
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and  out-offioes,  it  would  be  injurious  to 
the  landlord  in  every  point  of  view  to 
have  this  large  farm  cut  into  three  or 
four  dO-acre  farms.  Therefore,  it  would 
not  only  be  a  matter  to  be  discussed  in 
Committee,  but  e^roressing  his  own 
opinion,  he  should  be  sorry  to  lose  the 
Bill  by  retaining  the  clause.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  tiie  late  Ohief  Secre- 
ts^ for  Ireland,  in  that  former  debate, 
asked — 

'*  What  reason  had  there  been  shown  to  the 
House  for  this  change  beyond  an  old  story  of 
landlord  tyranny  in  Ireland,  composed  of 
anecdotes  dating  from  any  perioid  within  the  last 
600  years,  except  the  present  time.  What  proof 
had  been  shown  that  the  revolution  in  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  and  against  the  landlord 
was  really  reqidredP" — [3  Hansardy  oozxyiii. 
816.] 

He  (Mr.  Downing)  hoped  that  the 
House  would  aeree  with  him  when  he 
alleged  that  he  bad  given  the  extremest 
cases  of  oppression  and  disregard  of  all 
equity  and  justice  as  could  possibly  oc- 
cur in  any  well-governed  society;  and 
similar  cases  he  might  have  given,  but 
feared  that  he  might  weary  the  House. 
Had  he  not,  further,  by  the  Betums  of 
evictions,  to  which  he  had  already 
referred,  given  startling  proof — if  proof 
could  prevail — ^that  protection  to  the 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  was  a  crying 
necessity.  They  did  more  for  the  ryote 
of  India  by  Statutes  passed  in  1868  and 
1869,  called  the  Punjaub  and  Bengal 
Tenancy  Acts,  by  which  they  prevented 
the  Chiefs  and  Zemindars  from  enhancing 
rents,  save  upon  grounds  specified,  and 
every  tenant  had  the  same  right  to  an 
abatement  of  rent  for  other  causes,  all 
such  claims  being  cognizable  by  the 
collectors  of  land  revenue.  The  recitals 
to  those  Acts  were  worth  hearing.  They 
said — 

**  Whereas  (amongst  other  things)  that  it  is 
expedient  to  the  prevention  of  illegal  exaction 
and  extortion  in  connection  with  the  demands  of 
rent ; " 

and  went  on  to  enact  as  he  had  stated. 
This  they  did  against  a  memorial  and  pro- 
test signed  bv  all  the  Chief  Eajahs  and 
fentlemen  of  the  Presidency.  But  what 
ad  they  lately  done  in  Prince  Edward 
Island?  They  had  there,  by  an  Act 
sanctioned  by  the  present  Government, 
actually  compelled  every  proprietor  of 
land  in  that  island  to  sell  his  property, 
although  Petitions  in  the  strongest  lan- 
guage were  presented  praying  that  the 
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Boval  Aesent  miffht  not  be  given  to  the 
Bill.  Thej  had  appoint^  Oommis- 
sionerSy  one  of  whom  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Fontefract 
(Mr.  Childers),  tofixthe  purohase  money, 
and  if  refused  by  the  owner  it  was 
lodged  to  his  oredit;  and  at  that  mo- 
ment there  was  not  one  of  the  old  pro- 
prietors of  that  island  in  possession  of 
an  acre  of  his  estate.  He  would  con- 
clude by  referring  to  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  enjoyed  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  Channel  islands  by  reason  of  their 
having  perpetuity  of  tenure.  The  fol- 
lowing extract  from  the  history  of  Gnem- 
^^Jy  by  Jonathan  Duncan,  Esq.,  would 
best  illustrate  it.    He  said — 

*'  The  plan  of  leases  for  seven,  fourteen,  or 
twenty-one  years,  together  with  the  tenancies 
from  year  to  year,  and  others  as  well,  is  bad  in 
principle,  as  these  tenures  merely  convey  a 
temporary  interest,  terminable  at  a  date  specified. 
The  working  farmer  thus  becomes  a  bird 
of  passage,  without  any  fixed  home.  He  may 
be  prudent,  industrious,  and  sober,  a  good 
father,  a  good  husband,  a  good  master,  a 
good  neighbour,  and  a  good  citizen ;  but  these 
virtues  avail  him  nothing.  He  lives  in  a 
state  of  agricultural  servitude,  and  at  the  expi- 
ration of  his  lease  the  capricious  spite  of  his 
landlord  may  expel  him  from  his  farm.  Widely 
different  is  the  condition  of  the  Guernsey  men. 
Once  possessed  of  land,  he  can  never  lose  it 
except  by  his  own  fault,  and  he  continues  abso- 
lute lord  of  the  property.  He  feels  proud  of 
his  ^sition,  and  the  spirit  of  independence  is 
withm  him.  He  is  not  classed  among  the  loco- 
motive machines  of  humanity,  who  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  are  shifted  from  county  to 
county,  seeking  a  precarious  subsistence,  i^o ; 
he  has  a  stake  in  the  country,  though  it  may  be 
small.  He  can  say,  with  honest  pride — *  This 
house  is  mine ;  that  field  is  mine ;  and  when  I 
die  the  law  will  give  them  to  my  children.' " 

Enable  the  Irishman  to  say  the  same, 
and  Ireland  would  become  a  second 
Guernsey.  He  had  to  apologize  to  the 
House  for  the  great  length  at  which  he 
had  addressed  it,  and  to  express  his 
thankfulness  for  the  patience  with  which 
he  had  been  heard.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,) 

8iE  JOHN  LESLIE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  he  had  been  challenged 
to  defend  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Buckley,  or 
of  Mr.  Bridge,  his  agent ;  but  that  had 
no  reference  to  the  question  raised  by 

Mr,  M  Carthy  Downing 


this  measure.  With  regard  to  certain 
evictions  which  were  said  to  have 
taken  place  in  the  county  of  Tyrone,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  last  year  proved  by 
figures  that  evictions  in  Ireland,  except 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  were  exceea- 
ingly  few.  That  was  in  print.  In  the 
short  space  of  three  weeks  Parliament 
had  been  called  upon  for  the  second 
time  to  consider  and  amend  the  Land 
Laws  of  Ireland.  He  much  preferred 
the  present  Bill,  extravagant  as  it  was. 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Sharman  Crawford),  whicli  was 
disposed  of  the  other  day,  with  an  odium 
prohandi  which  was  less  likely  to  be  mis- 
taken. He  thought  it  must  appear  ex- 
traordinary to  the  House  that  after  the 
exhaustive  labours  of  Parliament  at  so 
short  a  time  ago  as  1870,  it  should  now 
be  thought  necessary  to  re-open  the 
whole  question  of  the  Land  Laws.  The 
Bill,  in  his  opinion,  instead  of  amending, 
subverted  the  fimdamental  principles  of 
the  Land  Act.  It  had  been  stated 
over  and  over  again,  and  not  contra- 
dicted, that  the  Land  Act  of  Ireland 
afforded  to  the  tenants  in  Ireland  greater 
security  and  protection  than  was  fSbrded 
to  the  tenants  of  the  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  That  being  so,  it 
was  surely  monstrous  to  introduce,  week 
after  week.  Bills  to  amend  the  Land 
Laws  of  Ireland,  as  if  tenants  had  not 
got  any  protection  from  the  law  at  alL 
What  were  the  principles  of  the  Bill  ? 
They  might  be  summed  up  in  certain 
terms  of  agitation,  which  were  well 
known  as  "fixity  of  tenure" — what  were 
called  **fair  rents,"  and  "free sale."  Poli- 
tical economists  had,  however,  searched 
and  probed  those  principles  to  the 
bottom,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
they  were  fallacies.  Although  they  had 
a  specious  exterior,  they  had  another 
skin  inside  which  would  not  bear  the 
light  of  day.  Fixity  of  tenure  itself,  to 
depose  of  it  in  a  few  words,  whilst  it 
would  claim  for  the  good  tenant  that  he 
should  not  be  disturbed,  it  was  alto- 
gether forgotten  that  it  secured  to  a  bad 
tenant  the  right  of  remaining  in  perpe- 
tuity without  fear  of  eviction,  which 
surely  no  one  would  contend  to  be  a 
desirable  thing.  Another  thing  which 
an  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  with 
pride  of  his  own  tenantry  would  wish 
to  see  in  existence  was  "  fair  rents,"  as 
they  were  called.    Well,  the  first  prin,- 
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ciple  of  ifflbr  rents  was  that  the  landlords 
should  have  no  power  to  say  what  the 
values  of  lands  which  he  let  should  he, 
and  that  l^e  amount  of  rent  was  not  left; 
to  his  choice  at  all.  He  had  a  right  to 
nominate  an  arbitrator;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  tenant  had  a  right  to 
nominate  another.  Should  they  disagree, 
a  third,  the  assistant  barrister  for  the 
county,  was  to  be  called  in,  and  his  deci- 
sion was  to  be  final.  Therefore  the  land- 
lord would  be  in  the  position  of  having 
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two  to  one  against  him.  ["  No,  no ! "] 
At  all  events,  according  to  his  expe- 
rience. According  to  all  recognized  prin- 
ciples of  fixture,  the  landlord  was  the 
person  who  had  the  right  to  say  what 
was  the  value  of  the  mrm  which  was 
about  to  be  Jet.  The  third  principle  was 
that  of  '*free  sale."  Nobody  would 
wish  to  oppose  the  right  of  seUing  that 
which  was  the  tenant's  property.  The 
only  ground  of  opposition  was  that  he 
should  not  at  the  same  time  sell  that 
which  did  not  belong  to  him.  But  by 
the  Bill  he  was  allowed  to  sell  not  only 
his  own  interest  in  the  farm,  but  that 
which  belonged  to  the  landlord.  Surely 
if  the  tenant  had  been  holding  for  a  long 
term  under  moderate  rents,  low  rents, 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Downing)  charged  his  tenants,  for  in- 
stance ;  if  he  had  been  holding  under  low 
rates,  and  then  had  a  ri^ht  to  sell  the 
farm  to  the  highest  bidder,  he  not 
only  sold  what  belonged  to  himself, 
but  he  sold  the  advantage  he  had  had 
for  years  in  holding  below  the  actual 
value  of  the  farm.  That  was  imdoubtedly 
the  property  of  the  landlord.  This  fact 
had  been  so  thoroughly  sifted  and  ana- 
lyzed by  a  distinguished  political  econo- 
mist, who  put  the  matter  so  undeniably 
before  the  minds  of  his  audience,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  contradict  him.  Agreat 
authority — one  who,  from  time  to  time, 
illumined  the  minds  of  his  audience  with 
political  economy  and  wisdom  in  Ireland 
— the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar) — had  said  in  the  course  of  last 
year,  talking  of  this  subject — 

"  The  landlords  are  an  idle  class,  and  ought 
to  be  removed.  The  best  remedy  that  I  see  for 
this  is  fixity  of  tenure." 

That,  at  least,  was  a  comprehensive  cri- 
ticism, and,  coming  from  such  a  source, 
would  be  valued  at  what  it  was  worth. 
Under  the  Bill  the  power  to  evict  was 
totally  inoperative,  and  a  bad  tenant 


became  practically  immovable.  It  had 
also  been  said  that  the  land  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  in  Ireland  had  been  for 
many  years  held  on  tenancy  from  year 
to  year,  and  that  it  had  been  found  by 
experience  that  such  a  tenure  was  not 
sufficient  either  to  ensure  to  the  indus- 
trious occupier  the  benefits  of  his  in- 
dustry, or  to  encourage  occupiers  to 
apply  their  best  energies  to  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land ;  but  he  (Sir  John  Leslie) 
said  boldly  that  the  best  farmers  in  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment  were  those 
who  held  from  year  to  year,  and  that 
the  man  who  showed  enterprize  and  in- 
dustry in  the  cultivation  of  his  farm 
never  feared  eviction.  There  was  no 
question  about  it  that  Ulster  was  acknow- 
ledged to  be  the  seat  of  the  best  culti- 
vation, and  the  best  farmers  there  did 
not  hold  from  year  to  year.  To  give  a 
case  in  point,  he  would  say  that  before 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Act,  Commis- 
sioners were  sent  to  Ulster  to  report 
upon  the  state  of  agriculture  in  that 
I^vince,  and  in  their  Keport  they  said — 

^ "  We  have  found  the  standard  of  agriculture 
higher  in  the  Province  of  Ulster  tlum  we  ex- 
pected, but  judge  of  our  astonishment  on  coming 
on  the  best-tilled  farm  we  have  ever  seen  in  any 
country." 

He  (Sir  John  Leslie)  was  bound  to  say 
that  farm  was  part  of  the  property  he 
had  inherited  from  his  ancestors,  and 
which  they  had  possessed  for  genera- 
tions. The  tenant  had  never  found  the 
necessity  of  any  alteration  of  the  tenure, 
and  had  found  nothing  to  prevent  him 
putting  the  whole  of  his  substance  into 
the  land,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
commendation  he  received  was  the 
greatest  that  could  be  bestowed  upon  the 
agriculturist  in  the  country.  Another 
defect  of  the  measure  was  that  the  device 
of  sub-letting  was  re-introduced  into  it ; 
they  had  again  the  abomination  of  the 
middlemen  forced  upon  the  country.  In 
fact,  the  landlord  was  deprived  by  the 
Bill  of  every  single  right  now  remaining 
to  him — except  that  of  receiving  his  rent, 
which  was  to  be  valued  by  somebody 
else,  and,  as  an  hon.  Friend  close  to  him 
said — "if  he  could  get  it."  It  was, 
certainly,  pleasing  in  the  course  of  69 
clauses  to  hit  upon  one  in  which  he 
agreed ;  and  he  would  admit  his  agree- 
ment with  Clause  7,  which  provided  that 
the  Ulster  custom  should  take^  efiTect  in 
leasehold  property.  That  was  the  re- 
cognized custom  in  Ulster  with  respect 
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to  leaseholds,  and  if  it  was  not  at  this 
moment  part  of  the  Land  Act,  it  was 
merely  an  instance  of  omission  which 
easily  admitted  of  rectification.  Such  an 
error  was  not  by  any  means  sufficient  to 
necessitate  half  a  dozen  difiPerent  Land 
Bills,  and  more  especially  it  was  totally 
insufficient  to  justify  bringing  into  exist- 
ence such  a  Bill  as  that  he  held  in  his 
hand.  The  Bill,  he  was  bound  to  say, 
was  as  full  of  vices  as  mortal  life  was 
fuU  of  sin.  It  was  not  that  Ireland  re- 
quired better  Land  Laws — she  required 
better  cultivation ;  andif  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  bestow  upon  the  people 
01  Ireland  as  much  care  in  coimsellmg 
them  to  improve  their  lands  as  they  did 
in  getting  up  Bills,  they  would  do  more 
good.  Not  even  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself  (Mr.  Butt), 
whom  he  was  sorry  to  see  absent,  from 
him  down  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan, 
none  had  ever  lectured  the  husbandmen 
of  Ireland  upon  the  improvement  of  the 
cultivation  of  their  lana.  If  they  coidd 
only  prove  to  the  tenants  that  they  could 
obtain  a  third  more  out  of  the  land,  they 
would  effect  that  which  they  had  hitherto 
failed  in  doing — ^to  confer  on  them  a 
lasting  and  enduring  benefit.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  '*now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '^  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Sir  John  Lmie>) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Lord  FEANCIS  CONYNGHAM 
said,  that  after  the  able  exposition  of  the 
Bill  which  was  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Downing),  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  expatiate  upon  or  to  go 
into  its  particulars,  for  he  Jknew  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  were  for  more 
eloquent  and  abler  to  enter  into  that 
question  than  he  was ;  but  he  could  not 
101  one  moment  divest  himself  of  the 
feeHng  that  in  hia  position,  having  no 
slight  interest  in  the  Irish  Land  (bas- 
tion, it  behoved  him  to  say  a  few  words 
in  favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  Year  after  year  they  had  brought 
in  a  Land  Bill,  and  year  after  year  they 
invariably  had  to  return  to  Ireland  with 
the  message  that  that  House  could  not 
agree  to  it.    As  regarded  what  the  hon. 

Sir  John  Leslie 


Baronet   the   Member  for   i»>l  >aglian 
(Sir  John  Leslie)  had  said,"  lie     (Iliord 
Francis  Conyngham)  regretteA  th.a.t  from 
his  experience,  having  Hved  ikany  years 
in  a  certain  part  of  Ulster,  he  coixld.  not 
agree  with  him.    He  was  not    one  of 
those  who  beUeved  that  the  La:;^  Tenure 
Bill  would  interfere  for  one  mota.eiit  'with 
the  just  rights  of  the  landloia,    ^^v-liere 
there    were     right     feelings     existinjr 
between  the  landlord  and  teiMa.iit.      J^ 
fact,  wherever  the  tenants  werl    treated 
by  their  landords  in  a  i^irit    )f  justiee 
and  kindness,  the  greatest  goc&   xeeline 
existed  between  them,  and  in  4ioli  cases 
there  weis  hardly  a  necessity  f«fr  the  Bill. 
It  was  required,  however,  a^  a  security 
and  a  protection  againt  unjujef  landlords 
who,   however,   he  was  hap^y  to  say- 
thank  God  for  it ! — were  in  ftlninority  in 
Ireland.    He  would  menticm  a  circum- 
stance which  related  to  his  old   Friend 
Tom    OonoUy,  the    late    lAiember    for 
Donegal.     Some  of  his  es^tes  got  into 
the   Encumbered  Estate^  Oourt.     The 
tenants  of  those  estates,  jfike  the  rest  of 
his  tenantry,  were  devoied  to  him,  and 
when  they  heard  his  eapates  were  going 
into  the  Court,  they  ajfcially  wrote  him 
a  letter,  beseeching  ^m  for  Heaven's 
sake  not  to  barter  E^  people,  who  were 
happy  men,  free-i^ofeen  ajid  contented, 
on  his  property,  and  who    were  quite 
willing  to  nave  their  rents  raised    to 
continue  his  tenants.    Unfortunately  it 
could  not  be  done,   and  what  was  the 
restdt  ?    He  would  not  go  into  details, 
but  bad  feelings  began  to  exhibit  them- 
selves.   After  a  man  had  bouo^ht  it  who 
would  have  his  pound  of  neeh,  Rib- 
bonism  began  to  show  its  head,  and  dis- 
content spread.    In    pleading  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  thought 
the  House  should  remember  that,  speak- 
ing for  both  sides  of  the  House,  there 
were  landlords  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  and  other 
hon.  Members  who  were  pattern  land- 
lords, and  if  all  landlords  treated  their 
tenantry   as  these  hon.  Members  did, 
there  would  be  no  occasion  for  a  Bill  of 
this  kind.    As  far  back  as  1857,  when 
he  first  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House,  then  comparatively  a  boy,  there 
was  a  miserable  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
question.     The  Bill  was  treated  with 
sneers,  and  met  with  few  simporters. 
He  remembered  the  division  weU,  and  he 
said  at  the  time  it  was  a  pity  to  treat  the 
measure  in  that  way.    The  day  would 
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come  when  it  would  become  one  of  the 
greatest  political  questions,  and  he  had 
fived  to  see  it  become  the  subject  of  a 
Government  Bill  of  the  greatest  magni- 
tude. He  thanked  the  Government  of 
the  day  for  passing  the  Act  of  1870; 
but  that  Act  required  amendment,  and 
he  believed  that  with  good  handling, 
the  present  measure  womd  settle  satis- 
factorily this  important  question,  which 
had  been*  the  cause  or  estrangement 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  of  so 
much  misery  to  the  country.  Every 
time  this  Land  Bill  came  before  the 
House,  the  same  unfavourable  answer 
went  back  to  Ireland — they  would  not 
even  look  at  in  Committee.  Was  it  fair  or 
just  to  treat  the  measure  in  that  way  ? 
He  appealed  to  the  House  to  let  me 
Bill  go  into  Committee,  and  then  the 
objectionable  clauses  might  be  cut  and 
carved  away.  If  all  hou.  Members 
knew  how  that  Land  Question  touched 
the  heart  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  they 
would  not  refuse  to  deal  with  it.  Many 
things  had  been  said  about  the  question, 
and  those  who  supported  it ;  but  a  public 
man  did  not  mind  that,  and  for  his  part 
such  attacks  fell  like  water  on  a  duck's 
back.  Some  of  his  family  might  hold 
different  views  in  politics,  but  he  was 
glad  to  say,  all  held  the  principle  of  live 
and  let  live  on  the  estates.  If  the  Bill 
were  allowed  to  go  into  Committee,  it 
would  show  that  the  House  was  disposed 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  a  favourable  spirit,  and  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Land  Act.  It  was  no  use 
for  the  House  to  say  that  having  passed 
the  Land  Bill,  there  was  an  end  to  the 
Land  Question.  If  they  decided  on 
rejecting  the  Bill,  he  could  assure  them 
that  it  would  be  brought  forward  again 
and  again,  just  as  year  after  year  for  20 
years  the  Ballot  Bill  was  brought  for- 
ward, and  he  ventured  to  say  that,  like 
other  measures  of  justice  which  had  been 
Boomfully  refused,  it  would  ultimately 
become  the  law  of  the  land.  He  voted 
for  the  Ballot  in  1857,  and  he  had  lived 
to  see  it  carried.  He  believed  that  if 
they  persevered  they  must  inevitably 
pass  some  good  measure  at  last:  He  was 
not  a  Member  having  the  gift  of  elo- 
quence, and  generally  preferred  to  listen ; 
but  he  felt  that  was  an  occasion  when 
the  House  should  know  there  was  a 
determination  to  persevere  with  the 
question.    In  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 


Beironet  the  Member  for  Monaghan, 
he  was  sorry  to  find  a  disposition  to 
prejudge  the  case,  and  to  suppose  that 
under  the  clauses  by  which  landlord  and 
tenant  appointed  an  arbitrator,  there 
would  be  a  foregone  conclusion  against 
the  landlord.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
the  utmost  anxiety  to  deal  justly  with 
the  landlord,  whom  he  valued  as  highly 
as  any  man ;  but  he  was  willing  to  give 
up  his  seat,  and  50  chances  of  a  seat 
if  by  so  doing  he  could  hope  to  see  the 
Land  Question  settled  in  ahappy  manner. 
Do  not  let  hon.  Members  say  Ihe  law  was 
passed.  Let  the  Bill  go  before  Com- 
mittee, for  it  was  no  use  calling  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  a  messenger  of  peace  to 
Ireland  while  that  Act  needed  amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  KAVANAGH  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  the  assurance  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Clare  (Lord  Francis 
Conyn^ham)  that  the  bad  landlords  of 
Ireland  were  in  a  minority,  because  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Downing)  founded  all  his  arg^uments 
upon'  the  necessity  of  the  Bill  by  stating 
the  number  of  ejectments,  and  led  the 
House  to  believe  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords were,  as  a  class,  bad.  He 
(Mr.  Kavanagh)  had  listened  through- 
out his  remarks,  but  had  only  heard 
reference  made  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Bridge, 
or  Mr.  Buckley,  and  another  case  under 
the  name  of  Sullivan ;  and  the  last  name 
he  did  not  remember  ever  having  heard 
of.  So  far  as  his  own  experience  went, 
he  did  not  think  that  numerous  evic- 
tions had  taken  place.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  was  stating  what  he 
believed  to  be  facts,  and  it  was  to  be 
presumed  he  had  satisfied  himself  of 
their  correctness ;  but  from  what  he  (Mr. 
Elavanagh)  had  heard,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  have  mixed  up  the  notices  to 
quit  for  non-payment  of  rent  with  evic- 
tions. He  did  not  think  there  could  be 
numerous  cases  of  notices  to  quit  such 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to. 
In  his  opinion,  they  could  not  occur  with- 
out some  noise  being  made  upon  the 
subject  in  the  newspapers.  The  hon. 
Member  then  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
landlords  when  their  tenants  had  made 
improvements  in  a  manner  which,  so  far 
as  his  (Mr.  Kavanagh's)  knowledge  went, 
was  not  borne  out  by  fact.  He  had  never 
heard  of  such  cases,  and  without  wishing 
to  throw  doubt  on  the  sincerity  with 
which  the   statements  were  ma4e,  he 
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entire  Land  Question ;  but  it  was  a  pro- 
posal in  the  coolest,  most  unwarrantable 
manner,  to  band  over  what  little  was  left 
to  the  landlords  to  the  oocupiers.  No 
reason  was  given  for  that,  except  that  the 
occupiers  wished  it,  and  as  he  had  no 
doubt  there  were  many  people  in  the 
world  to  whom  a  slice  fron^  their  neigh- 
bour's possessions  would  be  an  advan- 
tage, so  he  believed  there  were  some 
people  who  in  the  inmost  recesses  of 
their  hearts  would  be  glad  to  have  the 
slice.  But  he  did  not  think  there  were 
many  men  with  sufficient  assurance  to 
avow  it.  That  there  were  some  the  Bill 
gave  evidence  of,  and  it  was  the  em- 
bodiment of  their  wishes.  He  hoped, 
however,  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  in  thinking  that  confiscation  had 
abead^  gone  far  enough,  and  that  it 
was  time  to  draw  a  nne  somewhere 
and  fix  some  boundary  to  the  encroach- 
ments on  the  rights  of  property.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  which  he  had  read 
offered  a  sort  of  revolutionary  lecture 
upon  political  economy,  the  substance 
of  which  was  that  discontent  prevailed 
in  Ireland  because  the  Irish  people  had 
not  possession  of  the  land,  and  with  that 
possession  a  right  to  sell.  That  must 
not  be  forgotten,  and  that  it  was  discon- 
tent that  acted  as  a  deterrent  to  the  in- 
dustry of  the  coimtry,  and  prevented 
that  peace  which  should  exist.  Now, 
he  thought  that  Preamble — by  merely 
changing  the  text  of  the  lecture,  and  by 
a  few  iranspositions  of  words^ — ^might 
be  made  to  refer  to  any  kind  of  property. 
By  the  same  argument,  hon.  Members 
who  were  in  support  of  that  principle 
might  govern  with  as  much  justice  all 
kinds  of  property.  It  would  be  said 
that  the  titles  of  lajid  were  quite  distinct 
from  that  of  any  other  property ;  but 
he  did  not  think  it  was  so  very  Afferent 
from  the  case  of  the  merchant  or 
shipowner,  who  did  not  possess  a 
stronger  title  than  he  did  to  his  land. 
They  had  inherited  and  they  had  bought 
their  property.  So  had  the  landlords, 
and,  as  far  as  that  went,  the  same  argu- 
ment might  apply  to  property  in  each 
case.  It  appeared  to  be  generally  ac- 
cepted as  a  principle  of  political  economy 
that,  if  an  owner  made  a  bad  use  of  his 
property — a  use  detrimental  to  the  com- 
mon weal — ^then  the  Government  had  a 
right  to  interfere.  The  Irish  landlords 
were  assumed  to  have  come  under  that 
ban,  and  in  1870,  the  Land  Act  was  in- 


should  like  to  see  such  cases'as  those  men- 
tioned substantiated.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  hold  out  the  example  to  this 
country  of  what  was  done  with  the  land- 
lords of  Prince  Edward's  Island.  But 
there  was  one  great  difference  between 
the  way  in  which  landlords  there  were 
dealt  with,  and  the  method  'proposed 
in  the  present  Bill.  The  Government  in 
Prince  Edward's  Island  paid  the  land- 
lords a  price;  but  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  proposed  to  sweep  away  all  the 
landlords'  rights  and  pay  them  nothing. 
That  was  a  very  great  difference  in  the 
two  cases.  He  must  say  that  when  he 
came  to  treat  of  the  Bill  that  he  thought 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  good  reasons  to  complain 
of  being  brought  down  to  the  House 
during  me  latter  end  of  the  19th  cen- 
tury to  argue  first  principles.  The  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last  complained  that 
motions  for  their  approval  or  adoption 
were  neither  approved  or  adopted. 
They  complained  of  that,  and  some  said 
they  were  not  listened  to,  and  others 
that  they  were  sick  of  being  listened  to. 
However,  the  result  was  the  House  did 
not  accept  the  proposal.  They  argued, 
therefore,  the  only  way  to  cain  their 
purpose  was  by  a  Home  Etue  Parlia- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  must  ask 
the  House  whether  there  was  not  a 
sufficient  answer  to  that  complaint  in  the 
Bill  before  them  ?  He  would  ask  the 
House  whether  the  Bill  they  were  now 
considering  did  not  afford  as  cogent,  as 
efficacious  an  answer  to  what  the  Home 
Eulers  demanded  as  could  well  be  given  ? 
Was  it  a  reason  that  because  a  Home 
Rule  Parliament  in  College  Green  would 
pass  the  BiU  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should?  So  far  iioxn  that  being  so,  it 
offered  very  strong  reasons  against  en- 
trusting to  a  Home  Eule  Parliament  at 
College  Green  the  power  of  legislating 
for  property.  He  woidd  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  Bill  quietiy  from  this  point 
of  view.  The  Bill  was  a  proposal  that 
re-opened  the  whole  Land  Question  in 
IrelEuid  which  was  settied  in  1870  by 
the  Act  then  passed.  It  was  then  gone 
into  most  carefully,  and  legislation  was 
carried  to  an  extent  that  many  believed 
scarcely  possible.  That  Act  was  agreed 
to  by  many  as  a  compromise,  and  one 
that  went  further  than  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  the  time  approved  of.  The  re- 
sult of  it  was  tiie  present  BiU,  which 
was  not  only  a  proposal  to  re-open  the 
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troduced  and  passed,  and,  as  all  ima- 
ginedy  the  complaints  against  the  land- 
lords were  eflTectually  stopped.  It  went, 
in  the  opinion  of  many,  even  further 
than  that.  But  he  would  not  stop  to 
argue  that  point  now.  What  had  been 
the  effect  of  that  legislation  ?  Its  result 
was  the  present  BiU.  The  Irish  tenant 
learned  what  he  could  gain  by  agitation. 
He  was  taught  the  cry — **  I  have  got  so 
much  now ;  I  must  have  more."  He 
had  got  so  much,  and  he  held  his  land 
at  an  advantageous  tenure  as  compared 
with  his  class  in  England  and  in  Scot- 
land ;  but  that  did  not  satisfy  him,  he 
still  cried  for  more;  and  claimed  now 
the  fee-simple  of  the  land,  subject  to 
a  rent-charge.  Did  the  House  suppose 
that  was  all  that  was  wanted,  and  that 
the  same  cry  for  more  would  not  follow, 
and  that  the  rent-charge  would  not  soon 
follow  the  fee  ?  The  first  part  of  the  Bill 
he  hardly  thought  required  much  notice ; 
inasmudi  as,  though  not  verbaUv,  it  was 
practically  the  same  as  the  Bill  which, 
14  days  ago,  was  rejected  by  the  House. 
It  appeared  strange  to  Mm  that  the 
Standinff  Orders  of  the  House  should 
permit  hon.  Members  to  introduce  a 
question  the  issue  of  which  had  been 
definitely  settled  in  the  same  Session; 
but  he  was  sure,  if  the  Bill  was  techni- 
cally out  of  Order,  attention  would  have 
been  called  to  it.  The  promoters  miffht 
shield  themselves  on  that  score,  by  saying 
of  that  part  of  the  Bill  that,  though  the 
same  in  principle  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Down  (Mr.  Crawford),  it 
extended  the  principle.  He  thought  liat, 
so  far  as  words  went,  the  present  Bill 
took  an  even  wider  scope  on  one  point — 
namely,  the  5th  clause.  The  proposition 
was  to  extend  the  provisions  of  what 
was  known  as  the  Ulster  custom  to 
holdings  which  had  never  yet  been  sub- 
ject to  it  now.  He  did  not  understand 
much  about  Ulster  matters,  but  when  it 
was  proposed  to  extend  a  custom — to 
which  there  were  mamy  objections — ^to 
holdings  never  before  subject  to  it,  he 
thought  it  was  hardlv  fair.  The  second 
part  of  the  BiU  dealt  consistently  with 
the  subject,  he  admitted,  for  it  was 
framed  in  the  same  spirit  of  confiscation 
that  was  the  leading  feature  of  the 
whole,  which  characterized  the  Act  of 
1870,  imsettling  what  had  been  settled, 
and  re-opening  the  ground  for  agitation. 
Clause  15,  to  read  it  shortly,  merely  re- 
pealed the  12th  section  of  the  Act  of 


1870.  Perhaps  there  were  many  hon. 
Members  present  who  were  not  in  the 
House  durmg  the  passing  of  the  Act  in 
1870,  so  it  would  be  no  harm  to  explain 
what  that  section  was.  In  1870,  one  of 
the  great  arguments  used  in  favour  of 
the  passing  of  that  Act  was,  that  the 
Irish  tenant  was  of  such  a  simple  nature, 
such  a  dependent  character,  that  he  was 
unable  to  defend  his  own  interest  against 
a  landlord,  therefore  it  was  thought  ne- 
cessary to  protect  the  tenant  from  being 
forced  by  the  landlord  to  renounce  the 
benefits  given  by  the  Act.  The  words 
in  the  3m  and  4th  clauses  were— 

*'That  any  contract  entered  into  by  the 
tenant  by  viitue  of  which  he  ia  deprived  of  the 
right  to  ask  compensation  under  this  section, 
shall,  BO  far  as  relates  to  this  claim,  be  void  in 
law  and  equity." 

But  it  was  shown  afterwards  that  there 
was  a  class  of  tenants  just  as  well  to  do, 
just  as  independent,  just  as  intelligent, 
and  able  to  take  care  of  themselves  as 
the  landlords — in  fact,  he  did  not  think 
he  was  saying  cmything  not  true  when 
he  said  there  were  some  of  them  richer 
than  the  landlords  themselves.  It  was 
shown  that  there  was  such  a  class  who 
could  not  be  classed  as  imbecile,  and  for 
them  the  12th  section  was  passed.  The 
effect  of  that  was  to  exclude  holdings  of 
the  value  of  £50  from  the  clause  for 
compensation,  in  cases  where  the  tenant 
should  have  made  a  contract  with  the 
landlord  not  to  make  any  such  claim, 
virtually  preserving  to  the  tenant  aright 
to  make  a  contract.  Clause  15  of  the 
present  BiU,  then,  repealed  this  enact- 
ment, and  applied  the  stigma  of  imbe- 
cility to  every  class  of  Insh  tenantry. 
Upon  that,  without  comment,  he  would 
leave  the  House  to  judge.  Coming  to 
Clause  16,  he  did  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  it,  for  it  was  rather  thrown 
mto  shadow  by  other  parts  of  the  Bill. 
Clause  18  repealed  C^use  14  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  effect  of  that  clause 
was,  that  if  a  tenant  did  any  waste  to 
the  holding — did  anything  he  was  not 
entitled  to  do— committed  any  act  of 
breach  of  agreement  made  with  the 
Icmdlord — if  he  did  these  things  the 
landlord  might  evict  without  compensa- 
tion. Clause  18  repealed  that.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Only  in  part.]  Welf  though 
it  was  only  in  part,  the  result  wcw,  that 
the  tenant  was  p^ven  the  right  to  waste 
and  do  many  things  with  the  holding  he 
diould  not  t>6  allowed  to  do.    Another 
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part  of  Olaose  14  of  the  Act  justified  the 
landlord  in  evicting  if  the  tenant  re- 
fused to  let  him  walk  over  the  land. 
Clause  1 8  repealed  that ;  for  a  right  to  go 
over  the  land,  the  landlord  was  referred 
to  the  Court  of  Equity.  He  would  not 
refer  to  other  clauses  in  Part  11.  Clause 
22  and  23  he  might  dwell  on.  Their 
effect  was  to  unsettle  again  the  whole 
matter  of  notices  to  quit  which  were 
settled  by  the  assistance  of  the  late  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Clare  (Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen),  whose  loss  nobody 
reeretted  more  than  he  (Mr.  Kavama^h) 
did,  and  especially  in  connection  with 
this  question.  Proceeding  to  Part  HE., 
what  filled  him  with  wonder  was,  that 
hon.  Members  who  had  devised  it, should/ 
have  given  themselves  the  trouble  to 
devise  Parts  I.  and  II. ;  because,  if  Part 
II.  became  law,  the  inconsistencies  and, 
if  he  might  be  excused  the  word,  the 
iniquities  of  the  first  two  parts  were 
merged  into  the  third.  The  effect  of 
Part  m.  was  simply  this — if  the  tenant 
of  any  holding  in  Ireland  wished  to 
possess  himself  of  the  fee  simple  of  the 
land,  he  might  go  to  the  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  who,  bein^  satisfied 
that  the  claimant  was  the  real  occupier, 
should  give  a  certificate  that  he  was  so, 
and  by  that  certificate  the  tenant,  by 
the  provisions  of  that  Bill,  would  acquire 
the  fee-simple  subject  to  a  rent-charge. 
But  as  far  as  he  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  could 
gather,  that  rent-charge  was  subject 
to  sundry  and  divers  reductions.  To 
the  other  claims  he  would  not  refer. 
Clause  22  provided  for  notices  to  quit ; 
but  what  was  the  use  of  a  notice  to 
quit  when  the  landlord  had  no  power 
to  evict.  The  clause  he  would  just  say 
a  word  about  was  Clause  35.  That 
clause,  he  understood,  was  intended  as 
a  sort  of  compensation  balance,  and 
was  not  unimportant — ^that  clause  en- 
acted that  the  tenant  should  p^  his  rent 
on  the  Ist  May  and  the  1st  November, 
but  the  usual  days  were  March  and  Sep- 
tember. ["  No,  no !  **]  He  only  gave 
his  own  opinion  of  what  was  the  custom 
in  his  part  of  the  world .  Well,  the  effect 
would  be  that  the  landlord  would  lose  a 
part  of  his  income  for  the  year  that  the 
Bill  came  into  operation ;  then  the  clause 
went  on  to  say  that  the  tenant  should  not 
sub-let  without  consent  of  the  Icmdlord, 
or  use  his  holdingfor  any  purposes  than 
those  intended.  With  all  that  he  quite 
agreed ;  but  passing  on,  he  found  that 

Mr,  Kavanagh 


all  the  good  done  by  Clause  35  was  un- 
done by  the  clauses  following.  For 
Clause  38  allowed  the  letting  of  lodg- 
ings, conacre,  the  building  of  houses  and 
cottages.  When  all  thai;  was  done,  he 
thought  that  the  landlords  would  have 
a  good  deal  to  complain  of.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  further  re- 
marks, but  conclude  by  saying  he  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  oppose  Irish 
Members  on  the  other  side,  but  he 
did  think  that  their  asking  him  to 
accept  such  a  proposal  was  rather  hard 
lines.  It  was  hard  in  1870,  but  it  was 
harder  lines  to  come  down  now  and  dis- 
cuss first  principles,  and  he  hardly  be- 
lieved the  proposal  was  made  in  earnest. 
It  was  of  sudi  an  extravagant  nature 
that  he  could  not  believe  that  those  hon. 
Members  whose  names  were  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  whom  he  had  the  honour 
to  call  his  Friends,  could  be  really  in 
earnest  in  bringing  it  forward.  The 
Bill  was  introducea  not  with  anv  idea, 
belief,  or"  expectation  that  it  would  ever 
be  passed,  but  for  the  purpose  of  agita- 
tion— agitation  which  had  been  and  ever 
would  be,  while  it  lasted,  the  curse  of 
Ireland,  which  had  stained  her  soil  with 
blood  and  made  her  a  bye-word  among 

the  nations.      

Mb.  BLENNERHASSETT  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Downing),  in  the  course  of  his  interesting 
speech,  entered  at  considerable  length  into 
the  detailsofseveralrecent  instances  show- 
ing the  working  of  the  Land  Laws.  The 
hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  (Sir  John  Leslie)  complained 
that  he  did  so,  and  regretted  that  so 
much  time  had  been  occupied  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  what  was  called  the  Bridge 
and  Buckley  case,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  also  com- 
plained that  so  much  time  diould  have 
been  taken  up  in  discussing  first  prin- 
ciples. In  advocating  that  important 
matter,  there  was  one  duty  clearly  before 
them,  cmd  that  was  that  when  first  prin- 
ciples were  misapplied,  they  should  be 
able  to  show  how  they  were  misapplied. 
He  did  not  intend  to  quarrel  witn  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  for  his 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  Home  Eule. 
But  he  thought  it  was  a  most  incon- 
venient thing  to  complicate  the  discus- 
sion of  one  subject  by  introducing  an- 
other. At  the  same  time,  the  hon. 
Member  made  an  admission  which  was 
worth  noting.    He  was  of  opinion  that 
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if  Home  Bule  were  granted,  a  measure 
of  this  kind  would    be  passed  by  an 
Irish  Parliament.    Without  entering  on 
the  subject  of  Home  Eule,  he  thought 
that  the  very  fact  that  a  Bill  of  that  kind 
would  be  passed  by  an  Irish  Parliament 
was,  at  all  events,  good  groimd  for  the 
assumption  that  the  measure  was  one 
which  deserved  the  impartial  and  earnest 
consideration  of  the  House.    The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  no  reason  had 
been  alleged  for  giving  to  the  occupiers 
of  land  in  Ireland  what  was  demanded 
for  them  in  the  Bill,  except  that  they 
wished  for  it  as  people,  he  said,  very 
often  wished  for  things  which  were  not 
theirs.     That  was  a  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett)  ventured  to  con- 
tradict, and  the  object  of  the  few  re- 
marks he  intended  to  make  was  to  give 
some   reasons  which  he  hoped  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  the    House  that 
there  were  other  grounds  for  their  de- 
mand besides  the  ignoble  desire  on  the 
part  of  one  man  to  transfer  to  himseK 
the   property  of    another.      The    hon. 
Baronet  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  had  stated  that  no  political  econo- 
mist ever  expressed  himself  in  favour  of 
the  principle  involved  in  the  measure 
now  Defore  the  House.     Unfortunately, 
the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  cite  the  argu- 
ments of  those  political  economists.    He 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett)  had  made  a  careful 
study  for  years  of  political  economy,  and 
he  believed  there  was  no  political  econo- 
mist of  eminence  whose  writings  on  this 
point  he  had  not  made  himself  acquainted 
with,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  on 
what  evidence  the  hon.  Baronet  based 
his  assertion.    The  question  at  issue  lay, 
he  thought,  within  a  narrow  compass. 
The  main  point  on  which  all  that  con- 
troversy about  Irish  land  turned  might 
be  stated  in  a  few  words,  and  the  closer 
the  arguments  were  kept  to  that  point 
the  more  practical  and  valuable  would 
be  the  results  of  the  discussion.    The 
one  question  to  be  asked  was — did  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland  render 
it  desirable  on  the  part  of  the  State  to 
interfere  with  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  in  that  country  in  such  a 
manner  that  the  landlord's  power  of  in- 
definitely raising  rent  should  be  cur- 
tailed ?    The  regulation  of  rent  was  the 
very  essence  of  the  proposal  before  the 
House.    Now,  the  advocates  of  legisla- 
tion in  the  direction  of  the  Bill  had  to 
encounter  at  the  very  outset  all  the  un- 


popularity which  attached  to  the  idea  of 
any  limitation  of  the  power  of  individuals 
to  enter  freely  into  relations  of  contract 
with  one  another.     What  was  to  be  said 
for  a  proposal    like    this  BiU,   which 
seemed  to  run  counter  to  all  these  recent 
ideas  of  legislation — ^a  proposal  which 
had  been  called  an  attempt  to  artificially 
cheapen  the  price  of  land  in  favour  of  the 
individuals  who  now  held  farms  in  Ire- 
land, and  which,  at  first  sight,  at  all 
events,  appeared  to  limit  the  sphere  of 
contract,  and  to  enlarge  the  operation 
of  positive  law.     His  reply  was,  first, 
that  those  matters  in  which  legislative 
interference  had  been  found  mischievous 
were  essentially  different  from  the  matter 
in  which  it  was  now  proposed ;  secondly, 
he  denied  that  the  proposal  involved 
any  real  and  substantial  limitation  of 
freedom  of  contract.    Freedom  of  con- 
tract could  not  exist  where  one  of  the 
parties  to  the  contract  was  wholly  in  the 
power  of  the  other.    And  he  maintained 
that  there  was  no  natural  sense  in  which 
the    rents  of  the    peasant-farmers    in 
Ireland  could  be  saia  to  be  fixed  by  free 
contract  according  to  the  only  rule  of 
mercantile  bargaining.    They  could  not 
destroy  or  intenere  with  that  which  had 
never  had  any  existence.    He  did  not, 
of  course,  mean  to  say  that  there  was 
no  such  thing  in  Ireland  as  free  contract 
for  the  hire  of  land.      He  merely  as- 
serted that  peasant-rents  in  that  coimtry 
were  not,  as  a  rule,  fixed  in  accordance 
with  the  legitimate  application  of  that 
principle,     nj  peasant-rents  he  meant 
rents    under   that    system    of    cottier 
tenure  which  mieht  be  taken  to  include 
all  those  cases  m  which  the  labourer 
made  his  contract  for  Icmd  without  the 
intervention  of  a  capitalist-farmer,  and 
in  which  the  condition  of  the  contract — 
if   contract   it   might   be    called — and 
especially  the  rent,  were  determined, 
not  by  custom,  but  by  competition.    It 
was  to  meet  the  peculiar  conditions  of 
this  peasant-tenure,  which  had  hardly 
any  place  in  the  agricultural  system  of 
England,  that  the  proposal  they  were  now 
discussing  was  devised,  and  it  was  with 
reference  to  that  tenure  that  its  merits 
had  to  be  considered.    He  mentioned 
that  there  was,  as  regarded  the  duty  of 
the  State,  a  vital  and  a  most  important 
distinction  between  that  tenure  and  the 
ordinary  commercial  treatment  of  land 
with   which  people    were    familiar  in 
England  and  Scotland.    It  was  always 
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unsafe  to  assume  that  a  principle  which 
was  generally  true  was  true  universally, 
and  perhaps  no  principle  was  more  in 
danger  of  this  undue  extension  than  the 
belief  which  seemed  in  some  minds  to 
be  gaining  ground  that  all  economic 
teaching  was  summed  up  in  letting 
things  alone.  He  thought  no  one 
would  dispute  the  proposition  that  it  was 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  an  agricul- 
tural country  that  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil,  not  being  the  owners  of  it,  should 
hold  the  land  on  such  terms  as  would 
aflPord  them  ordinary  encouragement 
and  fair  remuneration.  That,  at  least, 
was  necessary  to  provide  for  the  proper 
working  of  the  land,  and  to  secure  the 
bulk  of  the  population  from  being  kept 
in  a  state  of  chronic  misery  and  de- 
gradation. Now  that  end  might  be 
accomplished  either  by  the  operation 
of  commercial  principles,  or  'by  custom, 
or  by  direct  enactment.  In  many  parts 
of  the  Continent,  and  in  Ulster,  occupy- 
ing tenants  were  protected  by  custom, 
to  which  sometimes,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  Ulster  tenant-right,  a  positive 
legal  sanction  had  been  attached. 
Under  the  English  and  Scottish  system 
the  full  play  of  commercial  principles, 
acting  between  capitalists,  farmers,  and 
landlords  had,  generally  speaking,  a 
like  effect.  But  wherever  in  the  world, 
whether  in  Ireland  or  elsewhere,  the 
cultivator  did  not  in  some  way  or  other 
enjoy  this  protection,  idleness  and 
misery  in  the  farming  class,  and  in  the 
end  national  decadence,  were  the  re- 
sults. A  pamphlet  called  An  Eeeay 
on  the  Commercial  Principles  Applicable 
to  Contracts  for  the  Sire  of  Zand, 
written  by  his  Grace  the  Duke  of 
Argyll,  and  published  last  year  by  the 
Cobden  Club,  was  an  elaborate  argu- 
ment for  the  purely  commercial  treat- 
ment of  the  hiring  of  land,  and  a 
protest  against  anything  beyond  the 
most  limited  interference  of  the  State 
in  the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant. 
No  one,  he  thought,  would  venture  to 
maintain  that  Irish  peasant-rents  were 
limited  by  commercial  considerations,  or 
that  there  was  any  real  similarilr 
between  the  position  of  the  Scottish 
capitalist  and  that  of  the  Irish  petly 
cultivator.  An  authority  whom  all 
economists  would  respect  had  described 
the  working  of  the  Irish  system,  and 
he  ventured  to  c^  attention  to  tlie 
difference — *'The  produce,"    says  Mr. 
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Mill,    speaking   of  the  Irish  cottiers' 
system — 

"Being  divided  into  two  portions — that  is, 
the  rent  of  the  land  and  the  remnneration  of 
the  labourer — the  one  is  evidently  determined 
by  the  other.  The  labourer  has  whatever  the 
landlord  does  not  take.  The  condition  of  the 
labourer  depends  on  the  amount  of  rent.  But 
rent  being  regulated  by  competition  depends 
upon  the  relation  between  the  demand  for  land 
and  the  supply  of  it.  The  demand  for  land  de- 
pends upon  the  number  of  competitors,  and  the 
competitors  are  the  whole  rural  population. 
The  effect,  therefore,  is  to  bring  the  principle 
of  population  to  act  directly  on  the  land,  and 
not  as  in  England,  on  capital.  Rent  in  this 
state  of  things  depends  on  the  proportion  be- 
tween popule&on  and  land.  As  the  land  is  a 
fixed  quantity,  while  population  has  an  un- 
limited power  of  increase,  unless  something 
checks  that  increase,  the  competition  for  land 
soon  forces  up  rent  to  the  highest  point  consis- 
tent with  keeping  the  population  alive." 

It  therefore  followed  that  keeping  nearly 
the  whole  population  of  the  country  just 
above  the  level  of  starvation,  would  be 
the  necessary  result  of  the  rigorous  ap- 
plication of  the  principle  of  free  compe- 
tition to  the  hiring  of  Irish  land.  That, 
in  many  instances,  had  been  the  actual 
result  of  that  principle  before  one  of  the 
most  terrible  calamities  which  had  ever 
visited  a  nation  lessened,  in  a  consider- 
able degree,  the  pressure  of  population. 
The  principle  of  competition,  therefore, 
however  admirable  it  might  be,  was  not 
applicable  to  the  case  with  which  the 
House  had  to  deal.  No  definite  custom 
regulating  rent  could  be  said  to  exist  in 
the  three  Southern  Provinces.  The  good 
feeling  of  individual  landowners,  the 
sense  of  justice  in  some,  the  respect  for 
public  opinion  in  others ;  unfortunately, 
also,  in  certain  districts  the  dread  of 
agrarian  outrage  might  practically  mo- 
derate the  demands  for  rent;  but  the 
fact  was  undeniable  that  the  existing 
state  of  the  land  and  the  soci^  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  enabled  landlords,  if 
they  chose,  to  exact  in  the  form  of  rent 
the  entire  produce  of  the  soil  beyond 
what  was  necessary  for  the  bare  subsist- 
ence of  the  cultivators.  It  was  equally 
certain  that  this  power  was  occasionally 
used  with  great  severity  and  hardship, 
and  that  the  fact  of  its  existence  lay  at 
the  root  of  that  widespread  feeling  of 
discontent  and  insecurity  which  was  the 
main  source  of  the  industrial  and  politi- 
cal evils  of  Ireland.  They  asked  the 
State,  therefore,  to  assume  the  respon- 
sibility of  sayinff  what  a  fair  rent  was, 
and  to  dedare  mat  no  landlord  shoTild 
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be  allowed  to  avail  himself  of  the  pecu- 
liar circumstaiioes  of  the  country  to 
exact  more  than  that  fair  rent  for  the 
land.  They  were  willing  to  assent  to 
any  proposal  to  ascertain,  in  case  of  dis- 
pute, the  fair  value,  valued  in  the  most 
impartial  manner;  but  they  emphati- 
cally stated  that  no  settlement  of  the 
Irish  Land  Question  could  be  final  or 
effectual  which  left  to  the  landlord  the 
power  of  indefinitely  raising  rent. 
While  that  power  was  retained,  it 
would  always  oe  possible  to  defeat  the 
most  stringent  provisions,  and  no  means 
provided  for  the  protection  of  the  tenant 
would  make  him  secure.  They  might 
think  the  English  system  of  large  farms 
cidtivated  by  hired  labour  better  than 
the  Irish  system.  It  might  be  so,  but 
no  one  in  ms  sober  senses  could  think  it 
possible  to  establish  that  system  in  Ire- 
land. It  would  amount  to  a  revolution 
in  the  ideas  and  habits  of  the  people. 
They  could  not  expect  to  establish  it  by 
abstaining  from  legislative  interference 
and  leaving  the  power  of  the  landlord 
uncontroU^.  That  plan  had  been  tried 
for  many  years,  and  had  proved  the 
most  dismal  of  failures.  It  had  now 
been  partially  abandoned,  and  restric- 
tions and  penalties  previously  unknown 
had  been  imposed  upon  the  landowner. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  Act  of  1870 
was  to  introduce  the  English  system 
into  Ireland.  It  was  rather  a  step  in 
the  other  direction.  In  fact,  it  was 
based  throughout  on  the  assumption 
that  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were 

Peculiar,  and  required  special  treatment, 
'o  establish  the  English  agricultural 
economy  in  Ireland  would  involve  two 
things.  They  would  have  to  find  a 
large  nimiber  of  capitalist-farmers,  and 
and  to  reduce  the  bulk  of  the  existing 
pefisant-f armors  to  the  condition  of  hired 
labourers.  Such  a  project  was  too  ut- 
terly impracticable  to  be  worth  discus- 
sion. The  agricultural  economy  of 
Great  Britain  was  exceptional,  and  it 
was  only  rendered  tolerable  by  circum- 
stances which  did  not  exist  in  Ireland, 
or  in  most  other  countries.  What  they 
had  to  do  was  to  legislate  in  the  best 
way  they  could  for  the  actual  state  of 
things.  They  should  dismiss  the  idea 
from  their  minds  that  the  Irish  problem 
was  parallel  to  anv  which  had  to  be 
solved  on  this  side  of  the  Channel, 
or  that  anything  they  might  do  there 
would  be   a  precedent  for  a   similar 
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course  here.  They  could  not  set  up 
artificially  a  large  number  of  wealthy 
farmers  in  Irelaiid,  nor  divorce  the 
eidsting  cultivators  &om  the  soil,  and 
transform  them  into  hired  labourers. 
What  they  had  to  do  was  this— to  make 
the  best  of  the  existing  tenants,  and  to 
surround  them  with  the  conditions  which 
were  universally  recognized  to  be  the 
moBti>otent  incitements  to  the  pruden- 
tial virtues — namely,  security  for  the 
fruits  of  their  labour,  and  a  permanent 
interest  in  the  soil.  Do  that,  and  they 
would  not  only  have  placed  the  one 
great  industrial  pursuit  of  the  Irish 
people  on  a  sound  economical  basis,  but 
would  have  dried  up  the  sources  of  a 
perennial  spring  of  social  and  political 
trouble  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary to  interfere  with  the  legitimate  pe- 
cuniary rights,  either  actual  or  pros- 
pective, of  a  single  landlord.  Security 
of  the  oocimier  £d  not  imply  the  non- 
payment 01  rent,  or  the  payment  of  any- 
thing less  than  a  full  rent.  It  meant 
simply  freedom  from  capricious  eviction, 
and  protection  from  arbitrary  exaction. 
Give  that  protection  to  the  occupiers  of 
land  in  Ireland,  and  they  would  raise 
up  an  element  of  stability  in  the  popu- 
lation which  would  be  the  best  guaran- 
tee of  order  and  of  progress.  Two  or 
three  hundred  thousand  sturdy  and  inde- 
pendent peasants,  seeing  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  law  and  order  the  secure  and 
quiet  enjoyment  of  their  fields  and  fire- 
sides, woiud  banish  fas  more  effectively 
than  all  the  coercion  laws  that  ever 
could  be  passed  the  disturbing  and  dan- 
gerous elements  of  society.  Not  a  man 
who  would  be  thus  **  rooted  to  the 
soil"  but  would  be  Conservative,  not  in 
the  sense  which  regarded  that  word  as 
the  badge  of  a  Party,  but  in  the  sense 
which  marked  a  secure  and  happy  social 
state.  With  the  settlement  of^tne  Land 
Question  would  disappear  the  last  great 
barrier  to  the  cordial  union  of  classes 
in  Ireland.  Differences  of  race  and  his- 
tory, memories  of  conquest  and  confis- 
cation, persecution  on  account  of  reli- 
gious belief,  the  long-continued  exclusion 
of  the  great  body  of  the  people  from 
political  rights,  had  all  contributed  to 
create  a  great  gulf.  The  wiser  views 
and  juster  spirit  of  recent  times  were 
gradually  filling  up  the  chasm.  The 
land  still  remained  a  source  of  discord 
and  contention.  He  was  afraid  it  was  in 
vain  to  hope  for  a  cordial  union  between 
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the  lancSord  and  the  tenant.  Land- 
owners were  no  exception  to  the  general 
rule  whicli  made  change  unpopular  with 
eyerj  interest  that  had  to  oe  disturhed 
and  reformed;  while  the  farmers  thought 
no  effort  too  great  to  get  themselves  re- 
lieyed  from  a  position,  if  not  of  actual 
oppression,  at  all  eyents  of  painful  in- 
security. The  influence  of  this  dissen- 
sion affected  the  whole  character  of 
social  and  political  life.  It  tended  to 
produce  the  most  dangerous  separation 
that  could  exist  in  any  society — ^the 
divorce  of  property  and  social  influence 
from  |>olitical  power.  If  they  removed 
this  disturbing  and  perplexing  agrarian 
dispute,  every  year  that  passed  would 
diminish  that  separation,  until  at  last 
the  quiet  operation  of  time  would  have 
moulded  all  classes  into  a  harmonious 
and  well-regulated  community.  With 
ike  softening  of  social  divisions  would 
vanish  the  gravest  difficulties  in  the 
government  of  Ireland.  Questions  of 
importance  would,  no  doubt,  remain; 
but  they  would  have  taken  a  more  sober 
tone,  and  they  would  be  advocated  in  a 
milder  spirit.  The  rank,  wealth,  and 
culture  of  the  country,  which  were  iden- 
fied  with  the  ownership  of  the  soil, 
would  be  no  longer  out  of  harmony  with 
popular  feeling  and  with  those  who  held 
m  their  hands  the  control  of  electoral 
power.  If  they  thought  cultured  classes 
were  the  natural  leaders  of  the  people, 
let  them  be  assured  that  they  would 
never  take  their  "place  imtil  this  question 
was  set  at  rest.  On  the  landowners 
themselves — and  he  spoke  as  one  of 
them — ^he  believed  no  greater  benefit 
could  be  conferred  than  by  depriving 
them  of  a  power  which,  sometimes 
abused,  and  always  resented,  was  in 
no  respect  necessary  for  their  protec- 
tion or  their  prosperity — ^to  leave  them 
free  to  assert  amongst  a  sensitive  and 
warm-hearted  people  the  natural  and, 
legitimate  influence  of  their  position. 
He  was  not  able  to  see  in  the  present 
state  of  things  any  element  of  perma- 
nence or  any  hope  of  contentment.  If 
he  could,  he  would  not  support  any  at- 
tempt to  re-open  the  question.  He 
believed  the  inevitable  solution  must 
come  from  the  direction  and  in  the 
mode  he  had  indicated.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  the  sooner  it  came,  the 
easier  it  would  be  found,  and  the 
greater  would  be  its  effect  in  promoting 
the  welfSeure  of  Ireland  and  the  good 
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BEUBN  said,  he  felt  it  a  duty, 
and  that  he  should  not  be  worthy  of  a 
seat  in  that  House,  if  he  did  not  oppose 
such  a  BiU  as  that,  which  he  beCeved 
would  tend,  not  to  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
but  would  be  one  more  step  to  encourac^e 
agitation.  The  Bill  proposed  to  estab- 
lish fixity  of  tenure  at  valued  rents  and 
the  right  of  free  sale  by  the  tenant. 
What  was  the  reason  for  a  change  so 
frmdamentalinitsprinciples  as  that  asked 
from  Parliament  by  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  ?  Two  separate  kinds  of  arguments 
had  been  advanced.  It  was  alleged  by 
some  that  the  land  of  the  country  was 
the  common  right  of  all,  and  that  any 
interference  with  that  right  was  wrong. 
It  was  frirther  said  in  that  House  that 
the  landowners  of  Ireland  had  ^ot  a 
right  which  they  had  abused,  and  tbere- 
fore  it  ought  to  be  taken  from  them. 
Now,  6W  to  the  first  statement,  the  right 
of  the  people  to  the  land  of  a  country, 
he  did  not  intend  to  ar^ue  it.  If  such 
was  the  right  principle,  and  if  the 
House  was  prepared  to  affirm  it,  he  held 
that  the  BiU  should  not  be  confined  to 
Ireland.  The  land  of  England  should 
be  subjected  to  the  same  principle;  that, 
however,  was  not  attempted.  He  ga- 
thered that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
relied  on  the  manner  in  which  the  land- 
lords were  said  to  have  abtised  their 
rights  in  this  way — that  they  raised 
their  rents  so  that  their  tenants  could 
not  live ;  and  next,  that  they  exercised 
their  power  of  eviction  capriciously. 
But  on  both  points  the  evidence  was  the 
other  way,  and  he  maintained  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Downing) 
had  not  proved  his  case  by  giving  one 
instance.  Had  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
abused  their  position  in  the  matter  of 
rents?  When  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
was  under  discussion,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House  went 
to  Ireland  to  investigate  the  matter  for 
themselves,  and  those  hon.  Members, 
one  of  whom  was  the  Member  for  Lin- 
lithgow (Mr.  M'Lagan)  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  land  in  Ireland  was  low 
rented,  and  that  tenants,  with  fixity  of 
tenure,  would  occupy  a  better  position 
comparatively  than  their  landlords.  He 
farther  said  it  was  no  wonder  the  tenants 
were  asking  for  fixity  of  tenure,  as  the 
rents  were  so  moderate.  When  the 
Land  Act  was  passed  the  landlords  of 
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Ireland  were  naturally  audous  to  pre- 
Berve  their  rights.  They,  therefore, 
formed  a  committee  to  colleot  informa- 
tion, and  that  committee  ascertained  that 
the  rates  of  rent  in  Ireland  were  less 
than  in  any  other  couhtry  in  Eurot>e, 
beine,  for  arable  land,  only  on  an  aver- 
age m)m  15«.  to  18«.  per  acre.  From  his 
own  experience,  he  could  say  that  land 
in  Ireland  was  let  at  a  low  rent.  In' 
an  adjoining  county  to  his,  when  it  was 
proposed  that  the  rent  of  land  should 
be  fixed,  and  that  the  valuation  of  the 
Government  assessor  should  be  taken, 
the  tenants  were  most  alarmed  because 
the  low  rents  under  which  they  held  the 
land  would  be  raised.  But  it  was  said  that 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  were  now  raising 
the  rents  excessively.  But  that  was  not 
true.  The  landlords  of  Ireland  knew  too 
well  that  if  they  raised  the  rents  to  more 
than  the  tenants  could  pay,  in  a  year  or 
two  the  latter  would  "become  broken," 
as  they  termed  it  in  Ireland,  and  the 
landlord  lost  the  rent  altogether.  Con- 
siderations of  self-interest,  if  no  other, 
would  therefore  prevent  the  landlord 
from  demanding  an  excessive  rent.  Then 
it  was  said  that  it  was  objectionable  that 
the  landlords  should  have  the  power  of 
raising  the  rent  to  any  amount  they 
thought  fit.  But  he  denied  that  they  had 
such  a  power.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  had  quoted  one  case  where  the 
rents  were  high;  but,  because  it  was 
istated  that  there  was  abuse  in  one  case, 
was  it  to  be  held  that  there  was  to  be  a 
change  in  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland  ?  He  had  never  heard 
of  such  a  case  in  his  part  of  the  country 
as  that  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  he  was  sure,  if  there  were  any  such 
cases  in  Ireland,  the  House  would  hear 
of  them  from  hon.  Members  opposite. 
As  to  free  sale,  of  which  they  had  heard, 
it  seemed  that  it  was  the  idea  that  the 
fee-simple  would  be  taken  away  from 
the  landlord  and  handed  over  to  the 
tenant,  who  might  sell  it  to  the  person 
who  would  give  the  highest  price. 
Well,  that  was  tantamount  to  trans- 
ferring the  property  of  the  landlord  to 
the  tenant  without  compensation,  and  he 
could  not  consent  to'such  a  proposition. 
When  he  came  to  ask  what  was  left  to 
the  landlords,  he  was  told  that  the  rights 
of  the  mines  and  minerals  and  of  the 
game  were ;  left  to  them ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  he  did  not  value  his  rights 
in  those  matters  at  a  high  figure.    But, 


even  as  to  the  game,  it  appeared  the 
landlord  was  only  to  have  the  right  to 
go  over  his  land  and  shoot  what  the 
tenant  had  left.  It  was  said  that  a 
better  cultivation  of  the  land  in  Ireland 
could  not  be  obtained  without  security 
of  tenure.  He  would  like  to  hear  more 
said  about  security  of  tenure  as  com- 
pared with  fixity  of  tenure,  for  the  terms 
were  not  at  all  synonymous.  The  truth, 
however,  was  that  in  nine  cases  out  of 
ten  in  Ireland  security  of  tenure  already 
existed.  He  knew  that  the  great  majority 
of  landlords  had  the  greatest  desire  not  to 
disturb  a  tenant  in  Ms  holding,  and  with 
that  view  in  times  of  trouble  they  made 
great  sacrifices,  and  gave  them  the 
greatest  indulgence  in  the  payment  of 
their  rent.  Under  the  present  system, 
thus  administered,  the  tenant  had  far 
greater  security  of  tenure  than  he  would 
have  under  a  system  under  which  he 
would  be  liable  to  eviction  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  under  which  he  could 
expect  no  indulgence  from  a  landlord 
who  would  only  have  a  rent-charge  upon 
his  estate.  Moreover,  according  to  the 
evidence  of  an  hon.  Member  of  that 
House— the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgow 
(Mr.  M*Lacan) — in  cases  where  there 
were  long  leases,  the  land  was  not  so 
well  cultivated  as  in  other  cases.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  stated  its  object  to 
be  the  promotion  of  the  peace  anopros- 
perity  of  the  country ;  but  did  the  Hoiuse 
suppose  that,  if  it  were  passed,  those 
from  whom  it  emanated  would  be  satis- 
fied to  allow  matters  to  remain  where 
it  would  place  them  ?  There  were  al- 
ready indications  of  an  agitation  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  for  the  breaking  up  of 
large  farms,  as  a  proof  of  which  he 
would  refer  to  the  speech  of  a  rev.  gen- 
tleman in  that  part  of  Ireland.  In  truth, 
it  was  absurd  to  eicpect  that  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  would  be  satisfied  with  a 
measure  which  would  impose  rents  fixed 
by  valuation,  in  a  great  proportion  of 
instances  higher  than  those  which  were 
at  present  paid.  At  a  meeting  of  an 
influential  farmers'  club  the  greatest 
disappointment  was  expressed  at  it,  and 
no  settlement  could  be  effected  by  it. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  reject  a  Bill 
which  could  not  be  cmything  but  in- 
jurious to  Ireland  and  its  interests. 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  said,  that  although 
two  years  ago^  he  had  voted  for  tibe 
Bill,  he  was  not  now  prepared  to  do  so, 
because  if  l^e  House  passed  it  they 
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would  pass  a  measure  whioh  was  both 
unwise  and  unjust.  It  was  unwise, 
because  it  would  hand  over  the  land  of 
Ireland  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  on  a 
£xed  rent  subject  to  re-valuation — a 
result  which  would  tend  to  excite  angry 
feelings ;  because  the  landlords  would/.in 
that  case,  naturally  endeavour,  in  order 
to  protect  themselves,  to  increase  the 
rents  to  the  highest  possible  figure.  He 
did  not  deny  me  right  of  the  State  to 
take  the  estates  of  the  landlords  if  the 
interests  of  the  State  required  this  to  be 
•done.  But  in  that  case  the  landlords 
would  be  entitled  to  compensation.  This 
Bill,  however,  contained  no  mention  of 
compensation,  and  for  that  reason  he 
said  that  it  was  an  unjust  Bill.  If  it 
contained  the  smallest  element  of  com- 
pensation to  the  landlord,  it  would  have 
a  very  much  stronger  claim  than  now 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Q!hen  the  Bill  was  objectionable  on  an- 
other ground.  He  could  not  admit  that 
a  tenant  who  took  his  farm  yesterday  on 
certain  legal  conditions  which  he  well 
knew  was  entitled  to  the  same  rights 
and  privileges  as  the  tenant  whose 
family  had  held  the  farm  for  perhaps 
100  years,  and  had  thus  acquired  a 
kind  of  moral  right  to  continue  in  its 
occupation.  The  Bill  was  therefore 
further  imjust,  inasmuch  as  it  made  no 
distinction  between  these  two  cases. 
Again,  the  Bill  would  convey  the  land 
of  the  landlords  to  the  tenants  on 
the  payment  of  a  fixed  rent.  But  he 
would  ask  whether  there  were  no  con- 
ditions under  which  a  man  was  to  be 
entitled  to  recover  his  own  lai^d?  He 
could  certainly  conceive  such  a  state  of 
affairs  in  many  cases,  and  he  would 
instance  one.  Suppose  a  village  on  the 
estate  of  a  landlord  grew  to  be  a  small 
town,  with  the  wants  of  a  thriving  and 
rising  community  for  public  building 
and  other  improvements.     If  this  Bill 

Sassed,  a  landlord  would  not  be  able  to 
o  anything  to  develop  such  a  town,  or 
to  provide  for  its  wants ;  because,  when- 
ever he  tried  to  do  anything  for  its  im- 
provement, he  would  be  met  by  an 
impregnable  barrier  in  the  rights  of  the 
tenants  and  their  fixity  of  tenure  in  the 
land.  There  was,  however,  one  ele- 
ment of  the  measure  which  he  could 
praise.  He  thought  that  that  part  of 
the  measure  which  related  to  arbitration 
as  to  the  amount  of  rent  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  would  be  useful.    He 

Mr.  A.  Moore 


oould  not  disguise  from  himself  that  many 
of  the  troubles  which  existed  between 
landlord  and  tenant  sprang  from  the 
matter  of  disputes  as  to  rent,  and  he  be- 
lieved arbitration  would  do  a  great  deal 
of  good.  It  could  not  be  a  healthy  state 
of  things  when  they  found  a  man  con- 
tending with  50  tenants  at  the  same 
time,  and  when  so  many  notices  to  quit 
arising  out  of  disputes  as  to  the  amount 
of  rent  were  served,  as  was  the  case  at 
present.  This  should  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  he  thought  that  if  the  arbitration 
clause  were  passed,  and  some  legal 
means  of  arbitrating  between  landlord 
and  tenant  were  provided,  it  would  be  a 
step  in  the  right  direction  which  would 
have  a  happy  result,  and  many  of  the 
difficulties  wmch  now  existed  in  Ireland 
would  thereby  be  terminated.  He  had, 
indeed,  been  told  that  no  satisfactory 
Court  of  Arbitration  could  be  found, 
that  it  would  be  a  mockery,  because  no 
Court  of  the  land  could  resist  the  popular 
pressure  to  which  it  would  be  exposed. 
But,  at  the  most,  that  only  amounted  to 
an  allegation  that  the  proposed  tribimal 
like  all  others  of  human  origin  would 
have  its  imperfections.  He  did  not, 
however,  believe  that  they  would  be 
such  as  to  interfere  seriously  with  its 
usefulness,  or  be  an  important  drawback 
upon  the  improvement  which  it  was  cal- 
culated to  effect  in  diminishing,  if  not 
preventing,  those  arbitrary  and  capri- 
cious evictions,  which  were  the  cause  of 
so  much  misfortune  and  unhappiness  in 
Ireland. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Bruen)  alleged 
that  the  Bill  would,  among  other  mat- 
ters, interfere  with  the  landlord's  right 
to  game — would  prevent  him,  in  fact, 
from  walking  over  his  own  land,  and 
would  confiscate  improvements  made  by 
him.  "Well,  his  answer  to  that  was 
this — let  them  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into 
Committee,  for  those  were  points  which 
should  be  dealt  with  in  Committee,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
would  find  meiny  hon.  Members  on  his 
(Major  Nolan's)  side  of  the  House  ready 
to  vote  with  him.  It  was  said  that  the 
present  Bill  should  be  rejected,  because 
it  would  only  stimidate  the  cry  for  more; 
but  that  was  really  only  the  answer 
given  to  Oliver  Twist's  request  for  more 
porridge.  The  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
had  also  said  that  the  Bill  woidd  take 
away  from  the  landlords  the  little  power 
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that  was  left  in  their  hands  by  the  Bill 
of  1870.  That  BiU  was  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ghreenwich,  and  lately,  when  he  was 
attacked  for  having  connsoated  the  land- 
lord's property,  he  stated  that  since  the 
passing  of  that  Act  the  average  price  of 
land,  as  shown  by  the  sales  in  the  En- 
cumbered Estates  Court,  had  actually 
increased.  A^ain,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  had  told 
them  that  it  was  not  fair  for  them  to 
bring  first  principles  up  for  discussion. 
He  (Major  r^olan)  was  opposed  to  his 
hon.  Enend  in  that  respect,  and  asked 
in  what  condition  many  of  the  first  coun- 
tries of  Europe  would  now  have  been 
placed  had  they  not  considered  first 
principles?  It  would  have  applied 
equally  to  the  abolition  of  slavery  in 
the  United  States  and  of  serfdom  in 
Bussia.  He  asked  the  House  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  without 
a  division;  for  in  Oommittee  it  could 
be  considered  in  det^  and  he  was  per- 
suaded that  many  hon.  Gentlemen, 
when  they  came  to  look  into  the  Bill, 
would  find  it  of  the  greatest  importance. 
When  it  reached  that  stage  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  oppose  the  cmuses  that  had 
been  condemned,  if  they  were  deemed  to 
be  objectionable  in  their  operation. 
There  were,  however,  good  clauses  in 
the  BiU,  and  they  would  remedy  glaring 
defects  in  the  law.  One  of  mese  was 
that  no  compensation  was  payable  to 
under-tenants,  for  whom,  when  removed, 
there  was  no  resource  but  to  go  to  Ame- 
rica^  as  they  did  not  constitute  a  peasant- 
class  such  as  was  understood  oy  that 
description  in  this  country.  Under  the 
present  system  landowners  had  the 
power  to  confiscate  all  improvements, 
the  exercise  of  which  power  had  been 
the  catise  of  great  emigration.  In  the 
Bill  there  was  provision  made  for  a 
Court  of  Arbitration  to  settle  any  dis- 
putes that  might  arise  as  to  the  rent  to 
be  paid.  That  was  a  very  valuable  pro- 
vision; but  if  it  was  feared  its  operation 
might  prove  iniurious,  the  Government 
might,  if  they  mou^ht  fit,  insert  restric- 
tions to  mard  against  rents  being  un- 
reasonab^  reduced.  He  desired  that 
the  Bill  should  be  discussed  on  its 
merits.  It  had  for  three  Sessions  con- 
secutively been  introduced,  but  had  al- 
ways proved  unsuccessM.  It  was  more 
than  probable  that  next  year  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  would  be  sent  to  their 

VOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thied  skkibs.] 


constituents,  and  in  the  case  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Irish  Members,  they  would 
have  to  state  that  they  had  done  their 
best  to  pass  into  law  a  Bill  to  regulate 
the  present  obnoxious  Land  Laws,  but 
could  make  no  impression  in  Parliament. 
He  trusted  the  fix)use  would  see  its  way 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  R.  E.  PLUNKETT:  Sir,  I 
should  not  have  taken  ]part  in  this  de- 
bate had  not  my  hon.  Fnend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blennerhassett)  chal- 
lenged me  to  answer  him.  Of  that  part 
of  £as  speech  which  consisted  of  a  lecture 
upon  the  Law  of  Contract,  I  wiU  say 
nothing  beyond  that,  historically,  it  has 
an  interest,  but  it  has  no  bearing  upon 
the  Bill.  That  which  bore  upon  the 
question,  I  will  answer  with  one  clause 
&om  the  BiU.  My  hon.  Friend  claims 
that  this  is  a  BiU  dealing  with  cottier 
tenancies,  and  that  it  is  to  be  judged 
solely  by  its  bearing  upon  cottier  te- 
nure. The  first  words  of  Clause  40  are 
— **  Where  any  farm  shaU  exceed  60 
acres."  This  at  once  disposes  of  his  ar- 
gument that  the  BiU  is  one  of  cottier 
tenure.  But  as  a  little  experience  is 
worth  a  good  deal  of  argument,  I  wiU 
relate  a  case  which  came  under  my  own 
notice,  and  wiU  show  how  this  BiU 
would  affect  such  cases.  Some  nine 
years  ago  a  tenant  holding  somewhat 
over  60  acres — ^Irish— on  a  long  lease 
at  a  low  rent,  demanded  that  I  should 
buy  him  out  before  the  expiration  of 
his  lease,  which  had  then  seven  or  eight 
years  to  nm.  If  I  did  not  buy  it,  he 
said  he  would  ruin  the  farm.  I  refused 
his  terms,  and  though  restrained  by  his 
lease  from  breaking  up  an  acre  of  his 
farm,  which  was  rich  old  pasture,  he 
broke  it  aU  up.  By  an  oversight  in 
drawing  the  lease,  no  penalty  had  been 
fixed  in  case  of  a  violation  of  its  provi- 
sions. My  tenant  took  six  successive 
white  crops  off  the  farm,  and  never  put 
in  a  single  barrow-load  of  manure.  He 
did  not  keep  live  stock  of  any  sort 
upon  the  farm.  At  the  end  of  his  lease, 
having  broken  up  and  ruined  an  excel- 
lentfarm,  hedaimed  £2,222  for  improve- 
ments. The  case  went  before  the  County 
Chairman,  and  I  wiU  now  teU  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blen- 
nerhassett) why  I  object  to  County  Chair- 
men as  Judges  on  land  questions.  The 
Chairman  made  a  feeble  protest  against 
the  iniquity  of  the  daim ;  but,  by  way  of 
making  things  pleasant,  aUowed  some- 
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fiuppoited  the  Bill  beoanse  he  bdieyed 
tiiat  the  ordinary  eoonomio   oond^ns 
which  regulated  the  price  of  any  oom- 
modity  cud  not  apply  in  regard  to  the 
price  paid  for  the  use  of  land  in  Ireland ; 
and  that  in  consequence  of  the  immense 
competition  for  that  oommodiiy,  the  £eut 
rent,  which  he  termed  the  economic  rent, 
wasTeryoffcen  exceeded.  He(theO'Oonor 
Don)  would  not  dispute  that  the  compe- 
tition rent  was  often  in  excess  of  what 
the  true  eoonomio  rent  would  be;  but 
he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him,  whether  the  actual 
rents  which  were  paid  were  not  stUl 
offcener  lower  than  me  econ(»nic  rents  i 
Was  it  not  the  fact  that  taking  most  of 
the  large  and   long-settled  estates  in 
Ireland,  the  rents  would  be  fbund  to  be 
very  much  lower  than  liie  standard  of 
the  economic  rent,  or  the  standard  fixed 
in  the  Bill ;  and  if  the  operations  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  keep  down  the  rraits  in 
the  one  instance,  would  it  not  equally 
tend  to  raise  them  in  the  oth^?    He 
asked,  did  the  people  of  Ireland  under- 
stand this,  or  did  they  want  it?    He 
felt  sure  that  if  they  understood  it,  they 
would  not  want  it.    There  were  estates  in 
Ireland  on  which  the  rental  had  not  been 
raised  for  generations.   Th^ew^re  cases 
in  which  the  rents  paid  now  were  actually 
lower  than  they  were  60  years  ago,  on 
which  the  reductions  made  in  the  ramine 
times  had  never  been  altered,  and  on 
which  the   landlord    and   his   tenants 
lived  in  the  greatest  amity  and  good- 
will; but  if  the  Bill  passed,  all  that 
would  be  done  away  wim.    Evety  land- 
lord would  feel  bound  to  treat  his    te- 
nantry on  pure  commercial  principles,  to 
get  the  full  economic  rent  if  he  could  get 
nothing  else  out  of  his  property,  and  all 
the  friendly  relations  at  present  existing 
between  tne  good  landlord  and  his  te- 
nants would  be  done  away  with.    The 
very  agitation  for  the  Bill  was  produdng 
those  results,  and  its  passing  into  law, 
if  such  a  thing  were  possilue — ^which, 
however,  he  did  not  believe  was  the  case 
— would  make  these  results  inevitable 
in  every  case.    He  would  not  dwell  any 
longer  on  his  objections  to  the  Bill ;  he 
would  rather  consider  whether  any,  and 
if  so  what  alterations  ouffht  to  be  made 
in  the  present  system  of  land  occupancy 
in  Ireland.    He  had  often  been  taunted, 
both  in  and  out  of  the  House,  that  whilst 
objecting  to  that  and  other  proposals  he 
suggested  nothing  in  their  stead.    He 


thing  like  half  of  it.  There  was  fortu- 
nately an  appeal  to  "  the  going  Judge 
of  Assize."  Upon  appeal,  Hie  tenant's 
case  was  conducted  by  Mr.  Butt  and 
three  other  Q.0.'8 ;  but  he  was  defeated 
upon  eveiy  coimt,  and  the  decision  of 
the  Chairman  reversed.  Now,  had  this 
BiU  been  parsed  then,  what  would  its 
operation  have  been  ?  Not  only  would 
^e  tenant,  who  had  ruined  my  farm, 
become  its  possessor  for  ever,  but  the 
low  rent  he  paid  would  have  been  re- 
duced by  the  amount  allowed  by  the 
Chairman  on  the  claim  for  "  improve- 
ments." For  although  Clause  68  ap- 
Eears  under  the  heading,  "  Persons 
oldin^  under  a  lease  not  entitled  to 
apply,"  it  really  provides  that  he  is  not 
to  apply  for  fixity  of  tenure  during  the 
continuance  of  his  tenure  under  lease; 
but  at  any  time  within  12  months  of  tiie 
expiration  of  his  lease  he  may  apply, 
and  the  Act  shall  take  effect  as  soon  as 
his  lease  expires.  Sir,  I  think  I  have 
met  the  challenge  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  have  answered  his  speech.  I  will 
only  point  out  that  Clause  60,  under  the 
heading,  "Arrears  of  rent  to  be  paid," 
provides  that  in  no  case  shall  more  than 
one  year's  arrears  be  paid ;  but  I  have 
said  enough  to  condemn  this  Bill,  and 
will  conclude  in  words  quoted  by  my 
hon.  Friend,  that  it  is  "  an  ignoble  and 
dishonest  attempt  to  transfer  to  people 
in  Ireland  property  which  does  not  be- 
long to  them." 

The  O'CONOE  DON  said,  that  having 
on  former  occasions  very  fully  stated  his 
objections  to  the  Bill,  he  did  not  intend 
on  that  occasion  to  repeat  them  in  detail. 
He  might  say  in  a  general  way  tiiat  he 
still  beueved  if  the  Sill  were  passed  and 
carried  out  according  to  its  prmciples,  it 
would  cause  the  greatest  dissatimaction 
and  confusion  in  Lreland — ^that  it  wotdd 
destroy  the  amicable  relations  existing 
between  many  of  the  occupiers  and 
owners  of  land  in  that  country,  and 
instead  of  being  a  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question,  would  only  be  a  prelude 
to  an  agitation  of  a  far  more  formidable 
character  than  any  which  had  previously 
existed.  If  he  did  not  conscientiously 
believe  what  he  was  now  stating,  he 
would  not  oppose  it,  for  it  was  a  serious 
thing  for  one  in  his  position  to  do.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  his,  the  jtmior  Member 
for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blennerhassett),  whom 
they  always  heard  with  very  great  plea- 
sure in  that  House,  had  stated  that  he 
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did  not  udmit  tibe  jnstioe  of  tlMtbe  tatmts. 
He  was  not  bonnd  to  propose  a  land 
system  tor  Ir^and.  He  did  not  occupy 
any  responsiMe  position  'which  invol^^ 
snch  a  duty,  and  he  had  neither  been 
commissioned  nor  deputed  by  any  Party 
in  Ireland  to  formulate  any  detailed 
or  definite  plan;  but  whilst  he  demurred 
altoffel^er  to  the  a^zument  that  because 
he  objected  to  tiie  Bill  he  was  boimd  to 
supply  anothes^  in  its  place,  he  had  no 
objection  to  state  in  a  general  way  the 
principles  upon  which  he  thought  any 
legislation  on  this  subject  to  be  effectiye 
should  be  based.  The  demand  through- 
out Ireland  was  a  demand  for  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  that  was  Ihe  demand  which 
was  attempted  to  be  dealt  with  in  the 
Bill.  There  was  no  use  in  concealing  the 
fact  that  a  great  majority  of  the  tenant- 
occupiers  of  Ireland  belieyed  that  they 
had  a  right  to  continuous  occupancy 
of  l^eir  holdings.  He  did  not  mean 
a  legal  ri^ht,  but  a  moral  right,  and 
that  moral  rieht  Ihey  were  determined, 
if  iikej  possibly  could,  to  turn  into  a 
legal  right.  Hence  all  the  agitation,  and 
hence  the  production  of  the  Bill.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt)  had,  on  former 
occasions,  explained  very  fully  and  fairly 
the  origin  of  this  claim.  To  understand 
it,  he  most  riehtly  said,  one  should  go 
ba<dc  and  study  me  history  of  Ireland. 
Ireland  was  a  land  of  confiscations.  The 
soil  of  Ireland  had  almost  all  been  con- 
fiscated at  one  time  or  another,  some  of 
it  three  or  four  times  over,  and  new 
lords  had  been  placed  over  it,  aliens  in 
race,  and  feeling,  and  religion,  and  re- 
garded as  outsiders  by  the  nation.  In 
some  instances  the  confiscations  were 
conditional  upon  tiie  retention  of  ti^e 
occupiers,  ana  in  all  instances,  the  native 
occupiers  were  imbued  with  the  feeling 
that  whatever  the  law  might  say,  they 
had  a  moral  tight  to  keep  possession  of 
their  holdings — ^that  if  they  paid  a  fair 
rent  or  value  to  Ihe  owner  he  had  no 
reason  to  complain,  and  that  was  all  he 
was  entitled  to  receive.  That  feeling 
was  strengthened  by  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  occupier  in  most  cases  was  left  to 
make  for  himself  all  necessary  improve- 
ments on  his  farm;  he  had  to  put  up 
all  the  buildings,  fences,  and  other 
fixtures ;  he  had  to  drain  and  reclaim ; 
he  had  with  the  hard  sweat  of  his 
brow  to  turn  barren,  unproductive  waste 
into  food-producing  pasture  or  tillage ; 


and  having  done  all  that,  he  naturally 
believed  that  the  land  which  he  had  so 
worked  on,  and  which  he  had  thus  trans- 
formed ought  to  be  his  own,  so  fSar,  at 
least,  that  ne  ought  to  be  sure  that  its 
occupancy  would  not  be  taken  from  him. 
In  the  North  of  Ireland,  where  the  sys- 
tem of  tenant-right  grew  up,  that  feelmg 
was  sanctioned  by  a  custom  whicb  had 
almost  the  force  and  operation  of  law, 
and  a  custom  which,  by  the  Act  of  1870, 
received  the  sanction  of  law.  Well,  this 
was  the  ori^  and  justification  of  the 
claim  for  fixity  of  tenure.  A  moment's 
consideration  would  show  that  this  claim 
was  really  to  all  intents  and  pur^ses  a 
daim  for  joint  ownership  in  the  soil,  and 
he  considered  that  it  was  very  important 
that  this  fact  should  be  borne  in  mind. 
What  the  Irish  t^iant  claimed — ^what 
he  honestly  believed  he  had  a  right  to 
— ^was  joint  ownership  witii  the  land- 
lord, the  landlord  being  entitled  to  the 
rent,  and  the  tenant  to  the  occupation. 
That  being  the  case,  what  they  hail  next 
to  consider  was  who  were  entitled  to 
make  this  claim,  upon  what  conditions 
should  it  be  reco^^nized,  and  how  far 
would  its  recognition  interfere  with  the 
rights  already  guaranteed  by  Parliament 
to  the  owners.  There  were  in  Ireland 
two  dasses  of  occupiers,  holding  totally 
distinct  and  different  positions.  There 
was  the  class  of  capitalist  farmers,  the 
large  graziers,  tiie  men  who  had  taken 
farms  of  late  years  under  the  English 
tenure,  men  wno  followed  fiarming  as  a 
commercial  pursuit,  who  could  either 
retain  or  give  up  a  farm,  just  as  they 
found  whe&er  they  were  making  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  profit  or  not,  and  men 
who,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  cor- 
responded in  every  rei^ect  to  their 
brethren  in  England.  He  could  see  no 
reason  for  dealing  with  those  men  in  any 
different  way  from  that  in  which  such 
men  were  dealt  with  in  England.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  past  history  of  Ire- 
land to  justify  a  daim  on  their  part  to 
obtain  a  part  ownership  in  the  boH. 
They  were  not  the  descendants  of  the 
ancient  natives ;  they  had  not  obtained 
possession  upon  any  tadt  or  ex- 
pressed understanding  that  t^eir  occu- 
pation was  to  be  of  any  longer  duration 
than  the  tenns  of  their  leases  or  the 
will  of  the  owners  might  dictate ;  there 
was  no  general  feeling  in  Ireland  in 
favourof  their  obiaininganything  beyond 
what  they  already  possessed ;  and  most 
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of  ihem  were  men  of  too  muoh  intelli- 
gence and  too  fetir-minded  to  think  that 
any  real  benefit  would  aoome  to  the 
country,  or,  in  the  long  run,  even  to 
themselves,  by  a  violent  transfer  of  pro- 
perty from  the  owners  to  themselves; 
for  they  could  not  help  foreseeing 
that  the  very  same  reasons  which 
would  justify  such  a  transfer  would 
equally  juslify  a  demand  that  their 
farms  should  be  taken  from  them,  and 
cut  up  into  smaller  divisions  and  given 
to  the  workings  population.  But  there 
was  another  dass  of  occupiers  in  Ire- 
land whose  position  was  totally  different 
— ^they  were  the  men  who  had  an  his- 
toriccd  claim  to  the  occupancy  of  their 
lands.  The  men  who,  in  the  Northern 
counties,  had  this  recognized  by  the 
existence  of  the  custom  to  which  he 
had  alluded  before — ^the  men  who,  in 
the  other  parts  of  Ireland,  had  either 
reclaimed  the  land  from  barrenness,  or 
whose  families  had  lived  on  it  for 
generations — ^the  men  who  were  the 
actual  tillers  and  cultivators  of  the  soil ; 
to  whom  its  retention  was  an  almost 
absolute  necessity  ;  who,  if  they  gave  it 
up  had  nothing  before  them  but  the 
workhouse  or  starvation;  who  were 
generally  men  not  in  a  position  to  make 
a  fair  bargain  for  their  holdings,  and 
from  whom  an  unfair  and  exorbitant  rent 
might  be  exacted — it  was  with  these 
men,  and  these  men  only,  that  they  had 
really  to  deal.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Eriend,  in  tilie  Bill  before  them,  had  in 
a  sort  of  indirect  way  recognized  this 
fact,  for  he  proposed  to  exclude  the 
grazier  class  from  its  operation ;  but, 
strangely  enough,  while  he  excluded 
all  me  grass  farms  let  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  he  proposed  to 
include  all  let  subsequently.  Now,  he 
maintained  that  in  that  very  provision 
itself,  the  vicious  character  of  the  Bill 
was  made  manifest.  Finding  that  there 
were  in  Ireland  a  class  of  occupiers  who, 
from  one  cause  or  another,  had  a  moral 
right,  or  who  believed  they  had  a  moral 
right,  to  perpetual  occupancjr,  or  a  joint 
ownership  of  the  soil,  arising  in  the 
main  out  of  the  events  of  past  centuries, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  instead  of 
meeting  their  daim  directly,  proposed  to 
alter  the  whole  system  of  land  tenures — 
to  enact  that  men  who  were  not  in  .occu- 
pation at  all  at  present,  who  had  no  pos- 
sible daims  or  rights,  but  who  hereafter 
might  get  into  occupation — should  have 
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tiie  right  to  hold  it  for  ever.  Well,  upon 
that  point  he  (the  O'Oonor  DonJ  differed 
in  toto  from  the  BiU  and  from  its  whole 
principle.  It  seemed  to  him  that  even  if 
it  were  admitted  that  there  were  certain 
classes  in  Ireland  entitled  on  account  of 
past  proceedings  to  certain  rights,  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  ascertain 
who  were  entitled  to  those  rights,  to 
what  extent  those  rights  should  be 
given,  and  then  at  once,  and  by  one  de- 
cisive act,  to  give  them  to  tiiem.  It 
was  not  by  attempting  to  interfere  with 
the  whole  system  of  tenure  of  land,  by 
violating  every  economic  law,  by  at- 
tempting to  regulate  the  price  of  a  com- 
mocQty  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  by 
regulating  not  only  its  price,  but  the 
very  quantities  and  divisions  into  which 
it  was  to  be  cut  that  they  could  settle 
this  question.  The  only  way  in  which 
it  coiidd  be  settled  was  to  meet  it  boldly. 
To  admit  at  once  that  what  was  re- 
quired was  a  transference  of  a  portion 
of  the  property  of  the  soil  from  the 
owner  to  the  occupier,  and  then  having 
admitted  that,  to  see  how  it  could  be 
most  fairly  carried  out.  Having  as- 
certained who  were  entitled  to  make 
the  daim,  the  next  step,  he  thought, 
should  be  to  determine  upon  what  con- 
ditions it  should  be  recognized.  That, 
no  doubt,  would  be  a  point  upon  which 
some  difficulty  might  arise,  for  in  it 
was  involved  the  very  difficult  ques- 
tion of  determining  what  was  a  fiEiir 
rent.  As  he  had  not  undertaken  to 
propose  a  full  and  complete  Bill  on  the 
subject,  and  as  he  did  not  wish  to  weaiy 
the  House  with  too  long  a  statement, 
he  would  merely  say  that  he  would  ac- 
cept the  proposals  in  the  Bill — ^that  the 
rent  should  be  that  which  a  solvent 
tenant  could  afford  to  pay,  and  that  he 
believed  it  would  be  possible  to  devise 
a  means  by  which  this  could  be  ascer- 
tained. The  condition  of  receiving  that 
right  of  perpetuity  should  be  either  the 
payment  of  that  rent,  or  the  payment  of 
a  sum  of  money  down  as  its  equivalent 
at  a  lower  rent.  The  conditions  of  the 
perpetuity  being  settled,  it  should  be 
offered  to  all  those  who  could  prove 
that  they  were  entitled  to  receive  it, 
and  who  daimed  to  receive  it.  It 
should  be  forced  upon  no  man;  and 
if  there  were  tenants  who  preferred  to 
remain  as  they  were,  and  to  deal  with 
their  landlords  as  they  had  done  in 
former  times,  they   should  have   the 
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free  option  to  do  so,  always  understand- 
ing distinctly  that  tiie  proposal,  when 
once  made,  was  not  to  be  repeated — 
that  this  was  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses a  re-settlement  of  the  land  of 
Ireland,  an  attempt  to  undo  all  the  mis- 
chievous consequences  of  previous  con- 
fiscations, hut  not  a  re-settlement  to 
hang  open  for  ever.  It  was  to  be  an 
act  once  done  and  then  ended,  and  those 
who  desired  should  take  advantage  of  it 
at  once  or  lose  their  right  to  claim  it 
altogether.  Well,  then,  so  far  as 
the  occupiers  woidd  be  concerned, 
these  were  the  general  principles  on 
which  he  thought  legislation  in  the 
direction  of  fixity  of  tenure,  if  it  were 
to  accomplish  any  lasting  good  results, 
must  be  based ;  but  he  had  a  word  more 
to  say  about  the  position  of  the  owners. 
No  matter  what  nad  been  their  original 
titles  to  their  land,  whether  they  dotted 
far  back,  or  were  of  recent  origin, 
whether  l^ey  were  founded  on  confisca- 
tion or  not,  he  thought  that  where  their 
fiill  legal  rights  of  ownership  had  been 
clearly  recognized  by  lapse  of  time  or 
Statute,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
justly  to  interfere  with  them,  or  take 
them  away,  without  at  least  ofiPering 
them  the  option  of  sale.  He  believed 
that  option  should  be  given  to  any  pro- 
prietor whose  tenants  claimed  and  es- 
tablished their  claims  to  this  perpetuity, 
and  that  any  proprietor  who  objected  to 
grant  the  perpetuity  should  be  compelled 
to  sell  to  the  State,  and  that  on  behdf  of 
the  publiothe  State  should  be  empowered 
to  purchase — ^infact,  thatcompulsoiy  sales 
and  purchases  should  take  place  for  that 
purpose,  as  now  compulsory  sales  took 
place  for  other  pubuc  purposes — the 
price  to  be  paid  for  the  land,  being  its 
full  value,  to  be  ascertained  by  the  same 
sort  of  evidence  now  given  of  the  value 
of  land  taken  up  for  any  other  public 
purpose.  The  State  having  purchased 
the  land  under  these  circumstances, 
should,  wherever  it  was  possible,  sell  it 
outriffht  to  the  occupiers,  or  if  they  were 
not  able  or  willing  to  purchase  it  after 
granting  the  perpetuities,  the  land  should 
be  re-sold  to  the  highest  bidder.  It  was 
possible,  of  course,  that  that  re-sale 
might  result  in  loss  to  the  State.  If  the 
supporters  of  the  BiU  were  right,  no  such 
danger  need  be  apprehended;  because 
they  maintained  that  the  granting  of 
the  perpetuities  would  in  no  way  dmii- 
niah,  but,  on  tixe  oontrary,  would  increase 


the  value  of  land ;  but  if  any  loss  should 
result,  he  thought  it  was  manifest  that 
every  principle  of  justice  required  that 
the  loss  should  fall  on  the  public,  in 
whose  interest  this  change  was  to  be 
made,  and  not  on  the  individual  land- 
owner. These  were  the  general  prin- 
ciples on  which  he  believed  the  question 
should  be  approached.  They  differed 
in  toto  from  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
They  would  leave  tenure  and  contract, 
and  all  agreements  in  land  perfectly  free. 
They  would  go  directly  to  the  evil  which 
was  sought  to  be  removed.  They  would 
tend  to  establish  an  independent  dass  of 
yeomen  in  Ireland,  every  one  of  them 
interested  in  preserving  freedom  of  con- 
tract for  the  future,  every  one  of  them 
interested  in  maintaining  law,  cmd  order, 
and  tiie  institutions  of  the  country.  He 
thought  that  for  the  establishment  of 
such  a  dass  in  Ireland  no  sacrifices  would 
be  too  great ;  and,  as  a  landlord  himself, 
he  would  only  say  that  he  would  be 
willing  to  give  up  any  of  the  rights  to 
which  he  had  been  alluding,  if  mat  re- 
sult could  only  be  brought  about.  But 
the  Bill  before  them,  and  which  they 
were  asked  to  read  a  second  time,  whilst 
nominally  proposing  to  meet  a  certain 
case,  in  reality  was  directed  to  something 
else.  And  its  justification,  being  to  se- 
cure to  certain  occupiers  a  term  of  occu- 
pancy to  which  they  had  acquired  a 
morcu  right,  its  real  effects  would  be  to 
establish  a  system  of  land  tenure  of  the 
most  harassing  and  indefensible  charac- 
ter that  could  possibly  be  imagined,  and 
a  system  of  tenure,  a  precedent  for 
which,  or  a  parallel  of  which,  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  could  not  be  found  at  the 
present  day  in  any  civilized  country  in 
the  world. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  had 
listened  with  patience  to  the  whole 
debate,  and  was  rather  astonished  at  the 
opinions  eicpressed  that  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  go  into  Committee,  and 
there  be  discussed  and  amended.  The 
last  hon.  Gentleman  who  eicpressed 
that  view  in  a  very  persuasive  manner — 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Major  Nolan) — referred  to  some 
details  in  remarks  of  a  somewhat  in- 
sidious character.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  said,  without  going  into 
particulars,  there  was  nothing  in  the 
essential  principles  of  the  Bill  which,  in 
his  opinion,  ought  to  prevent  the  House 
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from  sending  it  to  a  Oommittee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Downing), 
in  moving  the  second  reading,  had  yery 
wisely  d^lined  to  supply  the  deficiency ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought  it  must  De 
seen  that  the  third  part  of  the  Bill  con- 
tained jprinoiples  which  were  subversive 
of  the  rights  of  property,  and  which  in 
time  would  be  equally  subversive  of  the 
best  interests  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
and  upon  that  ground  he  was  of  (pinion 
that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  give  the 
Bill  a  second  reading.  He  concurred  in 
the  observations  which  had  already  been 
made  with  respect  to  passing  by  without 
discussion  the  first  part  of  the  Bill; 
because  it  was  the  third  part  of  the 
measure  which  must  be  taken  as  the 
part  of  the  Bill  in  which  its  principle 
was  to  be  found.  He,  however,  ventured 
to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  first  part  was 
concerned,  hon.  Gentlemen  might  have 
been  able  to  find  many  topics  to  discuss 
in  Oommittee,  and  he  thought  the  same 
observations  would  apply  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill.  But  the  third  part 
had  been  put  forward  as  that  which 
contained  the  essential  principles  of  the 
Bill.  Before  he  referred  to  the  third 
part,  he  wished  to  make  one  very  short 
observation  on  an  apparently  small 
clause  in  the  second  part,  because  it  led 
up  to  the  entire  Bill.  The  Land  Act  of 
1870,  which  must  be  regarded  by  the 
country  as  a  measure  wmch  had  been 
fairly  and  honestly  worked,  contained 
the  principle,  that  freedom  of  contract 
in  land  must  be  accepted  as  a  reasonable 
and  necessary  governing  principle ;  but 
there  was  a  qualification  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ghreenwich  and  those  who  assisted  him 
in  carrying  on  the  Government  of  the 
country  at  the  time.  They  said  that  the 
humble  dass  of  tenants  in  Zreland  re- 
quired in  certain  cases  to  be  relieved 
from  the  freedom  of  contract,  and  that 
holders  of  farms  of  a  Poor  Law  valua- 
tion of  not  less  than  £50  might  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Lcind  Act.  That  was  the  law 
at  the  present  time.  But  what  did 
the  second  part  of  the  Bill  propose 
to  do  ?  It  proposed  to  repeal  entirely 
that  limitation  of  £50,  and  enacted  that 
the  feurmer  in  future,  no  matter  what 
might  be  his  education,  no  matter 
what  were  the  conditions  of  the  fleunn, 
no  matter  whether  the  tenant  was 
worth  £500,000,  must  come  under  the 
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provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  present 
Bill  would  prevent  a  man,  no  matter 
whether  he  had  received  a  Unversity 
education,  from  entering  into  a  con- 
tract with  ids  landlord  to  cut  down 
or  qualify  a  single  enactment  in  the 
Land  Act,  and  would  say  to  him — "  We 
treat  you  as  a  simple-minded  man  or  an 
idiot,  who  ^is  not  capable  of  taking  care 
of  his  own 'interests."  That  was  a  pro- 
posal which  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  said  ought 
not  to  be  adopted  without  more  con- 
vincing arguments  than  they  bad  heard 
at  present.  What  was  Uie  cardinal 
principle  of  the  Bill?  It  was  this — 
it  gave  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  no 
matter  what  miffht  be  their  tenure  or 
the  terms  of  weir  contract,  or  tl^e 
amount  of  their  rent,  the  power  to  turn 
their  tenures  into  perpetuities.  It  would 
not  be  denied  that  that  was  the  effect, 
the  intention,  and  the  essential  object  of 
the  third  part  of  the  Bill,  and  the  House 
could  not  fail  to  see  that  it  would  operate 
against  the  interest  of  the  landlords 
without  permanently  benefiting  the 
future  tenants.  What,  he  asked,  would 
be  tilie  position  of  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
hmd  if  the  Bill  passed  into  law  ?  They 
would  be  unable  to  fix  the  tenure  of 
their  tenants ;  because  the  tenant  could, 
by  the  service  of  a  simple  notice  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  if  it  ever  became 
an  Act,  c6nvert  his  tenure  into  a  per- 
petuity. In  fact,  the  Bill  would  en- 
courage a  kind  of  golden  age  of  notices, 
and  the  tenants  of  Ireland  would  be  made 
absolutely  masters  of  the  situation  by 
simply  serving  a  notice.  Then  again,  in 
relation  to  the  rent,  the  landlord  would 
have  no  power  over  that.  That  was  taken 
out  of  the  landlord's  hands  and  vested 
in  arbitrators.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  measure,  if  it  was  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  Oommittee,  was  open  to  grave 
argument  in  tiiat  respect.  If  the  Bill 
attempted  to  fix  the  rent,  he  asked  why 
the  Oounty  Oourt  had  not  been  taken  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
Kerry  (Mr.  Blennerhassett),  in  the  course 
of  his  interesting  speech,  said  that 
the  rents  in  Irehmd  at  present  were 
fixed  by  competition;  but  that  was 
not  his  (Mr.  GHibson's)  own  experience. 
He  thought  he  might  take  it  that  nine- 
tenths  of  the  rente  in  Ireland  were  set- 
tled by  old  usage  and  by  custom,  in 
accordance  with  the  friendly  feeling 
which  subsisted  between  the  landlords 
and  their  tenants,  and  not  atall  by  com* 
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petition.  And  he  ventured  to  assert  that 
u  the  Bill  became  law,  and  if  it  was 
fairly  worked,  instead  of  the  rents  being 
fixed  by  kindly  feelinff  and  by  custom, 
they  would  be  settled  by  competition; 
because  the  provision  in  the  Bill  was 
that  the  rent  that  was  to  be  fixed  by  the 
arbitrators  was  to  be  such  a  rent  that 
the  tenant  could  fairly  afford  to  pay 
without  collusion.  The  effect  would  be, 
if  the  principle  was  honestly  applied, 
he  thought,  to  substitute  for  new  rents, 
rents  which  would  be  fixed  by  compe- 
tition. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
WestGlouoestershire(3Ir.E.  E.Plunkett) 
mentioned  another  matter — arrears  of 
rent,  and  he  asked  hon.  Members  whether 
the  Bill  did  not  practically  confiscate 
arrears  of  rent  ?  In  reference  to  that, 
he  (Mr.  (Hbson)  would  say  that  tiiere 
miffht  be  arrears  for  four  years,  and  if 
under  the  Bill  the  tenant  served  the  land- 
lord with  a  notice  of  his  intention  to  turn 
his  tenure  into  a  perpetuity,  the  County 
Court  Judge  had  at  most  a  discretionary 
power  to  order  the  tenant  to  pay  one  year 
of  such  arrears,  leaving  the  limdlord  to 
recover  the  remainder  by  procedure  in 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  ooimtiyv 
That  was  a  practical  confiscation  of  the 
arrears  of  rent.  He  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  there  was  anvthing 
whatever  in  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland  to  justify  such  a  strong  and 
extreme  measure.  They  all  knew  that, 
taken  as  a  whole,  the  relations  of  Irish 
landlords  and  tenants  were  most  satis- 
factory ;  and  whether  in  the  North  or  the 
South,  whether  in  County  Down  or  Tip- 
perary,  in  Coimty  Galway  or  County 
Cork,  rents  were  well  paid,  and  Irish 
landlords  were  on  good  terms  with  their 
Irish  tenants.  The  number  of  evictions 
had  been  mentioned  in  the  debate ;  but 
it  should  be  remembered  that  those 
statbtics  included  the  towns,  and  the 
number  was  much  swelled  by  the  notices 
of  eviction  irom  small  houses  in  Dublin 
and  other  cities.  The  measure  had  been 
ably  introduced  and  ably  supported  by 
argument;  nevertheless,  nothing  had 
been  said  which,  in  his  opinion,  would, 
as  he  had  before  remarked,  justify  the 
reading  of  the  Bill  a  second  time,  seeing 
that  its  operation,  if  passed,  would  be  to 
unsettle  all  existing  relations  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland  without 
permanently  benefiting  the  tenants.  He 
should,  therefore,  oppose  the  second 
reading. 


Me.  M'CAETHY  DOWNING  briefly 
met  several  of  the  arguments  urged 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
observing  that  most  of  the  points  which 
had  been  raised  could  be  properly  dealt 
with  in  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  86;  Noes 
286 :  Majority  200.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  of  for  six  months. 


PXJBLIO  PROSEOirrOR  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Eakdlby  Wiimot,  Bill 
for  the  appointment  of  a  PubHc  PlroBecutor, 
ordered  to  be  bronght  in  by  Sir  Eardlby  Wilmot, 
Mr.  Walpolb,  Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  and 
Mr.  Seijeant  Simon. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
Thursday  y  1th  February  y  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Second  lUading— 
Lin^  and  Tarn  Halls  (Dublin)  *  (11). 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION. 
QXmSTIOIfS.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

LoED  ST.  LEONAEDS,  who  was 
very  indisianotly  heard,  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  news  which  had  reached 
England  within  the  last  24  hours  re- 
firarding  the  state  of  affairs  in  and  near 
Constantinople  was  of  so  grave  a  cha- 
racter as  to  lead  to  the  suspicion  that 
the  British  Goyemment  had  been  duped 
and  hoodwinked.  He  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  be  informed.  Whether 
any  intelligence  had  been  reoeiYed  at 
the  Eoreign  Office  confirming  or  contra- 
dicting the  rumours  as  to  the  arrival  of 
th6  Russians  at  Constantinople,  and 
whether  the  Government  considered  such 
entry  consistent  with  British  interests  ? 

THaEAKLOFBEACONSFIELD:  My 
Lords,  I  understand  my  noble  ibriend 
the    SecretaEy    of   State  for   Foreign 
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Affairs  is  going  to  make  a  commimica- 
tion  to  the  House  on  the  matter  referred 
toby  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  think  it 
woidd  be  more  convenient  if  the  House 
would  wait  for  that  statement. 

Earl  GEANVTLLE:  It  is  not  usual 
to  make  a  statement  without  Notice,  and 
therefore  I  will  ask  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
a  Question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice.  My  Question  has  refer- 
ence to  certain  rumours  which  were  rife 
last  evening,  and  which  are  also  current 
to-day,  which  are  of  a  very  important 
character.  I  allude  especially  to  the 
report  of  the  movements  of  the  Eussian 
troops  on  Constantinople.  It  is  stated 
that  Gallipoli  and  also  Constantinople 
are  occupied  by  Bussian  troops.  I  wish 
to  ask  my  noble  Friend,  Whether  he 
has  received  any  information  in  reference 
to  those  rumours,  and  whether  he  has 
received  any  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  Bussian  Gt)vemment  ? 

Thb  Eabl  of  DEBBY:  My  Lords, 
I  was  quite  prepared  for  the  Question 
which  has  been  put  by  the  noble  Earl, 
and,  in  the  state  of  excitemeiit  which 
undoubtedly  at  this  moment  prevails,  I 
think  it  is  very  desirable  that  your  Lord- 
ships should  be  informed  of  the  precise 
position  in  which  matters  stand,  accord- 
ing to  the  last  intelligence  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office.  We  received  yester- 
day afternoon  from  Mr.  Layard  a  tele- 
gram of  the  date  of  February  5,  at 
night,  which  is  to  the  following  effect : — 
That,  notwithstanding  the  Armistice,  the 
BuBsians  are  pushing  on  towards  Con- 
stanljnople;  mat  the  Turkish  troops 
have  been  compelled  to  evacuate  Silivria, 
notwithstandinjg  the  protest  of  the 
Turkish  Commander,  which  the  Bussian 
General  refused  to  receive — Silivria,  I 
should  say,  is  a  port  on  the  Sea  of 
Marmora — ^the  Bussian  Qeneral  declared 
that,  according  to  his  orders,  it  was 
necessary  that  he  should  occupy 
Tchataldja  that  day — ^I  will  refer  to  we 
position  of  Tchataldja  presently;  that 
the  Forte  is  in  great  alarm,  and  cannot 
understand  the  Bussian  proceedings. 
Bepresentations  have  again  been  made 
to  the  Grand  Duke  Nicholas.  The 
Servians  have  destroyed  a  place  called 
Yranja  and  are  advancing  on  Uskup. 
Five  days  have  elapsed  since  the  signa- 
ture of  the  bases  of  peace  and  the 
convention  of  the  Armistice,  but  the 
F»)ctocol  has  not  yet  reached  the  Forte, 

The  Earl  of  Beaeonefield 


which  is  in  ignorance  of  the  real  terms. 
Another  telegram,  dated  yesterday,  and 
received  last  night,  states  that  the 
Bussian  Government  has  insisted,  as  one 
of  the  conditions  of  the  Armistice,  that 
the  Tchekmedje  lines  should  be  aban- 
doned, leaving  Constantinople  wholly 
imdefended.  The  Bussians  nave  occu- 
pied Tchataldja  in  considerable  force. 
Tchataldja,  I  ought  to  mention,  is  a 
part  of  the  Turkish  lines  of  defence 
extending  across  the  Feninsula,  of  which 
I  imderstand  it  is  an  outpost.  It  is  on 
the  line  of  railway  from  Adrianople. 
The  distance  from  Constantinople,  as 
well  as  I  can  judge  by  the  map,  is  less 
than  30  miles,  xour  Lordships  will  see 
by  a  telegram  from  St.  Fetersburg, 
which  is  included  in  the  Fapers  laid  on 
the  Table  this  evening,  that  the  Grand 
Duke  Nicholas  telegraphs  from  Adri- 
anople on  the  3 1st  of  January,  that  the 
Forte  has  accepted  the  conditions  of 
peace,  and  the  Frotocol  has  been  signed ; 
that  ihe  Armistice  has  also  been  con- 
cluded and  signed,  and  orders  to  sus- 
pend all  hostilities  given.  It  appears, 
also,  by  a  telegram  from  Belgrade  of  the 
4th  instant,  that  orders  had  oeen  given 
by  Prince  Milan  of  the  suspension  of 
hostilities.  I  cannot  undertake  to  re- 
concile that  statement  with  the  informa- 
tion given  above  as  to  the  continued 
advance  of  the  Servian  forces,  except 
that  it  may  be  possible  that  the  order 
did  not  reach  them  in  time.  It  will  be 
seen  by  the  Fapers  that  the  Turks  had 
given  orders  to  suspend  operations  on 
the  2nd  instant.  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  put 
the  case  quite  fairly,  and  will,  there- 
fore, add  that  it  may  be  the  case,  as 
I  have  seen  it  said  that  the  various 
steps  which  I  have  related  are  not  in 
contravention,  but  in  pursuance  of  the 
conditions  of  the  Armistice.  That  may 
be  so,  because  we  do  not  know  what 
conditions  there  may  be  in  the  Armistice 
of  which  we  are  not  aware.  But  it 
would  appear  that  the  Forte  is  equally 
in  ignorance,  and  is  perplexed  as  to  the 
meaning  of  these  movements.  We  have, 
in  a  tdegram  of  this  day,  asked  the 
Government  of  Bussia  to  give  us  some 
enlanations  on  the  subject,  and  we  have 
called  attention  to  a  declaration  made  by 
the  Emperor  of  Bussia  in  July  last  to 
Colonel  Wellesley  to  the  effect  that 
''  His  Mi^esty  will  not  occupy  Constanti- 
nople for  the  sake  of  military  honour, 
but  only  if  such  a  step  is  rendered  neoea* 
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sary  by  the  marcli  of  events."  Con- 
sidering that  the  Turkish  resistance  has 
ceased,  it  would  not  appear  that  any 
such  necessity  can  now  exist.  I  ought 
to  add,  my  Lords,  that  the  Eussian 
Ambassador,  whom  I  have  seen  within 
the  last  two  hours,  was  entirely  without 
information  confirming  or  contradicting 
the  statement  I  have  made.  I  hear  from 
Lord  Lyons,  with  whom  I  communicated 
by  telegraph,  that  the  French  GK)vem- 
mentis  equally  uninformed,  and  I  have 
similar  reports  from  Vienna  and  Berlin. 
But  the  date  of  the  latest  intelligence 
received  at  those  capitals  is  not  very 
recent,  audit  is  possible  that  telegraphic 
communication  may  have  been  suspended. 
I  ought  also  to  say  that  our  latest 
telegram  has  come  to  us  by  the  not  very 
direct  route  of  Bombay. 

LoED  CAMPBELL :  My  Lords,  the 
intelligence  which  has  been  generally 
circulated,  and  which  the  language  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  more  to  confirm  than  render  doubt- 
ful, must  modify  the  course  of  anyone 
who  has  now  upon  a  Notice  to  address 
you.  As  there  is  a  time  for  going  at 
length  into  a  subject,  there  is  a  time 
when,  from  the  gravity,  the  rapidity, 
and  the  appalling  nature  of  events,  it 
would  be  wholly  inappr^riate,  perhaps 
impossible,  to  do  so.  The  Correspon- 
dence I  refer  to,  consisting  mainly  of 
Numbers  5  and  6,  leads  up  to  the  events 
the  journals  have  annoimoed.  The  ex- 
cellent Ambassador  does  not  cease  to 
dwell  upon  the  marches  by  which  Con- 
stantinople and  Qtdlipoli  are  threatened. 
He  does  not  hesitate  to  sketch  the  dan- 
gers it  portends.  It  is  significant  to 
learn — wnich  you  may  do  by  collating 
two  despatches,  one  dated  January  27th, 
one  January  SOth — ^that,  after  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Fleet,  ''on  all  sides  the 
Eussians  were  advancing."  We  learn 
now  what  I  ventured  to  assert  on  Monday 
last,  that  the  armistice  is  not  a  barrier 
to  the  formidable  evils  which  impend 
upon  the  world,  and  which  affect  so 
deeply  our  country  and  our  Sovereign. 
My  Lords,  there  is  but  one  topic 
worth  discussine,  or  which  the  House 
would  be  inclined  to  tolerate  at  present — 
namely,  by  what  measures  the  situation 
yet  admits  of  being  improved.  My 
Lords,  one  is,  whatever  tends  to  secure 
the  perfect  union  of  the  Oovemment,  of 
which  so  much  has  recently  been  heard, 
80  Htile  has  been  witnessed.    Another 


is,  the  immediate  return  of  the  Fleet  to 
the  waters  it  has  quitted,  so  far  as  that 
return  is  not  already  intercepted.  That 
return  is  in  perfect  accord  with  all  the 
Treaties  on  tiie  subject.  This  very  day 
I  have  taken  the  precaution  of  referring 
to  those  of  Unkiar  Skelessi,  of  1841,  of 
1856,  of  1871.  By  none  the  measure  is 
impeded.  A  third  expedient  may  present 
itself— namely,  the  prompt  withdrawal 
of  all  resistance  to  the  Vote  of  Credit  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament — ^resist- 
ance which,  although  initiated  by  an 
amiable  and  honourable  man,  was  never 
sanctioned  by  the  body  of  the  Party  from 
which  ostensibly  it  emanates.  [Some 
noble  LoBDs:  It  is  withdrawn  al- 
ready.] The  impressions  I  am  under 
will  not  permit  me  to  discuss  the  Papers 
any  longer.  Although  the  nature  of 
events  ought  not  so  far  to  affect  the  mind 
as  to  disqualify  it  for  reflecting  with 

Serfect  coolness  on  the  steps  which  they 
emand,  it  may  be  such  as  to  remove — 
if  it  existed — &e  faculty  of  complicated 
argument  by  which  at  times  a  Motion  has 
to  be  supported.  But,  like  the  two  noble 
Earls  who  came  forward  respectively  on 
Monday  and  on  Tuesday,  I  shall  not 
make  any.  Eeserve,  however,  at  a  time 
like  this,  ought  not  to  go  beyond  a  cer- 
tain limit.  It  seems  to  me  mat  anarchy 
prevails  in  our  councils,  while  ruin 
menaces  our  honour ;  that  we  are  moving 
to  the  flood  of  war  over  the  quagmire  of 
discredit;  that  the  occupation  of  Constan- 
tinople, unless  prevented  by  activity, 
will  very  soon  indeed  be  remedied  by 
bloodshed.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I 
readily  admit  that  it  is  not  too  lat^  for 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  ensure  a 
better  prospect  to  themselves  and  to  the 
world. 

The  Eakl  op  BEEBY  :  My  Lords, 
a  few  minutes  ago  I  had  to  mal:e  to  the 
House  a  commimication  which  certainly 
was  not  of  a  veiy  re-assuring  or  satis- 
factoiy  character.  Since  I  made  that 
communication  in  reply  to  a  Question  of 
my  noble  Friend,  I  have  received  an- 
omer  of  considerable  importance,  inas- 
much as  it  comes  from  a  quarter  which 
undoubtedly  is  better  informed  than  any 
other  as  to  what  is  passing.  As  the 
statement  I  have  now  in  hsmd  modifies 
to  a  considerable  extent  that  which  I 
have  already  laid  before  your  Lordships, 
I  feel  bound  to  communicate  it  to  your 
Lordships  exactly  as  I  received  it.  The 
Eussian  Ambassador  within  the  last  few 
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minutes  has  placed  in  my  hands  a  com- 
munication to  the  following  effect : — ^The 
Bussian  Ambassador,  having  addressed 
to  his  Government  an  inquiry  whether  it 
was  true  that  the  Bussian  Army  was  ad- 
vancing on  Oonstantinople,  and  had 
taken  a  fortified  position  forming  part 
of  the  line  of  defence  of  Constantinople, 
has  received  from  Prince  Gortohakoff 
the  following  reply,  dated  St.  Peters- 
burg, February  7 : — 

"  The  order  has  been  given  to  our  military 
commanders  to  cease  hostinties  along  the  whole 
line  in  Europe  and  in  Asia.*' 

The  reply  goes  on  to  say — 

"  There  is  not  a  word  of  tmth  in  the  rttmonxfl 
which  have  reached  you." 

What  those  rumours  are  is  not  stated. 
Literally,  the  contradiction  may  only 
appl^  to  the  capture  of  some  fortified 
position;  and  therefore  it  does  not,  I 
think,  absolutely  contradict  the  state- 
ment I  read  from  Mr.  Layard ;  but  un- 
doubtedly it  does,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, modify  what  from  that  statement 
would  appear  to  be  the  situation,  and 
having  given  to  your  Lordships  the  one 
statement,  I  felt  bound  to  place  before 

you  the  ottier.        

The  Eabl  of  FEVEBSHAM  said, 
they  had  heard  the  statements  recently 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  yet 
they  had  not  been  informed  what  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  imder  the 
grave  circumstances  which  had  been  an- 
nounced, were  prepared  to  take.  He 
should  certainly  be  the  last  person  to 
wish  to  make  any  remarks  of  a  nature  to 
throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of,  or  to 
create  any  embarrassment  to.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  He  was  only 
anxious  for  those  interests  of  the  coun- 
try which  they  had  been  informed  were 
intimately  connected  with  this  question. 
The  whole  community,  he  was  sure, 
would  reiterate  the  nope  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, that  Her  Majesty's  Meet  would  oc- 
cupy the  Straits  and  Keep  the  waterway 
open,  which,  their  Lordships  were  in- 
formed, was  the  object  of  sending  the 
Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles.  It  woiudbe 
satisfcu^toiy  to  know  that  the  waterway 
of  the  Dardanelles  was  to  be  kept  open, 
and  he  believed  there  could  be  no  better 
way  of  doing  that  than  by  occupying 
Gallipoli.     Me  should  not  venture  to 

The  Earl  of  Derby 


express  his  own  opinicm ;  but  he  would 
venture  to  express  the  opinion  of  the 
highest  military  authorities,  that  it  was 
of  importance  to  this  country,  and  for 
the  great  interests  we  had  at  stake,  for 
us  to  occupy  Gallipoli,  which,  as  the  key 
of  the  position,  would  give  us  the  com- 
mand oi  the  Straits  of  me  Dardanelles. 

LoBD  DOBOHESTEB  said,  that  the 
statmnent  whidi^  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  left  their 
Ixurdships  in  doubt  whether  the  Bussian 
Army  hsA  retreated  to  the  point  that 
they  had  reached  when  the  Armistice 
was  signed,  or  whether  they  had  ad- 
vanced after  the  Armistice  was  signed 
and  occupied  one  of  the  forts,  and  so 
turned  the  flank  of  the  Turkish  defences 
of  Oonstantinople.  In  the  present  state 
of  public  feeling,  if  ihe  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
or  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
would  inform  the  House  on  this  point, 
it  would  give  general  satisfeu^tion.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
read  the  communication,  which  he  had 
just  received,  accuratdy,  or  whether  he 
(Lord  Dorchester)  misunderstood  him  ; 
but  it  did  not  appear  dear  whether  the 
Bussian  Ambassador  had  forwarded  the 
statement  direct  from  St  Petersburg  or 
not.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  whether 
the  communication  came  from  the  Eng- 
lish Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg,  or 
from  the  Bussian  Ambassador  at  Her 
Mwesty's  Court? 

LoED  HOUGHTON  asked  the  Foreign 
Secretary  whether  there  was  dir^ 
conmiunication  by  telegrc^h  between 
Oonstantinople  and  this  country  ? 

THsEiLKL  OF  DEBBT:  Direct  com- 
munication from  Oonstantinople  appears 
not  to  be  re-established;  but  there  is 
free  communication  with  Besika  Bay.  I 
was  fbr  a  moment  absent  from  the 
House  when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Dorchester)  asked  me  a  Question ;  but  I 
am  inlbrmed  it  was,  whether  the  com- 
munication which  I  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships came  from  the  English  Ambassa- 
dor at  St.  Petersburg,  or  from  the 
Bussian  Ambassador  in  England?  In 
reply,  I  would  state  that  it  came  from 
the  Russian  Ambassador  to  this  Oourt. 

House  adj onmed  at  a  Quarter  before 

oiz  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  7th  February ,  1878. 


MrNnrTESJ—NBw  member  Swobn— Edward 
William  Marcourt,  esquire,  for  the  CJounty  of 
Oxford. 

Select  Committee  —  Irish  Land  Act.  1870, 
nominated  ;  Army  (Boytd  Artillery  and  Engi- 
neer Officers*  Arrears  of  Pay),  reappointed, 

QvvvLY— considered  in  C7o«Nmi<^«»--£6,000,000, 
Supplementary  Estimate— b.p. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Hypothec  (Scotland)  (No.  8)  •  [101]  ;  County 
Courts  Jurisdiction  (No.  2)*  [102];  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  (1876)  Amendment^ 
[103]  ;  Debtors  Acts  Amendment*  [104]. 

First  i^tfikfiw^— Public  Prosecutor  ♦  [106]. 


QUJE8TI0N8, 
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Mb.  BOUBEB:  Sir,  a  telegram  has 
been  received  to-day  at  the  Foreign 
Office  &om  Mr.  L^ard,  saying  that  the 
blockade  of  the  Black  Sea  would  be 
raised  according  to  the  terms  of  the  Con* 
yention  which  has  been  signed,  we  be- 
lieve, between  Bussia  and  Turk^,  and 
communication  will  be  re-opened  with 
Odessa.  With  regard  to  the  last  part  of 
Ihe  Question  of  the  hon.  Member — that 
is,  as  to  the  resumption  of  hostilities — 
I  am  not  able  to  answer  that  Question 
until  the  event  arises ;  but  Her  Majestjr's 
Government  will  not  fkU  to  make  all  m- 
formation  public  which  they  have  in 
their  possession  from  time  to  time  upon 
the  subject,  and  will  not  fail  to  do  their 
best  that  British  commerce  shall  be  pro- 
tected. 


CHEISrS  HOSPITAL.— QUESTION. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, What  steps  have  been  taken 
by  the  governing  body  of  Christ's  Hos- 
pital to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission  of  last  year;  and, 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  remove  the 
school  from  its  present  site  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  governing  body  of  Christ's 
Hospital  had  adopted  some  of  the  re- 
oonunendations  of  the  Commission  of 
last  year,  and  they  were  now  in  commu- 
nication with  the  Charity  Commissioners 
with  reference  to  the  removal  of  the 
school  from  the  present  site,  and  other 
matters. 


TURKEY— THE  WAR— BLOCKADE  OP 
THE  BLACK  SEA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COLLINS  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  during  the  armistice  reported 
to  have  been  concluded  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Bussia  and  Turkey,  the 
blockade  of  the  Black  Sea  is  to  be  sus- 
pended, so  as  to  admit  the  right  of  free 
ingress  and  egress  to  the  Mercantile 
Shipping  of  Neutral  Nations;  and,  in 
the  event  of  a  renewal  of  hostilities,  what 
would  be  the  position  of  such  shipping 
if  employed  under  charters  between 
Black  Sea  ports? 


GERHANT— RELIGIOUS  REFUGEES. 

QUBSTION. 

Sm  GEOEGE  BOWYEE  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Qovemment  will  grant  protection  to 
certain  religious  women  who  are  re- 
fugees here  from  Duderstadt  in  Hano- 
ver, their  convent  havingbeen  suppressed 
and  the  properly  confiscated  by  the  Ger- 
man Government  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  OB  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  that  he  had  con- 
ferred with  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Derby)  on  the  matter,  of  which  he 
had  no  knowledge  of  his  own,  and  he 
CQuld  say  that  ihe  case  of  those  persons, 
in  the  shape  in  which  it  stood  at  present, 
was  one  entirely  for  the  Law  Courts  and 
not  for  the  Foreign  Office. 


NAVY— NAVAL  ENGINEERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
a  former  Commander  in  Chief  on  the 
North  America  and  West  India  Station 
gave  an  order  excluding  Naval  Officers 
ot  the  Engineer  dass,  below  the  rank  of 
Ward-room  Officers,  and  them  alone, 
from  all  invitations  given  to  the  Officers 
of  the  ship ;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
this  order  is  still  in  force  on  that  sta- 
tion; and,  if  so,  whether  he  wiUtake 
early  steps  for  putting  all  the  junior 
Officers  of  Her  Majes^s  Navy  on  an 
equal  footing  in  this  respect  ? 
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Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  An  Order  was 
given  in  1874  by  the  Oommander-in- 
Chief  of  the  Station  in  these  terms — 

"  General  inyitatioiiB  to  officers  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  are  understood  to  be  addressed  only 
to  tiiose  messing  in  the  ward-room  and  g^- 
room  messes." 

So  far  as  the  Admiralty  are  aware,  this 
Order  has  not  been  cancelled ;  but,  under 
the  improved  status  of  the  future  En- 
gineer officers  of  the  Royal  Navy,  my 
Lords  see  no  reason  for  retaining  it,  and 
orders  will  be  given  accordingly. 

PARLIAMENT— REPORTS  OF  DEBATES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  DODSON  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  Government  have  considered  the 
subject  of  reporting  the  Debates  of  the 
House ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to  sub- 
mit any  proposal  in  reference  thereto 
this  Session  ?  

THBOHANCETiTiOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Government  have 
given  their  attention  to  this  matter, 
and  they  have  entered  into  a  provi- 
sional arrangement  with  Mr.  Hansard 
for  an  improvement  in  the  reporting 
of  the  debates.  There  will  be  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  submitted  to  the 
House  in  consequence  in  a  few  days; 
and  I  think  it  will  be  the  most  conve- 
nient course  to  defer  any  discussion  on 
the  proposals  until  that  Estimate  is  on 
the  Table. 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT,  1876— CONVEYANCE 
OF  EXPLOSIVES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOXJRLEY  asked  the  Resident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  measures 
he  intends  adopting  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  conveyance  (either  by  sea, 
canal,  river,  or  rail,  imless  in  properly 
constructed  magazines)  of  gunpowder, 
dynamite,  and  other  dan^rous  goods 
such  as  were  proven  to  have  been  shipped 
on  board  the  ''  Great  Queensland " 
without  a  magazine ;  and,  further,  what 
regulations  he  intends  imposing  upon 
the  Conservators  of  the  Thames  and 
other  rivers,  whereby  they  may  be  com- 
pelled to  exercise  efficient  supervision 
over  the  storage,  conveyance,  and  stow- 
age of  combustible  goods  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  ABDEELEY:  I 
have  twice  already  stated  to  the  House, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  I 


consider  the  law  providing  for  the  proper 
loading  of  explosives  is  sufficient.  I  am 
communicating  with  harbour  authorities 
with  a  view  to  induce  them  to  obtain 
notice  of  every  ship  loading  with 
explosives  in  their  jurisdiction,  and  to 
communicate  any  case  of  suspicion  to  our 
inspecting  officers.  The  hon.  Member 
may,  if  he  likes,  move  for  a  copy  of  any 
set  of  bye-laws,  which  are  all  approved 
by  the  JBoard  of  Trade — such  as  those  of 
tiie  Thames,  Mersey,  or  the  Tyne,  and  of 
the  model  bye-laws  as  to  carriage  of 
explosives  which  are  ap^ed,  under 
sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  all 
inland  waters  and  railways  in  the  King- 
dom— and  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  no 
deficiency  of  law  on  the  subject. 


METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS- 
NATIONAL  OPERA  HOUSE. 
QUESTION. 

Colonel  BEEESFOED  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  If  it  be  true  that  the  building 
commenced  in  1876  for  the  purpose  of  a 
National  Opera  House  on  the  Thames 
Embankment  is  to  be  converted  into  an 
hotel,  with  or  without  the  sanction  of 
such  Board ;  and,  further,  what  amount 
of  rent  has  been  received  by  the  Board 
up  to  the  present  time,  and  what  sum 
is  now  in  arrear  to  that  date  ? 

Sm  JAMES  M*GAEEL-HOGG,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  seen  in  the 
newspapers  a  report  of  the  proposal  to 
convert  the  building  of  the  National 
Opera  House  into  an  hotel.  No  com- 
munication has  been  made  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  on  the 
subject,  and,  therefore,  he  could  not  say 
whether  those  reports  were  accurate  or 
not.  The  rent  of  the  ground  had  been 
paid  for  two  years,  mm  Michaelmas, 
1875,  to  Michaelmas,  1877. 

TURKEY— THE  DARDANELLES- 
ENTRY  OF  THE  FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any 
communication  relative  to  the  recent 
entry  into  the  Straits  of  the  Dardanelles 
by  the  British  fleet  has  been  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  from  the 
Government  of  Bussia;  and,  if  so, 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  its 
being  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
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Thb  OHANCELLOB  OF  THX  EXOHE- 
QXTEE:  No,  Sir;  no  such  communioa- 
tion  has  been  received. 


ARMY— THE  EOYAL  WARBANT,  1877. 
QTTESTIOK. 

Mb.  DITNBAB  (for  Major  O'Bbibivx) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  it  is  intended  to  carry  out  that 
part  of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  for  Promo- 
tion and  Eetirement  which  relates  to 
the  seconding  of  Begimental  Officers 
holding  Staff  appointments? 

Mb.  GATbSeNE  HABDT:  Sir, 
that  part  of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
will  DC  carried  into  effect,  and  steps  are 
now  being  taken  to  fulfil  that  intention 
with  regard  to  officers  who  have  still 
three  years  to  hold  Staff  appointments, 
and  the  date  from  which  the  seconding 
will  take  effect  wiU  be  the  day  after  the 
officer's  name  appears  in  The  OaiutU. 

THE      EGYPTIAN      OBELISK      (CLEO- 
PATRA'S  NEEDLE).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAILUE  COOKRANE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  circumstance  that  after  the  battle  of 
Alexandria  every  officer  and  soldier  of 
the  Army  subscribed  seyeral  days'  pay 
to  transport  Oleopatra's  Needle  to  this 
Ooimtry  asa  trophy  of  the  victory;  and, 
whether,  such  bein^  the  case,  the  Mili- 
tary authorities  ought  not  to  be  consulted 
as  to  the  selection  of  a  site  for  the  obelisk; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  site  of 
Hyde  Park,  where  reviews  are  held,  has 
been  already  recommended  as  an  admir* 
able  place  for  a  Military  trophy  f 

Thb  CHANOELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  no  reason  to  think  that 
the  military  authorities  desire  to  be  con- 
sulted in  WIS  matter,  with  respect  to  the 
site  of  l^e  obelisk.  With  regEtrd  to  the 
site  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers, 
there  is  no  doubt  a  jKood  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  it.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  objections  havin^^  reference  to 
the  great  distance ;  and  i  am  afraid  I 
cannot  give  any  d^inite  answer. 

AKMY— THE  AUXILIARY  HOSPITAL, 
WOOLWICH.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  case 


that  the  medical  officer  on  duty  at  the 
Auxiliary  Hospital,  Woolwich,  on  the 
28th  January  1878,  on  being  requested 
to  come  to  barrackiB  to  attend  upon  a 
sergeant  of  the  Srd  battalion,  Bifle 
Br^^e,  who  had  burst  a  blood  vessel, 
refused  to  do  so,  and  ordered  the  man 
to  be  taken  to  hospital ;  and  that  the 
sergeant  died  before  help  could  be 
brought? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HAEDY:  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  facts  contained  in 
the  Question  pf  my  hon.  Friend  are 
correct.  The  sergeant  in  question  sent, 
I  believe,  as  eany  as  4  a.m.  on  the 
28th  of  January  for  the  medical  officer, 
who  directed  that  he  should  be  ti^en  to 
the  hospital.  It  appears  that  the  man 
had  been  for  some  time  suffering  from 
an  aneurism  affecting  the  large  arteries 
of  the  chest,  and  was  onlv  permitted  to 
leave  the  hospital  for  a  few  days  at  his 
own  request.  Erom  inquiries  which 
have  been  made  since,  it  has  been  ascer- 
tained that  if  the  medical  officer  had  gone 
to  the  barracks  at  once  the  man's  life 
could  not  have  been  saved.  The  whole 
droumstances  of  the  case  were  fully 
investigated  by  the  General  Officer  com- 
manding, who  reprimanded  the  medical 
officer  for  having  committed  an  error  of 
judgment.  The  medical  officer  had  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  he  did  not  at  once 
^  to  the  sergeant;  but  hisbelief  was  that 
it  was  only  at  the  hospital  he  could  be  of 
anv  use,  and  unfortunately  the  man  died 
before  he  reached  the  hospital. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  WAR 
—THE  ARMISTICE.— QUESTION. 

OoLONZL  BABNE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
cansayif  it  is  true  that  part  of  ihe  terms 
of  the  Armistice  concluded  between 
Turkey  and  Bussia  are  the  occupation  by 
Bussia  of  Eustchuk,  Silistria,  Schimila, 
Yama,  and  Erzeroum,  and  the  cession 
of  the  Turkish  Fleet ;  and,  if  it  is  true 
that  the  Eussians  are  concentrating 
numerous  forces  in  Bessarabia  ? 

T^OHANOELLOE  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have  no  such 
definite  information  of  the  terms  of  the 
Armistice  as  would  justify  me  in  answer- 
ing the  fbrst  Question  of  my  hon.  and 
gulant  Eriend ;  and  with  regard  to  his 
second  Question,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
we  have  no  information. 
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was  neoessaiy  that  he  should  occupy 
Tohatal^'a  that  day.  I  will  refer  to  the 
position  of  Tohataldja  pesently.  That 
the  Forte  is  in  great  alarm  and  cannot 
understand  the  Eussian  proceedings. 
Bepresentationshave  aeain  oeen  made  to 
the  Ghrand  Duke  Nicholas.  The  Servians 
hare  destroyed  a  place  called  Vraoja, 
and  are  adyanoing  on  Uskup,  which  is 
on  l^e  Hne  of  raQway  to  Salonica.  Fiye 
days  haye  elapsed  since  the  signature  of 
the  bases  of  peace  and  the  conyention 
of  armistice ;  out  the  Protocol  has  not 
yet  reached  the  Porte,  which  is  in  igno- 
rance of  the  real  terms.  Another  tele- 
gram, dated  yesterday  and  receiyed  last 
night,  states  that  the  Bussian  CK)yem- 
ment  has  insisted,  as  one  of  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Armistioe,  that  the  Tchek- 
medje  lines  should  be  abandoned,  leaving 
Constantinople  wholly  imdefended.  The 
Bussians  have  oceumed  Tchataldja  in 
considerable  force.  Tchataldja,  I  ou^ht 
to  mention,  is  a  part  of  the  Turkidi 
lines  of  defence  extending  across  the 
Peninsula,  of  which  I  understand  it  is 
an  outpost.  It  is  on  the  line  of  railway 
from  Adrianople.  The  distance  from 
Constantinople,  as  well  as  I  can  judge 
by  the  map,  is  less  than  80  miles.  Hon. 
Members  will  see  by  a  telegram  from 
St.  Petersburg,  which  is  included  in  the 
Papers  to  be  laid  on  tiie  Table  this 
evening,  that  the  Ghrand  Duke  Nicholas 
telegraphs  from  Adrian<^le,  on  the  Slst 
of  January,  that  the  Porte  has  accepted 
the  conditions  of  peace,  and  the  PM)toool 
has  been  signed ;  that  the  Armistice  has 
also  been  concluded  and  signed,  and 
orders  to  suspend  all  hostilities  given. 
It  appears,  also,  by  a  telegram  from 
Belgrade  of  the  4th,  that  orders  had  been 
g^ven  by  Prince  Milan  for  the  suspen- 
sion of  hostUities.  I  cannot  undertake 
to  reconcile  that  statement  with  the  in- 
formation given  above  as  to  the  con- 
tinued advance  of  the  Servian  forces, 
except  that  it  may  be  possible  the  order 
did  not  reach  t^em  in  time.  It  will  be 
seen  by  the  Papers  that  the  Turks  had 
given  orders  to  suspend  operations  on  or 
before  tiie  2nd  instant.  It  may  be  said 
that  the  yarious  steps  which  I  have  re- 
lated are  being  taken,  not  in  contrayen- 
tion,  but  in  pursuance  of  the  conditions 
of  tJie  Armistice.  That  may  be  so,  be- 
cause we  do  not  know  what  conditions 
there  may  be  in  the  Armistice  of  which 
we  are  not  aware.  But  it  appears  that 
tite  Porte  is  equally  in  ignorance,  and  is 


THE    EASTERN    QUESTION  — A  CON- 
FERENCE.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  WmxwJfiLL  adted  Mr.  Ohan- 
ccUot  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can,  con- 
sistently with  nublic  interests,  infcmn 
the  House  whetner  a  Conference  of  the 
European  Powers  has  been  proposed  by 
any  one  or  more  of  the  Great  Powers; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
assented  thereto ;  and,  if  he  can  furnish 
the  House  with  any  further  information 
on  this  subject  ?  

TheOHANOELLOB  op  the  EXOHB- 
QIJEB :  A  Oonf erence  of  the  European 
Powers  has  been  proposed  by  ihe  Govern- 
ment of  Austro-Mungary ;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  assented  to 
that  proposal.  I  do  not  tiiink  it  would 
be  convenient  at  preset  to  enter  into 
any  details. 


THE  BASTEBN  QUESTION— the  SUP- 
PLEMENTABT  vote— OCCUPATION 
OF  CONSTANTINOPLE  BY  THE 
BUSSIANS.— QUESTION. 

The  MABQtJESs  op  HAETINGTON: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  bA  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chegner.  If  it  is  in  his  power  to  inform 
the  House  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  reports  which  have  been  circulated 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  haye 
received  information  that  Oonstantinople 
has  beto  occupied  bv  Bussian  troops; 
or  that  the  Bussian  force  is  advancing, 
notwithstanding  the  Armistice,  on  Con- 
stantinople  or  Gallipoli  f  

Thb  CHANOELLOE  OP  THS  EXOHE- 
QIJEB:  Mr.  Speaker,  Her  Mfnesty's 
Government  will  ^esent  to  the  House 
immediately  some  Papers  containing  the 
latest  information  which  they  have  re- 
ceiyed upon  this  subject ;  and  I  will  state 
briefly  to  the  House  what  is  the  sub- 
stance of  those  communications.  We 
receiyed  yesterday  afternoon  trom  Mr. 
Layard  a  telefi;ram  of  the  date  of  Feb- 
ruary 5,  at  iiij^t,  which  is  to  the  follow- 
ing effect: — ^That,  notwithstanding  the 
Annistice,  the  Bussians  are  pushing  on 
towardsOonstantinople ;  that  tne  Turkish 
troops  have  been  compelled  to  evacuate 
Silivria,  notwithstanding  the  protest  of 
the  Turkish  Oommander,  which  the 
Bussian  General  refused  to  receive. 
Silivria,  I  should  say,  is  a  port  on  the 
Sea  of  Marmora.  The  Bussian  General 
declared  that,  according  to  his  orders,  ft 


Uigitized  by  ^^J 


oogle 


1213     The  FaHem  Queiii&n —     {Febbitabt  7, 1878)    Bupphmmtarsf  PbU,    1214 


perplexed  at  ike  meaning  of  tkee^  more^ 
ments.  We  have  in  a  telegram  sent 
this  day  asked  the  Goremment  of  Bossia 
to  ^ye  us  some  explanations  on  the 
subject ;  and  we  hare  oalkd  attention  to 
a  declaration  made  by  the  ihnpCTor  of 
Bussia  in  July  last  to  Colonel  "Welledey, 
to  the  effect  mat — 

<*  His  Majesty  will  not  occupy  Constantinople 
for  the  sake  of  military  honour,  but  only  if  such 
a  step  is  rendered  necessary  by  the  march  of 
evente." 

Considering  that  the  TurHsh  resistance 
has  ceased,  it  would  not  appear  that  any 
such  necessity  can  now  exist. 

Mb.  DILLWYN:  Before  you  leave 
the  Chair,  Sir,  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
Question  of  the  Chancellor  oi  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  have  not  giyen  Notice  of  it, 
because  I  esroected  a  Question  would  be 
put  on  the  subject  i&om  a  more  influenti^ 
quarts.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  has  had 
his  attention  called  to  a  telegram  which 
appeared  this  morning  in  a  very  in- 
fluential paper— the  "  JDaily  News  " — 
imputing  grave  misconduct  to  the  Prime 
Minister  and  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassa- 
dor at  Constantinople?  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesl^s  Government  to  take  steps  to  ex- 
I^in  or  refute— ["  No,  no !  "J— yes,  I 
say,  if  they  can  do  so,  to  refute  a  state- 
ment so  injurious  to  the  character  of  the 
Prime  Minister  and  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople?  ["No!"]  This,  I 
&ink,  wilLoe  demanded  by  the  county. 

The  CBL^NOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  think  a  Question  like  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  put  in  such  a  way 
and  without  any  Notice,  is  unusual.  My 
attention  has  not  been  peculiarly  directed 
to  this  tdegram  of  whidi  he  speaks; 
but  I  certainly  did  see  amongst  the 
various  items  in  The  DaUy  News  tiiis 
morning  some  anonymous  aooount  c€  a 
conversation  to  which,  I  presume,  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  I  did  not  pay 
very  much  attention  to  it ;  but  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  it  is  of  the  character  which 
ih»  hon.  Q^ntieman  wishes  to  brin^  fcur- 
ward»  those  to  whom  it  relates  will  be 
eif ectly  ready  to  give  an  answer  to  any 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  After  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  Chano^or 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  the  course  whioh»  in  oonoeri 


with  uiy  noble  Friend  (the  Marq^uess  of 
Hartihgton)  and  others,  I  think  it  right 
to  take  with  regard  to  my  Amendment. 
The  Forme  of  me  House  will,  of  course, 
not  permit  me  to  repeat  the  objections 
to  the  Constitutional  and  political  cha- 
racter of  the  Tote  which  induced  me  to 
bringforward  that  Amendment.  I  cannot, 
however,  deny  that  the  aspect  of  affairs 
in  Ihe  East  is  changed  by  the  informa- 
tion which  has  just  been  given  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whii^  in- 
formation I  take  on  the  authori^  of  the 
Qovemment.  With  regard  to  the  Vote 
of  Qpedit  proposed  by  the  Government, 
we  are  now,  Sir,  on  the  stage  of  your 
leaving  the  Chair.  Of  course,  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  the  (Sovemment  will 
state  their  view  as  to  how  the  Vote  of 
money  is  to  be  applied,  and  ought  to  be 
ap^ed,  in  ihe  existing  state  of  affairs. 
I  hardly  need  say  that  I  reserve  to  my- 
self the  fullest  freedom  of  action  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  must  state  to  the  House 
that  I  no  longer  think  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  any  further  obstacle  to  you.  Sir, 
leaving  the  Chair.  I  beg,  therefore,  to 
withdniw  the  Amendment.  ["No,no!^^] 
The  Mabqubss  op  HAETINGTON: 
I  wish  to  say  a  word  as  to  the  resump- 
tion of  the  debate  under  the  new  cir- 
cumstances which  have  been  produced 
by  the  statement  just  made  by  my  riffht 
hon.  Friend.  I  apprehend.  Sir,  that 
acc(»ding  to  the  rules  of  our  procedure 
it  will  not  be  in  your  power  to  put  the 
Question  wheth^  the  House  will  permit 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  to  be 
withdrawn  until  the  conclusion  of  the 
debate  which  is  now  in  progress  upon 
^t  Amendment.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  iot  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  is, 
I  believe,  in  possession  of  the  House.  I 
have  no  right  and  no  desire,  I  can 
assure  him,  to  dictate  what  steps  he 
ought  to  take,  or  to  give  a  strong  opinion 
on  the  course  which  he  ought  to  pursue 
under  these  circumstances ;  but  perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  state  my 
own  opinion  that  after  the  statement 
which  has  just  been  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  it  would  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
discussion  on  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend — which  he  has  riven 
Notice  it  is  his  intention,  with  Ihe  leave 
of  the  House,  to  withdraw — should  not 
be  any  further  prolonged,  and  that  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eylands)  and  other 
hon.  Members  who  desire  still  to  ad* 
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dress  the  House  on  this  Amendment 
should  waiye  their  right  of  doinff  so,  and 
allow  forth^  discussion  on  the  Vote 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
to  take  plaoe  after  the  Speaker  has  left 
the  Ohair.  It  appears  to  me,  speaking 
with  great  deference,  that  that  would, 
on  the  whole,  be  the  most  convenient 
course  to  pursue,  and  I  hope  it  is  one 
which  may  commend  itself  to  the  opinion 
and  to  the  judgment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
and  the  House. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  :  Icertainly  have  no 
hesitation — ^Ironical  cheers] — ^in  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord.  I  may  venture,  perhaps,  to 
observe  that  while  with  us  on  this  side 
of  the  House  and  our  Leaders  there  has 
been  a  disposition,  under  circumstances 
which  are  no  doubt  of  a  novel  character, 
and  when  we  are  in  possession  of  intel- 
ligence, although  there  may  be  some 
question  as  to  its  authenticity  and 
accuracy,  yet  when  the  noble  lllord,  in 
view  of  that  intelli^nce,  and  with  the 
object  of  giving  the  House  a  better 
opportunity  of  considering  the  position 
in  which  non.  Members  are  placed  on 
this  important  question — ^when  the  noble 
Lord  recommends  that  we  should  not 
proceed  Airther,  and  my  right  hon. 
f^end  the  Member  for  BradfoKl  is  will- 
ing to  withdraw  his  Amendment — under 
these  circumstances,  perhaps,  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  with  ^eat  difidence  to 
non.  Qentlemen  opposite  that  when  this 
spirit  has  been  muiifested  by  the  noble 
"Lord  and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not 
think  a  spirit  of  jeering  and  levity  should 
be  indulged  in.  The  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  carefully  con- 
sidering the  new  position  in  which  we 
are  placed. 

]k&.  SPEAKER:  Any  discussion 
upon  the  Order  of  the  Day  in  respect  to  the 
Eastern  Question  will  now  be  premature. 

MB.RYLANDS:  I  thought  the  Order 
of  the  Day  had  been  called,  but  I  bow  to 
your  decision. 


ORDERS    OF    TEE   BAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

THE  SCTPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

ADJOURNED    DEBATE.        [fIFTH    NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate   on   Amendment    proposed   to 

ifr,  W.  E.  Fmter 


Question  [dlst  Januaiyl  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair ''  (for 
Committee  of  Supply). 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  **  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
«this  H<)UBe,  haying  been  informed  in  Her 
Mi^esty'B  GhnunouB  Speech  that  the  conditions 
on  which  Her  Majes^i  neutrality  is  founded 
had  not  been  infnnged  by  either  belligerent 
engaged  in  the  war  in  the  East  of  Europe,  and 
having  since  received  no  information  sufficient 
to  justify  a  departure  from  the  policy  of  neutrality 
and  peace,  sees  no  reason  for  adding  to  the 
burthens  of  the  people  by  voting  unnecessary 
Supplie6,"-~(Jrr.  William  Edward  Forttery) 

— ^instead  Hiereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.'' 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  have  no 
right.  Sir,  to  make  any  farther  remark, 
but  I  beff  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn? 
[*'No,  no!"] 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  I  understand  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  is  that 
the  House  should  assent  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment  on  the  Motion 
that  you,  Sir,  should  leave  the  Ohair,  and 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  Vote  in  Committee,  and 
that  we  should  have  information  from 
the  Government  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
this  Vote  is  to  be  applied.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  the  Vote  will  not 
be  pressed  this  evening.  [*'0h,  oh! "] 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Oovemment 
intend  tomakeuse  of  their  great  majority 
to  force  this  Vote  down  our  throats. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: The  hon.  Member  asks, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Amend- 
ment being  withdrawn  and  the  Speaker 
leaving  llie  Ohair,  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  assent  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  and  not  to 
proceed  with  the  Vote  in  Committee  of 
Supply  ?  Now,  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  act  upon  that  suggestion.  The 
Government  made  this  proposal  on  their 
own  responsibility,  andT  ymk  a  sincere 
feeling  of  the  necessity  for  making  this 
proposal.    They  made  it  some  consider^ 
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able  time  a^,  and  tbe  House,  of  cotmei 
liad  to  consider  how  it  would  deal  with 
that  proposal.  After  time  had  been 
allowed  K>r  consideration,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  on  be- 
half of  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition 
— supported,  I  suppose,  by  a  great  ma- 
jority on  that  side — ^proposed  a  certain 
Amendment,  which  has  been  considered 
at  considerable  length ;  and  I  think  we 
are  now  arriving  at  a  time  when,  after 
so  much  inconTenienoe,  and  so  much 
delay,  we  may  hope  to  p^et  the  Vote, 
and  see  something  practical  done.  It 
appears  that  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
rifi^t  hon.  Gentleman,  in  consequence 
of  certain  intelligence  which  has  been 
received  to-day,  which*  is  certainly  of  a 
serious  character — ^more  or  less  serious, 
but  which  is  not  at  all  different  from 
that  in  anticipation  of*  which  we  pro- 
posed this  Vote — we  originally  proposed 
this  Vote — they  propose  to  withdraw 
their  Amendment.  I  cannot  see  any 
other  motive  for  the  adoption  of  the 
course  than  that!  they  wish  to  facilitate 
the  progress  of  Public  Business,  and 
not  to  delay  the  passing  of  the  Vote. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  we 
would  be  stultifying  ourselves  if  we 
were  to  adjourn  the  debate.  Of  course, 
we  are  quite  willing — and,  indeed,  very 
glad — to  get  into  Committee,  and  have 
ue  Business  we  have  in  hand  facilitated; 
but  I  do  not  think  we  would  be  acting 
with  proper  respect  to  ourselves — ^in- 
deed, 1  think  we  would  be  acting  in  a 
very  undignified  way — ^if  we  were  now 
to  propose  any  adjournment. 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  I  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  observa- 
tions which  have  just  been  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  However 
much  we  may  disagree  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Government,  we  must  admit^that 
that  conduct  has  been  perfectly  frank 
and  straightforward.  They  have  said 
that  it  is  expedient  and  desirable  that 
the  House  should  vote  this  money,  and 
they  maintained  that  attitude  before  the 
peace  was  signed,  after  the  peace 
was  signed,  and  before  they  knew 
the  conditions  of  the  armistice.  Their 
position,  therefore,  is  not  affected  by  the 
news  of  the  advance  of  the  Bussians 
that  has  reached  us  this  afternoon ;  but 
if  we  turn  to  this  side  of  the  House  the 
position  is  altogether  different.  I  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  before  I  came 
down  to  the  House  that  this  Amend- 

VOL.  CCXXXVn.  [thibi)  sbbibs.] 


ment  was  to  be  withdrawn.  I  was  pre- 
pared to  have  given  it  my  cordial 
support.  I  was  not,  however,  respon- 
sible for  the  wording  of  that  Amend- 
ment. Let  us  inquire  under  what 
circumstances  it  was  brought  forward. 
When  it  was  brought  forward  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  it  was  approved  of  by 
aU  the  Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
Peace  was  not  then  signed;  the  armistice 
had  not  been  concluded.  In  the  course 
of  this  discussion,  peace  was  signed  and 
the  armistice  concluded,  and  yet  the 
Liberal  Leaders  thought  it  ri^ht  to  per- 
severe in  the  discussion  of  their  Amend- 
ment. Now,  if  this  was  desirable  then 
—and  I  am  not  saying  whether  it  was 
or  was  not,  but  that  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Liberal  Leaders — ^it  seems  extra- 
ordinary that,  without  the  slightest 
notice,  on  intelligence  not  yet  con&rmed, 
and  on  Papers  not  yet  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Memoers,  a  considerable  number 
of  hon.  Members  should  be  deprived  of 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nion on  this  important  question.  I  have 
not  myself  risen  once  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  and  I  would  have  been 
willing  to  let  it  conclude  without  speak- 
ing ;  but  I  know  that  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends  are  anxious  to  take  part  in  it, 
and  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason  why 
they  should  be  deprived  of  their  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so.  The  fmancial  argu- 
ments against  this  Vote  are  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  touched  by  the  doubt- 
ful intelligence  of  the  advance  of  the 
Eussians  to  Constantinople.  Of  course 
it  is  a  very  difficult  position  to  find  our- 
selves in,  and  I  am  not  going  to  take  a 
course  which  would  be  likely  to  increase 
it.  If  some  of  us  oppose  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Amendment,  it  is  not  unlikely 
that  we  may  be  misunderstood;  but  of 
this  I  feel  certain — ^that  it  wiU  suit  our 

Surpose  just  as  well  to  meet  it  with  a 
Lrect  negative.  Therefore,  I  do  appeal 
to  the  fairness  of  the  Gt)vemmdnt.  If 
intelligence  has  reached  this  country, 
and  if  it  appears  that  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  has  disregarded  the  conditions  of 
the  armistice,  of  course  then  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  will  be  altered;  but 
until  we  do  know  it,  I  put  it  to  the  fair- 
ness of  the  Government  that  they  ought 
not  to  press  nor  to  vote  this  money  at 
once.  If  the  Amendment  is  withdrawn, 
we  will  reserve  the  right  of  voting 
against  this  proposal  in  Committee.  1 
have  only  one  other  remark  to  make 

2  E  [Fifth  Night} 
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with  regard  to  the  proposal  to  withdraw 
this  Amendment.  From  the  way  in 
which  that  proposal  has  been  received 
in  a  certain  qu&rter  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is'only 
too  probable  that  the  proposal  to  with- 
draw will  not  be  consented  to,  and  that 
there  is  a  determination  in  certain  quar- 
ters that  it  should  be  negatived. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Perhaps  it  may  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  I 
should  point  out  that  in  the  event  of  the 
House  permitting  the  Amendment  to  be 
withdrawn,  the  Question  to  be  put  then 
would  be  *'that  I  do  now  leave  the 
Chair/'  and  any  discussion  may  take 
place,  or  even  any  Amendment  be  put 
upon  that  Question.  At  present  the 
preliminary  Question  before  the  House 
IS  whether  the  Amendment  shall  be 
allowed  to  be  wi&drawn. 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS:  Sir,  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  believe  there  can  be 
no  Member  of  this  House  who  is  more 
strongly  opposed  to  the  policy  of  the 
Gt)vemment  in  relation  to  the  Eastern 
Question  than  I  am,  and  I  think  it  is  fair 
that  I  should  say  this.  I  had  intended 
— and  perhaps  fortunately  for  the  House 
I  was  disappointed — to  in£ict  a  speech 
on  the  House  upon  this  subject.  But  I 
own  it  does  seem  to  me  that  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  stupendous  events  that  are 
taking  place  in  the  East  —  of  which 
the  least  we  can  say  is  that  they  are 
mysterious  and  uncertain — ^it  is  to  me  a 
melancholy  thing  that  we  should  be  here 
discussing — apparently  a  divided  people 
— a  miserable  question  of  £6,000,000. 
When  events  of  this  magnitude  are 
going  on  in  every  part  of  the  world,  the 
relevancy  of  which  to  the  question  is 
changing  every  six  hours,  I  venture  to 
point  out  this,  that  any  reasonable  or 
honourable  way  out  of  the  dilemma  in 
which  we  are  placed  ought  to  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  whole  House  at  once,  not 
in  the  interests  of  Party,  for  there  are 
many  of  us  here  who  do  really  feel  some- 
thing more  on  this  question.  I  think 
in  the  interests,  not  of  the  House  or  of  a 
Party,  but  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  in  the  presence  of  foreign  nations, 
that  we  should  advoid  these  mscussions; 
and  I  shall  be  delighted  to  hear  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  resist  the 
Motion  of  postponing  this  Vote.  I  think 
our  duty  is  dear — ^to  proceed  with  the 
Vote  in  Committee  and  bring  the  affair 
to  a  speedy  and  definite  conclusion. 

JMf .  Faweett 


Mb.  HOFWOOD  said,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
fViend  who  had  just  spoken,  but  feared 
they  were  about  to  do  with  precipitancy 
that  which  they  might  be  ashamed  of  the 
next  day.  They  were  told,  and  they  had 
heard  certain  papers  read  to  them  that 
evening,  that  the  Kussians  were  advanc- 
ing. They  had  heard  that  the  other 
night.  They  had  heard  it  several  times 
before,  and  always  from  the  same  source 
— from  the  British  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople. That  Ambassador  had  done 
his  best  by  every  despatch  to  give  rise 
to  the  notion  that  the  Kussians  were  ad- 
vancing ;  and,  therefore,  when  he  found 
that  the  latest  edition  of  their  intelli- 
gence rested  solely  upon  a  despatch  from 
mat  gentleman,  he  made  bold  to  say — 
it  was  not  disrespectful  to  him  (Mr. 
Layard),  and  it  was  respectM  to  the 
House — ^that  he  and  other  Members 
should  express  their  opinions  on  the 
matter  under  debate,  because  he  did 
not  believe  the  accuracy  of  the  in- 
formation conveyed.  He,  for  one, 
would  assist  in  obstructing  the  matter  if 
the  opportunity  were  refused  which  they 
asked  for — ^the  delay  of  any  further  dis- 
cussion until  the  next  day.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
If  the  House  would  not  listen  to  him  he 
would  wait  till  tihiey  did.  There  was  no 
desire  on  his  part  from  any  personal 
motives  to  keep  this  discussion  up.  The 
Porte  was  said  to  have  no  inteUigence 
on  this  subject.  The  Porte  had  passed 
that  off  on  them  two  or  three  times 
durine  the  past  fortnight  or  three  weeks, 
and  they  now  found  that  the  delay  in 
signing  the  armistice,  of  which  so  much 
was  made  at  the  time  against  Bussia 
solely  was  caused  by  matters  of  fact 
perfectiy  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
Porte  and  its  Plenipotentiaries.  In 
this  case,  the  further  intelligence  onlv 
rested  upon  information  from  theBritisn 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  and  the 
intelligence  supposed  to  be  possessed  by 
the  Porte.  He  asked  them  that  they 
should  not  be  precipitate  in  this  matter, 
and  that  they  should  have  the  proposal 
made  on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of  the 
House  adopted,  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  they 
should  have  a  postponement  of  the 
discussion  until  the  next  day.  ["No, 
no!"]  If  not,  he  thought  there  were 
plenty  of  Gentiemen  there  who  were 
fi*ee  to  take  their  own  course  upon  it, 
and  to  procure  that  indulg^ice  which 
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the  House  did  not  seem  indised  to  give 
thesi. 

Mb.  E.  J.  BEED :  I  i^n  one  of  those 
who  have  felt  that  it  was  a  yery  unfortu- 
nate thinff  for  our  own  Party  and  for  the 
oountiy  mat  a  discussion  of  this  Eastern 
Question  should  have  been  hung  upon  a 
direct  obstruction  to  the  money  credit 
asked  for  by  the  OoTemment.  1  merely 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that  I  do 
hope  that  we  may  now  get  rid  of  this 
money  question,  and  grant  the  money 
at  once,  in  order  that  as  soon  as  possible 
we  may  leave  ourselyes  free  to  consider 
the  only  question  which  it  is  worth  the 
while  of  tne  House  to  discuss  at  the  pre- 
sent moment — ^namely,  the  future  pro- 
ceedings of  the  country  with  regara  to 
the  Eastern  Question. 

Mb,  J.  OOWEN :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Watkin 
Williams)  has  just  said  what  I  intended 
to  say.  In  his  opening  remarks  he  said 
there  was  no  one  in  the  House  more  op- 
posed to  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  the  Eastern  Question  than 
himself.  I  am  not  in  accord  with  him 
there.  I  think  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Gbyemment  on  this  question,  tc^e  it  as 
a  whole,  view  it  without  the  considera- 
tion of  details,  has  been  prudent  and  ju- 
dicious. If  this  Amendment  had  been 
Sut  to  the  vote  I,  at  least,  as  a  Liberal 
[ember,  would  not  have  voted  for  it. 
But  the  circumstances  are  entirely 
altered — the  position  is  entirely  changed 
— and  I  think  we  shall  best  consult  our 
own  dignity  and  the  interests  of  the  na- 
tion by  at  least  foregoing  any  further 
discussion  of  it.  In  discussing  domestic 
politics,  there  is  no  need  for  reticence. 
The  fuller  and  franker  the  expression 
of  opinion,  the  better.  But  when  na- 
tional interests  are  involved,  and  when, 
perhaps,  even  national  existence  is  at 
stake,  patriotism  and  good  sense  should 
lead  us  to  present  a  \mited  face  to  the 
world.  We  are  not  here  now  as  Tories, 
or  Liberals,  or  Hadicals.  We  are  here 
as  Englishmen;  and  without  imder- 
taking  to  say  that  the  Oovemment  have 
been  correct  in  all  their  predictions,  at 
least  we  have  this  evidence  before  us — 
that  their  suspicions  so  far  have  been 
warranted  by  events.  I  would  suggest 
to  my  hon.  Friends  the  necessity  of 
allowing,  not  only  this  Amendment  to 
be  withdrawn,  but  also  the  Vote  to  be 
taken  at  once,  and  to  be  passed  unani- 
mously, and  that  will  be  the  best  answer 


to  the  advance  of  the  Bussians  upon 
Gonstantinople. 

The  Mabqitess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
The  question  which,  I  believe,  we  are 
reiJly  discussing  is  whether  the  House 
shall  permit  the  Amendment  to  be  with- 
drawn. I  believe,  although  that  is  the 
question  which  eveiyone  has  in  his 
mind,  that  we  are  technically  still  upon 
the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
In  order  that  this  question  may  be  dis- 
cussed, I  will  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate ;  and  I  will  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  I  was  no  party  to 
the  opposition  to  the  Government  taking 
the  Vote  this  evening.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  that,  even  after  the  Amend- 
ment has  been  withdrawn  or  otherwise 
disposed  of,  it  will  be  quite  competent 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  discuss  this 
question  upon  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair.  I  do  not  advise  that  that  course 
should  be  taken;  but  I  think,  after  what 
has  been  said  bv  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
probably  it  would  be  more  convenient  if 
we  were  to  go  into  Committee,  when  I 
have  no  doubt  the  Government  will  not 
flinch  from  a  full  discussion  of  the  point 
raised.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that 
the  preliminary  point  should  be  first 
disposed  of  as  to  whether  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  should  be 
withdrawn.  I  believe  the  Government 
have  not  yet  expressed  their  opinion 
upon  that  point,  but  I  hope  they  will  do 
do  so.  Although  I  cannot  answer  for  all 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  ^et  I  have  a  strong  opinion  that, 
in  the  circumstances  and  after  what  has 
occurred,  a  division  upon  the  Amend- 
ment cannot  possibly  be  any  indication 
of  the  real  state  of  opinion  in  the  House 
or  in  the  country  upon  the  question  at 
issue,  and  that  it  would  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  both  Parties  that  that  divi- 
sion should  not  b^  taken.  As  far  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  feelings  and  my  own 
are  concerned,  I  must  admit  that  it 
seems  to  me  a  matter  of  very  small  im- 
portance whether  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn  or  negatived.  Our  course,  in 
the  event  of  the  House  not  permitting  it 
to  be  withdrawn,  will  be  a  clear  one  to 
myself  and  to  the  greater  part  of  us.  If 
the  House  tries  to  force  us  to  vote  on 
the  question  which  we  wish  to  with- 
draw, we  shall,  instead  of  withdrawing 
the  Amendmeht,  withdraw  ourselves.  I 
think  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of 
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the  House  and  of  the  Goyemment,  how- 
ever, not  to  take  a  division  on  this 
point;  and,  by  way  of  enabling  them 
to  state  what  course  they  will  fdopt,  I 
beg,  Sir,  to  move  that  this  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed." 
— {The  Marqueis  of  HartingUm!) 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  as  I  understood  him, 
and  as  I  am  authorized  to  state  for  him, 
did  accept  the  withdrawal  of  that  propo- 
sition. He  accepted  it  as  an  uncondi- 
tional withdrawal.  The  objection  he 
took  was  to  some  conditions  proposed  to 
be  imposed  upon  it.  An  unconditional 
withdrawal  we  still  accept. 

Me.  ANDERSON:  I  should  like, 
Sir,  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer what  he  means  by  unconditional 
withdrawal.  K  he  means  such  a  with- 
drawal as  enables  you.  Sir,  immediately 
to  leave  the  Ohair,  then  I  should  oppose 
it.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  merely  a 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  leaving  us  free  to  discuss  the 
main  Question  as  to  your  leaving  the 
Chair,  I  would  hope  all  Members  would 
agree  to  it.    I  certainly  would. 

Me.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  I  certainly 
think  that  in  the  tele&;ram  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  read  and  in 
the  statements  which  are  made  out-of- 
doors — and  I  do  not  know  whether  there 
is  more  than  one  source  of  information — 
there  is  very  little  which  is  more  certain 
than  the  rumours  we  had  before,  and 
also  very  little  which  does  not  require 
confirmation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not,  I  think,  give  any  opinion  him- 
self as  to  what  was  the  opmion  or  the 
view  of  the  Porte  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  advance  of  the  Russians ;  but  I 
think:  the  telegram  said  that  the  Porte 
was  very  much  alarmed.  Well,  Sir,  our 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  has  been 
alarmed  several  times,  and  the  Porte 
has  had  a  good  deal  of  occasion  for 
alarm.  But  what  I  should  like  to  have 
known,  if  it  had  been  possible  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  tell  me, 
was  whether  there  was  really  any  posi- 
tive information  which  made  them 
believe  that  whatever  has  occurred  has 
not  occurred  by  connivance  with  the 
Porte.     That  is  the  opinion  which  I 
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should  form  from  the  ciroumstances. 
An  armistice  has  been  signed,  the  pre- 
liminaries of  peace  have  been  agreed 
upon,  and  there  is,  it  is  alleged,  some 
advance  of  some  portion  of  the  Russian 
troops  in  the  direction  of  Constantinople. 
And  this  leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  is  a  matter  of  arrangement  between 
the  two  Powers ;  that  it  is  not,  on  the 
part  of  Russia,  an  act  of  war ;  and  that 
it,  therefore,  in  no  decree  changes  the 
position  as  regards  eimer  the  interests 
or  the  objects  of  this  country.  [Mw- 
mwrsJ]  Well,  we  shall  see  more,  very 
likely,  in  a  day  or  two,  and  I  may  be 
wrong.  I  am  only  telling  the  House 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  reasonable 
conclusion  from  the  partial  statement 
which  has  been  made  to  us.  I  suppose 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
told  us  with  regard  to  this  all  he  knows, 
and  I  am  not  assuming  that  he  has  kept 
anything  back.  But,  judging  from  what 
we  have  heard  andfrom  what  we  have  read 
in  the  papers  this  morning,  I  think  it  is 
not  at  all  unlikely  it  may  turn  out  that, 
as  it  were  behind  the  back  of  England 
and  of  the  other  Powers,  Turkey  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
better  to  be  off  with  her  old  friends  and 
wash  her  hands  entirely  of  what  is  called 
European  protection  and  the  favouritism 
of  England,  and  to  make  herself  a  friend 
in  the  future  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment. If  this  be  so,  of  course  it  is  a 
ver^  great  change;  but  it  is  not  a  change 
which  would  enable  this  country,  or 
justify  any  Party  in  this  country,  to  pro- 
ceed to  hostilities  either  with  Russia  or 
Turkey.  Therefore,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  condition  of  things  in  regard  to 
the  Vote  which  we  have  been  discussing 
during  the  last  week  is  in  no  degree 
materially  changed.  But  there  is  one 
thing  which  has  changed,  and  it  is  in 
order,  to  refer  to  that  mat  I  have  ven- 
tured to  trouble  the  House  for  a  few 
minutes.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever 
that  there  is  a  difference  in  the  style  of 
discussion  and  in  the  state  of  feeling 
in  this  House.  If  there  were  a  Parlia- 
ment in  St.  Petersburg,  and  a  House  of 
Commons  there,  and  if  speeches  were 
made  with  regard  to  England  such  as 
have  been  made  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  Russia,  then  I  venture  to 
think  it  would  not  be  in  the  power 
of  Gentlemen  opposite,  even  if  they 
were  so  disposea,  or  of  Gentlemen 
on  these  benches,  to  prevent  the  oocur- 
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renoe  of  that  Mghtfiil  calamity,  of  hoB- 
tilitieB  between  this  country  and  BuBsia. 
It  is  because  of  this  state  of  feeling — 
which  is  not  confined  to  this  House,  but 
which  exists  among  some  portions  of 
people  in  some  parts  of  ttie  country — 
that  I  think  that  probably  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  also  the  true 
dignity  of  Parliament,  would  be  pro- 
moted by  a  cessation  of  a  discussion  of 
this  nature,  at  a  time  when  facts  of 
great  importance  are  just  trembling,  as 
it  were,  in  the  balance,  and  when  we 
are  unable  to  know  what  is  the  exact 
position  of  the  matter  which  is  under 
discussion.  Therefore,  on  that  ground 
— and  on  that  ground  only — ^I  have  been 
brought  to  the  conclusion  that  it  woidd 
be  a  judicious  thing  if  the  Amendment 
were  withdrawn,  and  if  the  discussion 
at  this  point  came  to  an  end.  I  trust, 
however,  that  none  of  those  who  have 
supported  the  Amendment — and  I  hope 
there  are  many  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  to  whom  I  may  address  the  same 
remark — will  believe — indeed,  I  hope 
that  none  of  us  will  believe — Uiat  there 
is  at  this  present  time  any  condition  of 
things  which,  more  than  the  conditions 
whidi  has  existed  for  a  considerable 
time  past,  makes  it  necessary  or  impera- 
tive diat  the  Government  of  this  country 
should  again  venture  into  a  great  war 
for  purposes  which  few  appear  to  imder- 
stand,  or  for  objects  wluch  all  of  us 
know — if  we  know  anything  of  the  geo- 
graphy of  that  part  of  the  world — ^to  be 
absolutely  unattainable;  a  war  which 
can  only  repeat  the  disasters — ^I  will  not 
say  the  ignominy,  but  the  disasters — and 
the  failures,  and  the  disappointments  of 
that  great  war  which  we  had  24  years 
ago.  I  have  ventured  to  address  these 
remarks  to  the  House  from  a  standpoint 
which  I  admit  many  Gentlemen  here 
cannot  exactly,  necessarily,  perhaps,  re- 
cognize; but  I  have  only  done  that 
which  I  have  done  before.  I  have  been 
consistent,  I  hope,  during  the  whole  of 
these  transactions,  and  I  am  anxious 
now,  as  I  have  ever  been,  that  we  should 
be  wise  and  just  in  our  foreign  policy 
as  in  our  home  affairs.  I  believe  now, 
by  patience  and  moderation  and  courtesy, 
and  a  thorough  examination  of  all  the 
points  of  this  great  question,  we  may 
find  before  long  that,  in  spite  of  the 
clouds  on  the  horizon,  the  sky  will 
become  dearer,  and  that  this  country,  at 
least;  will  neither  have  to  spend  its  trea- 


sure nor  to  waste  its  blood  in  a  cause 
which  our  past  experience  has  proved  to 
be  one  in  which  we  had  no  interest,  and 
certainly  one  ^m  which  we  gained  no 

advantage.      

The  oh  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  I  am  only  addressing  the  House, 
technically  by  its  indulgence;  but  the 
matter  wnich  I  have  to  mention  is  of 
so  much  importance  that  I  am  quite  sure 
the  House  will  listen  to  me.  I  wish, 
in  the  first  place,  to  point  out  to  the 
House  that  the  proceedings  of  this  even- 
ing originated  entirely  in  a  Question 
wmch  was  addressed  to  me  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  which  I  answered  to  the  best 
of  my  ability.  I  stated  to  the  noble 
Lord  what  was  the  substance  of  the  de- 
spatches which  we  had  received  last 
night ;  and  I  concluded  by  informing  the 
House  that  in  consequence  of  those  com- 
munications the  Government  had  thought 
it  right  to-day  to  address  a  communica- 
tion to  the  Eussian  Ambassador,  and  to 
ask  for  explanations  of  certain  circum- 
stances which  had  been  noticed.  [Mr. 
John  Bright  :  Lord  Augustus  Loftus.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  right. 
A  communication  was  addressed  to  Lord 
Augustus  Loftus  to  ask  for  an  explana- 
tion. But,  however,  that  is  not  the 
matter  in  issue.  The  communication 
which  I  have  now  to  make  to  the  House, 
and  which  I  have  just  received  from  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  comes 
from  the  Ambassador  of  Eussia  in  this 
country.    It  is  as  follows : — 

'*  The  Ambassador  of  Russia,  haTing  addressed 
his  Government  in  order  to  ask  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  Russian  Army  was  advancing  to- 
wards Constantinople,  and  had  taken  a  fortified 
gosition  forming  part  of  the  line  of  defence  of 
'onstantinople,  had  received  from  Prince  Gort- 
chakoff  the  following  reply,  dated  St.  Fetershurg, 
Feh.  7. — *  The  order  has  been  given  to  our 
military  commanders  to  stop  hostilities  along 
the  whole  line  in  Europe  and  in  Asia.  There  is 
not  a  word  of  truth  in  the  nunours  which  have 
reached  you.*  " 

I  must  express  to  the  House  my  regret 
that  the  circumstances  should  have  been 
of  so  dramatic  a  character  as  they  have 
been.  It  was  not,  of  course,  our  fault. 
We  gave  the  information  exactly  as  we 
received  it.  It  has  been  throughout  this 
difficult  business  our  anxiety  to  deal 
most  frankly  with  the  House.  I  can 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  what  I  said  just 
now,  and  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  entirely  confirms 
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— ^that,  so  far  as  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  is  concerned^  our  view  of 
the  necessiiy  of  the  Vote  proposed,  whe- 
ther the  Amendment  is  withdrawn  or 
not,  whether  the  rumours  be  true  or 
whether  they  be  not  true,  remains  pre- 
cisely the  same,  and  we  propose  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  in  exactly  the  same  mannw. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  one  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Of  course  there  is  no 
man  in  this  House  or  out  of  this  House 
who  would  reflect  for  one  instant  on  the 
course  the  Government  have  taken  upon 
the  information  they  have  given  us  on 
the  question.  But  in  the  interest  of  the 
peace  of  England,  and  of  the  peace  of 
the  world,  I  would  ask  the  riehthon. 
Gentleman  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  in  order  to  procure 
trustworthy  and  reliable  information 
with  regard  to  the  advance  on  Oon- 
stantinople  ? 

Mr.  FAWOETT,  who  rose  amid  cries 
of  "Order!"  said:  I  believe  I  am  per- 
fectly in  Order.  I  have  a  Question  to 
ask,  and  I  will  be  ver^  precise.  Owing 
to  l^e  information  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  communicated  to 
the  House,  I  understand  now  that 
things  are  in  precisely  the  same  position 
as  on  Tuesday;  and  I  beff  to  ask  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, now  that  things  are  in  precisely 
the  same  position  —  a  rumour  having 
reached  this  country  which  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said  to  be 
untrue — ^whether  he  still  intends  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  Certainly  we 
are  in  rather  a  curious  position.  I  en- 
tirely support  the  appeal  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Iriend  (Sir  William  Haroourt) 
in  the  hope  that  we  shall  not  again  be 
put  in  such  a  difficulty.  Perhaps  my 
old  Friend,  Mr.  Layard,  when  he  hears 
what  has  happened,  will  be  induced  to 
take,  if  possible,  even  more  care  than 
he  has  taken  up  to  the  present  time  with 
regard  to  the  information  he  sends. 
However,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawoett)  has  asked 
me  a  very  pertinent  Question.  I  have 
not  had  time  to  consult  oth^  Gen- 
tlemen. I  confess  it  seems  to  me  the 
best  course  that  coidd  be  now  taken 
would  be  to  let  the  debate  proceed — ^if  it 
is  to  proceed — upon  the  actual  proposal 
of  the  Gt>venunent  and  not  upon  my 
Amendment.   I  do  not  think,  after  what 
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has  happ^ied,  that  any  G^tleman  ought 
to  suppose  that  tiie  circumstances  are  in 
that  position  in  whidi  his  opinion,  with 
regard  to  the  proposal  of  me  Govern- 
ment, should  not  be  stated,  if  he  thinks 
it  desirable  to  do  so.  It  a^^ears  that 
the  information  that  is  given,  and  upon 
which  we  thought  there  was  a  change  of 
circumstances,  may  not  be  well  founded ; 
but  I  would  also  submit  that  the  circum- 
stances have  veiy  considerably  changed 
since  my  Amendment  was  proposed,  for 
the  form  of  my  Amendment  would  have 
been  different  if  the  droumstanoes  had 
been  then  as  they  are  now.  That  is  a  rea- 
son why  the  discussion  should  not  proceed 
i^n  my  Amendment,  altiiough  it  is  also 
a  ground  which  applies  to  the 
of  the  Gh)vemment,  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  being  a  Vote  mat  is  asked 
oa  account  of  the  **  present  crisis  in  the 
war  between  Russia  and  Turkey ; "  and 
we  axe  still,  I  trust,  under  me  belief 
that  the  war  has  practically  ceased. 
However,  I  have  nowing  to  do  with  the 
consistency  of  facts  in  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  though  I  think  that 
under  present  conditions  the  discussion 
would  be  better  conducted  on  this  proposal 
than  upon  the  Amendment.  Berore  I  sit 
down  I  think  I  may  state,  and  I  think 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  even  the  Gh)vemment  itself,  must 
admit  that  there  is  much  more  ground 
for  adjournment  now  than  there  was  a 
week  ago.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  states  that 
the  reasons  which  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  this  proposal  still  exist ; 
but  the  Government  cannot  get  rid  of 
this  fact — ^that  the  House  is  not  in  a  con- 
dition to  form  a  judgment ;  because  we 
have  had  a  most  extraordinary  and  novel 
statement  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  which  has 
been  contradicted  by  information  from 
St.  Petersburg.  I  really  think  it  would 
be  advisable,  in  the  general  interest  o£ 
the  country,  and  in  thegeneral  interest 
of  the  Members  of  the  ^use  being  able 
to  arrive  at  a  thoroughly  fair  decision 
on  the  question,  that  the  Government 
should  allow  another  opportunity  for 
debate. 

Mb.  3.  HOLMS  thought  the  House 
was  placed  in  an  unfortunate  position 
by  not  knowing  the  real  terms  oi  peaoe 
settled  between  Turkey  and  BvuBsia; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  at  the  present 
juncture  that  it  would  be  vezy  advan- 
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tageous  to  wait  until  they  had  the  terms 
of  peace  and  the  terms  of  the  armistice 
before  continuing  the  discussion.  In 
the  present  state  of  the  public  mind  it 
was,  indeed,  essential  that  an  adjourn- 
ment should  take  place  for  at  least  two 
days. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  was  one  of 
those  who  had  learnt,  before  the  House 
met,  the  intention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford,  under 
the  great  alteration  of  circumstances 
which  we  were  given  reason  to  suppose 
had  occurred,  to  ask  leave  to  with(£raw 
his  Amendment;  and  I  entirely  con- 
curred with  him  in  thinking  that  that 
course  would  be  a  proper  course,  pro- 
vided the  conditions  were  fulMed,  under 
which,  I  think,  he  had  arrived  at  that 
decision  —  namely,  that  we  foimd  we 
had  to  deal,  not  only  with  vague  and 
idle  rumours,  but  with  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  definite  statement  from 
official  authority,  which  commanded  the 
belief  of  Her  Majesty's  Gh)vemment. 
When  I  heard  the  answer  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Excdae- 
quer  to  the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs, 
obviously  those  conditions  were  fulfified. 
The-statement  was  one  perfectiy  definite. 
It  was  given  with  the  sanction  and  the 
authorify  of  the  Government;  and  I 
certainly  was  an  entirely  concurring 
party  to  the  proceedings  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Nor  do  I  say  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  wrong  in  proposing  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  even  after 
what  has  occurred.  When  such  an  an- 
nouncement has  been  made,  and  so 
generally  acquiesced  in  by  the  House — 
although  it  is  of  extreme  inconvenience 
that  such  an  announcement  should  have 
been  made  under  erroneous  information, 
yet  nobody — at  all  events  nobody  here — 
is  to  blame;  and  therefore  I  do  not 
wonder,  nor  do  I  in  the  least  complain, 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  for  adhermg  to 
his  decision,  nor  do  I  think  we  have  the 
smallest  right  to  complain  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  of  the  Ohancellor  of  t^e  Exche- 
quer. The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  treated  us  with  perfect  firankness  and 
ingenuousness.  He  has  supplied  us  ^m 
moment  to  moment  with  we  very  latest 
intelligence  in  his  possession.  1  must, 
however,  here  go  a  step  out  of  my  way, 
while  we  are  discussing  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  and  say  that  that  is  a  re- 
markable letter  which  has  been  read  by 


the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
ceeding from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
at  Oonstantinople.  It  fills  me  with  an 
astonishment  and  a  dismay  that  I  cannot 
adequately  describe.  I  have  seen  plenty 
of  rumours  gathered  by  the  Ambassador, 
and  transmitted  home,  which  were  worth- 
less; but  this  is  not  transmitted  as  a 
rumour.  There  is  not  in  this  letter — as 
far  as  I  have  been  able  to  discern — one 
single  word  that  indicates  uncertainty. 
It  may  be,  therefore,  and  I  am  bound  to 
think,  that  the  Ambassador's  information 
is  right.  If  he  is  not  right,  he  is  tre- 
mendously wrong;  but  if  he  is  right,  then 
the  position  and  tiie  attitude  under  which 
the  House  proceeds  in  this  great  question 
is  immensely  changed  by  the  communica- 
tion, not  only  for  the  Government,  but 
for  a  very  large  portion  of  the  House. 
I  really  think,  under  those  circumstances, 
it  is  not  an  unfair  request  that  we  should 
adjourn  this  debate  for  24  hours — ["No, 
no  ! "] — ^in  order  that  we  may  know  how 
this  nmtter  stands.  I  can  hardly  con- 
ceive the  opposition  of  any  fair-minded 
man  to  that  request.'  We  have  a  titie, 
which  I  may  put  very  high,  to  know 
whether  this  statement — or  whether  the 
contradiction  of  this  statement — ^is  cor- 
rect. If  this  statement  is  an  untrue 
statement,  it  raises  the  gravest  question, 
as  has  been  indicated  already  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcoart),  as  to 
the  sources  £rom  which,  and  the  channels 
through  which,  information  is  communi- 
cated for  our  guidance  from.  Oonstan- 
tinople. If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  true 
and  veritable  information,  then  we  are 
eq^ually  astonished  and  equally  dismayed 
with  respect  to  the  telegram  that  has 
just  been  read;  and  surely,  in  that 
position,  it  would  be  a  strong — ^I  might 
even  say,  a  rather  violent,  exercise  of  the 
power  of  a  majority,  to  drive  us  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  mscussion  of  the  proposal 
of  the  Government.  It  will  be  for  the 
Government  to  say  how  far  the  emer- 
gency of  affairs  is  such  that  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  Vote  cannot  be  allowed.  I 
never  understood  it  to  be  stated  that 
the  matter  was  one  of  very  great  emer- 
gency from  day  to  day. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  he  understands  the  letter 
which  he  read  just  now  to  imply  that 
the  Bussians  were  not  advancing  at  all, 
or  only  that  they  were  not  advancing  in 
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a  manner  hostile  to  the  Turks,  and  in  a 
manner  objected  to  by  them  ?  The  two 
things  are  very  different;  for,  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  has  pointed  out,  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  Eussians  are  advancing 
imder  a  clause  of  the  armistice ;  and  I 
coidd  not  gather  from  the  letter  read  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther a  complete  denial  was  given  to  the 
report  that  the  Eussians  were  advancing 
at  all,  or  only  that  a  denial  was  given  to 
the  report  that  they  were  advancing 
contrary  to  the  will  of  Turkey,  and  in 
a  manner  hostile  to  her. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  the  as- 
sertion  which  came  from  Constantinople 
was  of  a  positive  and  definite  character, 
and  the  communication  which  came  from 
St.  Petersburg  was  of  an  equally  posi- 
tive and  defimte  character.  He  wished 
to  ask  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  aware  that  it  was  pos- 
sible for  Prince  Oortchakoff,  when  that 
denial  was  given  to  Lord  Derby,  to  have 
been  perfedly  apprised  of  the  move- 
ments of  the  Russian  Army  ?         

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: In  answer  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  I 
may  read  once  more  that  particular 
message  from  the  Ambassador  of  Russia. 
The  House  will  observe  that  this  is  not 
an  answer  to  the  inquinr  made  by  my 
noble  Friend  (the  Eari  of  Derby),  but  it 
is  an  answer  made  to  some  question  that 
we  have  not  got  before  us  which  has 
been  addressed  by  the  Russian  Ambas- 
sador here  to  Prince  Gortchakoff.  The 
message  is  this — 

**  The  Ambaasador  of  Russia,  having  addressed 
his  Gk)yeinmeiit  in  order  to  ask  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  Russian  Army  was  advancing  to- 
wards Constantinople,  and  had  taken  a  foitified 
position  forming  part  of  the  line  of  defence  of 
Constantinople,  has  received  from  Prince  Gort- 
chakoff the  following  reply,  dated  St.  Peters- 
burgh,  Feb.  7 : — *  The  order  has  been  given  to 
our  military  commanders  to  stop  hostilities 
along  the  whole  line  in  Europe  and  in  Asia. 
There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the  rumours 
which  have  reached  you.' " 

I  can  only,  of  course,  understand  those 
rumours  tomeanthose  which  were  alluded 
to  in  the  question  of  the  Russian  Am- 
bassador— namely,  whether  it  was  true 
that  the  Russian  Army  was  advancing 
towards  Oonstantinople  and  had  taken  a 
fortified  position.  1  am  really  unable  to 
answer  my  right  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
Hubbard's)  Question.  We  have  reason, 

Lard  JEdmond  FUumaurice 


however,  to  believe  that  tiiere  is  some- 
thing wrong  with  the  telegraphic  wires, 
because  the  last  two  telegrams  firom  Mr. 
Layard  have  come  to  us  by  way  of  India, 
and  not  bv  the  direct  route.  There  ap- 
pears to  be  some  interference  with  the 
wires.  There  are  several  telegrams  from 
Mr.  Layard  which  ought  to  have  reached 
us,  but  which  we  have  never  received. 
We  know  by  the  numbering  of  those 
telegrams  which  have  come  to  us  that 
others  have  been  sent  from  Constanti- 
nople which  have  not  arrived;  and 
therefore  there  is  some  confusion  on  the 
telegraph  lines.  As  to  the  Question  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oreenwich, 
I  cannot  admit  that  we  are  to  treat  this 
as  a  matter  in  which  time  does  not  sig- 
nify. We  are  very  anxious  to  get  tms 
Vote.  Without  reference  to  these  ru- 
mours, every  day  renders  us  more 
anxious  that  the  funds  for  which  we  are 
asking  should  be  placed  in  our  hands. 
I  do  not  press  the  House  to  grant  us  the 
Vote  witnout  debate.  Of  course  it  would 
be  unreasonable  when  such  a  demand  is 
made,  that  there  should  not  be  any 
amount  of  discussion  which  the  House 
thinks  necessary ;  but  we  cannot  consent 
of  our  free  motion  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  which  has  been  alrea^  so 
prolonged.  It  is,  I  believe,  a  fortnight 
since  I  originally  gave  Notice  of  mis 
Vote ;  every  opportunity  has  been  given 
fbr  its  consideration,  and  I  hope  that  the 
House,  in  whatever  form  it  thinks  best, 
will  proceed  with  the  discussion  and 
grant  us  this  money  as  soon  as  possible. 
Me*  DODSON  :  I  venture  to  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which 
I  hope  may  induce  him  to  meet  ike  pro- 
posals which  have  been  made  from  this 
side  of  the  House  half  way,  and  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford asked  leave  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. He  did  so  under  circumstances 
of  misapprehension  as  to  the  state  of 
the  facts.  That  state  of  facts  is  not 
even  now  quite  dear.  Had  my  right 
hon.  Friend  not  offered  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  it  was  an  understood  thing 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate on  it  should  have  gone  on  to-n^ht 
and  to-morrow  night,  and  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  could  not  have  brought  l^e 
direct  proposal  of  their  Vote  to  an  issue 
before  Monday.  Why,  if  the  proposal 
to  withdraw   the   Amendment  of  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  be  assented  to,  do  not 
the  GFovemment  consent  to  adjourn  the 
discussion  of  the  Vote  until  to-morrow  ? 
The  Government  would  be  clearly  ad- 
vanced in  the  consideration  of  the  Vote ; 
and  I  further  think  it  should  be  post- 
poned, so  that  the  question  which  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  has  ad- 
dressed to  our  Ambassador  at  ot.  Peters- 
burg should  be  answered,  and  which 
might  probably  materially  contribute  to 
clearness  of  appreciation  of  the  position 
now  under  discussion. 

Mr.  C.  BEOKETT-DENISON  said, 
he  thought  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
would  be  fair  and  reasonable  if — and 
only  if — ^the  Opposition  were  prepared 
to  drive  things  to  extremity  and  to 
refuse  the  Vote  of  Credit  should  the 
answer  be  unfavourable.  A  disposi- 
tion had  been  shown  to  blame  Mr. 
Layard,  who  had  endeavoured  to  do  his 
duty  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  Hon. 
G^ntiemen  opposite  ouffht  to  suspend 
their  judgment  in  regard  to  Mr.  Layard. 
It  would  be  unfair — especially  when 
communications  were  interrupted — ^to 
condemn  him  without  receiving  his  ex- 
planation. Let  them  wait  and  see  whose 
information  was  accurate.  [**Hear, 
hear!"]  He  meant  that  they  should 
wait  before  they  condemned  Mr. 
Layard ;  because  it  was  quite  possible 
that  the  Bussian  military  commanders, 
irrespective  of  higher  orders,  might  have 
pushed  on  their  troops,  that  ^e  facts 
which  Mr.  Layard  narrated  so  positively 
might  have  ta^en  place,  and  that  Prince 
Gortchakoff  might  have  been  in  igno- 
rance of  them.  He  did  not  say  that 
that  was  the  case ;  but  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible. In  all  seriousness  he  asked  the 
Opposition  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  push  things  to  extremities  and  to  re- 
fuse this  Vote.  If  the  Opposition  were 
prepared  to  do  so,  there  must  be  but 
one  alternative —  let  Ministers  place 
their  resignations  at  the  foot  of  the 
Throne.  Were  the  Opposition  pre- 
pared to  face  that  alternative  ?  If  mey 
were,  let  them  go  on ;  but  if  they  were 
not,  he  contended  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  were  bound  by  every  Constitu- 
tional consideration  to  stay  their  oppo- 
sition and  to  give  this  Vote  of  Credit  to 
the  Government  their  unanimous  sup- 
port.   

Sib  GEOBGE  BOWYEB  did  not  see 
that  there  was  any  gproimd  for  post- 


poning the  debate.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  proceed  with  the  discussion 
on  the  proposed  Vote  of  Credit. 

Mr.  SANDFORD  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
was  aware  that  any  telegraphic  commu- 
nication existed  between  St.  Petersburg 
and  the  Eussian  Army  south  of  tiie  Bal- 
kans; and,  whether  the  Eussian  Go- 
vernment had  any  means  of  knowing 
the  movements  of  the  Eussian  Army  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  I  do  not  know. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  telegram 
which  had  been  communicated  to  the 
House,  and  which  had  come  through 
the  Eussian  Ambassador,  was  merely  a 
repetition  of  the  statement  originally 
made  by  Prince  Gortchakoffand  already 
on  the  Table  of  the  House — ^that  orders 
to  suspend  hostilities  had  been  sent  to 
the  Eussian  Generals  in  Europe  and 
Asia,  not  by  telegraph,  but  by  courier. 
We  had  received,  on  the  one  lumd,  a 
communication  from  the  English  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  by  way  of 
Bombay,  dated  the  6th ;  and  we  had, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  re-assertion  from 
St.  Petersburg  that  certain  orders  had 
been  sent  to  the  Eussian  Generals,  not 
by  telegraph,  but  by  messenger,  which 
could  not  be  received  until  two  or  three 
days  had  elapsed.  The  Eussian  Gene- 
rals might  not  yet  have  received  the 
orders  in  question ;  and,  therefore,  the 
statement  of  Prince  Gortchakoff,  so  far 
as  his  knowledge  went,  might  be  cor- 
rect; while  the  information  received 
from  our  Ambassador  at  Constantinople 
might  also  be  true. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  would  suggest  that> 
as  there  appeared  to  be  considerable  un- 
certainty as  to  whether  the  statement 
made  by  our  Ambassador  at  Constanti- 
nople or  that  made  from  St.  Petersburg 
was  the  more  accurate  of  the  two,  they 
should  now  adjourn  the  debate  for  24 
hours,  on  the  distinct  understanding 
that  it  should  terminate  to-morrow. 

Mb.  pease  concurred  in  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  G^ntieman  who 
had  just  spoken.  If  the  news  that  had 
reached  us  from  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  were  true,  the  House 
would  have  before  long  to  take  some 
grave  action.  If  the  House  believed 
tiiat  Eussia  had  forfeited  its  pledges  in 
respect  of  the  occupation  of  Constanti- 
nople, the  Vote  which  it  would  ffive 
wotdd  be  a  very  different  one   from 
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what  would  otherwise  be  the  case.  The 
information  which  had  reached  us  was 
not  at  all  satisf actoiy.  We  had  no  rea- 
son to  belieye  that  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  had  deceived  us  by  the 
information  he  had  sent;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  had  the  most  solemn 
assurance  that  the  Russian  Ooyemment 
could  give,  that  his  telegram  was  with- 
out foimdation.  In  these  circumstances, 
he  hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  would  consent  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate. If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  consent  to  this  course  being 
adopted,  he,  for  one,  should  be  pre- 
pared to  say  that  if  it  should  turn  ouf 
that  the  information  was  correct,  and 
that  Eussia  had  forfeited  her  pledges, 
we  should  show  a  united  front  in  this 
country. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  heartily  re- 
echoed  the  language  which  had  been 
addressed  to  them  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Oowen),  which  exhi- 
bited a  natural  eloquence  inspired  by  a 
deep  patriotic  feeHnK*  The  occasion 
was  a  serious  one..  Both  sides  of  the 
House  must  perceive  that  the  position 
of  a&irs  was  deeply  criticaL  He  there- 
fore trusted  that  botii  sides  of  the  House 
would  give  Her  Majesty's  Government 
their  imited  si4>port  in  their  difficult 
position. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
If  I  may  be  allowed,  by  the  courtesy  of 
the  House,  to  address  one  or  two  more 
observations  to  it,  I  will  venture  to  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  appeal  which 
has  been  addressed  to  the  Government, 
that  the  debate  shoidd  be  adjourned,  is 
by  no  means  an  unreasonable  one.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  his  Colleagues  are 
perfectly  justified  in  saying  that  the  in- 
formation which  was  received  last  night, 
and  which  was  believed  all  this  morn- 
ing, and  which  was  only  summarily  con- 
tradicted within  the  last  half  hour,  has 
not  made  any  serious  difference  in  the 
view  with  which  they  laid  this  Vote 
upon  the  Table.  The  right  hon .  Gentle- 
man, however,  refused  to  take  into 
account  the  effect  which  that  informa- 
tion may  have  upon  the  feelings  and  the 
opinions  entertamed  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  It  is  a  fact,  however,  that  the 
truth  or  the  fedsehood  of  that  information 
will  most  materially  affect  the  view  of 
the  Gt>venunent  proposal  taken  on  this 
side  of  the   House.    The   right   hon. 

Mr»  Pease 


Gentleman,  therefore,  will  perceive, 
upon  consideration,  that  it  is  hardly  fair 
for  him  to  press  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  arrive  at  a  decision 
with  regard  to  that  proposal  in  the 
presentuncertain  state  of  ourinformation. 
By  Her  Majesty's  Government  accepting 
the  reasonable  suggestion  which  has 
been  made,  no  time  need  necessarily  be 
lost.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  most  un- 
willing— if  the  Government  refuses  to 
entertain  the  plea  for  delay  wlm^  is 
made  on  this  side  of  the  House — that  a 
Vote  should  be  given  which  may  lead 
to  grave  misconceptions  in  various 
quarters,  and  I  should  also  be  extremely 
unwilling  to  be  a  party  to  a  vote  for 
purely  obstructive  purposes,  and  for  the 
purpose  merely  of  delay.  Should  Her 
Majesiy's  Government,  therefore,  persist 
in  refusing  what  I  must  still  regard  as  a 
reasonable  request,  I  shall  not  be  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment. In  that  case  I  think  the  only 
course  open  to  hon.  Members  on  this  sido 
of  the  House  is  to  continue  the  debate,  al- 
though in  doing  so  thevwill  necessarily  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  considerable  diffi- 
culty, in  consequence  of  the  uncertainty 
of  tiie  information  which  has  reached 
us.  I,  therefore,  suggest  that,  in  the 
event  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
yielding  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  them,  we  shoidd  continue  the 
debate  as  though  the  proposal  for  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  had  not 
been  made.  The  suggestion  I  have 
made  possibly  may  not  meet  with  the 
approval  of  my  hon.  Friends ;  but  it  is 
the  one  which  appears  to  me  to  be  the 
best  we  can  adopt  under  the  ciroum- 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  trust  that  the  House  will  per- 
mit me  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  an- 
swer to  the  noble  Lord.  We  on  this 
side  quite  understand  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  He 
desires  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
and,  independently  of  all  ot^er  ocmside- 
rations  which  influenced  him,  there  was 
the  fact  that  since  the  terms  of  tiiat 
Amendment  were  framed  circumstances 
have  altered,  even  in  his  own  view,  so 
as  to  render  that  Amendment  inappli- 
cable. That  Amendment  he  desires  to 
withdraw,  and  no  doubt  the  House  will 
consent  to  such  a  step;  but  then  where 
do  we  stand  ?  On  resuming  the  debate 
we  should  ocmtinue  to  discuss  the  origi- 
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nal  Motion  that  you,  Sir,  should  leave 
the  Ohair,  and  upon  that  direct  question 
or  upon  any  other  Amendment  which 
hon.  Members  might  think  fit  to  pro- 
pose, there  would  still  be  room  for  de- 
bate should  hon.  Members  wish  to  con- 
tinue the  discussion.  I  should  wish  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  the  step 
whidi  we  are  now  asking  you  to  take  is 
not  the  fin^  stage  in  these  proceedings ; 
and  that  even  if  we  were  to  get  the  Vote 
to-night — ^whichl  do  not  know  we  should 
in  the  event  of  there  being  a  full  debate 
on  the  question — still  there  would  be 
ample  opportunity  for  further  discussion 
upon  the  Report,  or  at  other  stages  of 
the  proceedings.  Our  position  is  this. 
We  have  from  the  first  considered  this 
a  proper  Vote  to  propose,  and  nothing 
wmchhas  occurred  smce  has  changed 
our  view  or  our  position  with  regard  to 
it.  It  is  perfectly  true,  as  the  noble 
Lord  has  pointed  out,  that  what  was 
supposed  to  be  accurate  information  has 
haa  a  certain  influence  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  and  upon  others,  and  they 
say — ''Let  us  have  a  little  more  time, 
in  order  that  we  may  see  whether  this 
particular  statement  is  well  founded  or 
not."  But  what  I  would  point  out  to 
hon.  Members  is  this — ^that,  in  the  pre- 
sent crisis  which  has  arisen  in  the  East, 
we  must  expect  events  to  happen  and 
rumours  of  all  sorts  to  get  afloat,  the 
reports  of  which  will  come  in  from  day 
to  day;  and,  therefore,  hardly  a  day 
can  pass  without  bringing  to  us  intelli- 
gence which  may  give  occasion  to  hon. 
Members  to  say — ''Let  us  pause  and 
take  time  to  inquire  into  this  state  of 
affairs  before  we  proceed  further."  It 
is,  therefore,  unreasonable  to  ask  us  to 
postpone  this  discussion  in  order  that 
information  may  be  obtained  on  an  in- 
teresting question,  which,  however,  is  to 
my  mind  quite  unconnected  with  the 
view  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
take  of  the  necessity  of  this  Vote.  I 
must  further  say  that  the  partictdar  form 
in  which  these  suggestions  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  has  been  made 
is  open  to  objection,  on  the  ground  that 
it  almost  assumes  that  of  raising  the 
question  whether  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  or  Prince  Cbrtchakoff  is 
speaking  that  which  is  true.  Now,  I 
do  not  think  that  is  a  question  which 
ought  to  be  raised  here,  and  certainly 
no  vote  of  this  House  ought  to  turn 
upon  it.    The  Vote  which  thia  House 


has  been  asked  to  agree  to  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  offensive  to  any  Power 
whatever — certainlynottoRussia — and  it 
has  only  been  asked  for  in  order  that 
this  country  may  have  its  resources  per- 
fectly at  its  command,  with  the  view  of 
strengthening  it  in  critical  circumstances, 
and  at  a  time  when  it  may  have  occasion 
to  use  that  strength.  If  we  are  to  make 
the  vote  turn  upon  the  veracity  of  one 
side  or  the  other — ["  No,  no !"] — but  it 
is  so ;  at  all  events,  it  may  appear  to  be 
so,  and  it  will  be  unfortunate  if  we  ad- 
journ this  debate  expressly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investigating  anything  of  that 
sort.  I  am  fuUy  convinced  that  when 
Mr.  Layard's  communication  comes  to 
be  explained,  it  will  appear  that  he  has 
perfect  justification  for  whatever  he  has 
stated.  No  one,  even  if  he  has  not  our 
means  of  knowledge,  can  fail  to  perceive 
the  enormous  difficulty  of  Mr.  Layard's 
position.  And  at  the  present  moment, 
when  we  actualhr  know  nothing  of  what 
is  going  on  at  Constantinople,  it  would 
be  mo^  unfair  to  condemn  him.  On 
Ihe  whole,  the  course  which  I  think  we 
ought  to  pursue  is  to  proceed  with  the 
debate.  The  reason  1  have  not  pressed 
the  House  to  arrive  at  a  speedy  decision 
with  regard  to  the  Qovemment  proposal 
is  in  order  that  we  might  hear  the  opi- 
nions of  hon.  Members  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  if  we  adjourn  this  debate 
we  shall  not  have  the  opinions  of 
those  hon.  Members.  If  we  were 
to  agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  we  should  probably  be  told  on 
resuming  it  that,  aiter  aU,  we  must  give 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  views  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  and,  therefore,  to  consent  to  the 
adjournment  would  bemerely  to  consent 
to  so  much  time  being  wasted.  At  the 
same  time,  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
unnecessarily  delay  arriving  at  a  deci- 
sion on  the  question  before  them. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  thought  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
put  the  question  of  the  adjournment 
quite  upon  the  right  footing.  The  ques- 
tion at  issue,  and  which  it  was  sought 
to  have  determined  before  proceeding 
with  the  debate,  was  not  as  to  the  truth- 
fulness of  our  Ambassador  at  Constan- 
tino^^oras  to  thatof  Prince  Gortchakoff; 
but  what  were  the  &cts?  Thepointupon 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  wished  to  be  satisfied  was,  whe- 
ther the  Buasians  had  really  advanced 
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upon  Oonstantinople  notwithstanding  the 
armistice,  and  not  whether  Mr.  Layard's 
information  was  correct.  If  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  permit  an  adjournment, 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  would  have 
to  carry  on  the  debate  without  knowing 
that  which  would  materially  influence 
their  minds.  He  trusted  it  would  be 
seen  out-of-doors  that,  when  it  was 
clearly  shown  that  Bussia  had  broken 
faith,  the  Opposition  would  be  prepared 
to  take  a  yeiy  different  course  m>m  that 
which  they  had  hitherto  adopted. 

Sib  EOBEET  PEEL :  I  put  it  to  the 
House  that  the  squabbles  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  this  question  are  hardly  worthy 
of  the  reputation  of  the  House.  Why 
cannot  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  follow  the  advice  given  them 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Cowen)  ?  It  was  patriotic  advice  which 
the  Member  for  that  important  con- 
stituency submitted  to  their  approval. 
Observe  the  position  in  which  you  are 
placed.  An  opportunity  is  afforded  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Porster)  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  Many  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  are  too  glad  of  the  op- 
portunity  to  withdraw  from  the  position 
m  which  they  have  unfortunately  been 
placed.  And  when  this  opportunity  is 
presented,  I  am  surprised  that  Members 
sitting  on  the  front  Opposition  bench 
should  try  to  raise  the  question  of  a 
little  further  adjournment  in  order  to 
consider  this  question.  I  feel  bound,  for 
a  moment,  to  refer  to  the  observations 
that  were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  I  was  surprised  at  the 
remark  which  he  made  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Layard.  The  insinuation  he  threw 
out  as  regards  former  representations  of 
his  that  were  said  to  be  inaccurate  was 
unworthy  of  my  right  hon.  Priend.  Mr. 
Layard  served  under  my  right  hon. 
Priend,  and  the  insinuation  that  was 
evidently  intended  to  be  conveyed  was 
that  the  information  which  he  now  gave 
was  erroneous,  as  he  had  given  informa- 
tion, on  a  former  occasion,  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  had 
proved  to  be  false.  With  respect,  also, 
to  the  remarks  that  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  I  must, 
too,  take  exception.  Of  course,  when- 
ever he  refers,  as  he  frequently  does,  to 
the  Crimean  War,  his  remarks  are  always 
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marked  by  that  eloquence  and  fervour 
for  which  he  is  so  distinguished.  But 
he  ought  not  to  have  said  in  this  House 
what  fell  from  him  to-night.  I  have 
said  before — and  I  repeat  it  now — ^that, 
whether  right  or  wrong,  that  war  was 
undertaken  with  the  almost  universal 
assent  of  the  public  opinion  of  this 
country.  He  said  he  hoped  at  aU  events 
that  the  Government  would  hold  their 
hand,  and  were  not  going  now  to  rush 
into  a  war  with  Eussia.  We  all  hope 
so  too.  But  he  said  that  he  could  not 
help  referring  to  the  ignominy,  failure, 
ana  disaster  of  that  war.  Such  a  re- 
mark, I  hold,  was  not  worthy  of  him.  I 
heard  Ministers  speak  at  that  time, 
and  I  was  a  witness  of  the  compliment 
which  the  Sovereign  paid  to  the  troops 
on  their  return  home ;  and,  so  far  from 
imputing  ignominy  and  failure  as  the 
result  of  that  war,  I  think  the  officers 
and  men  who  shed  their  blood  for  their 
country  were  worthy,  after  the  lapse  of 
25  years,  of  some  better  compliment 
than  to  be  told  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  those  exertions  and  those 
sacrifices  amounted  to  nothing  less  than 
ignominy,  failure,  and  disaster.  I  do 
hope  that  the  Opposition  wiU  see  the 
error  of  their  ways.  I  am  certain  of  the 
ffood  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
But  the  Opposition  are  in  a  horrible 
scrape.  As  me  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney (Mr.  Pawcett)  very  truly  observed, 
they  withdrew  their  Amendment  on  in- 
formation given  to  the  House  which  has 
? roved  to  be  erroneous.  [**No,  no  !"] 
beg  pardon — on  information  which 
may  possibly  prove  to  be  erroneous. 
Well,  if  I  had  been  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  I  would  have  said — 
**  It  having  been  proved  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  Government  that  the  informa- 
tion is  untrue,  I  will  stand  to  my  ^qhb 
and  ffo  on."  I  always  thought  him  a 
chivalrous  man.  But  even  now,  when 
we  give  him  a  golden  bridge,  he  says — 
*'  No,  let  us  postpone  the  debate  till  to- 
morrow." And  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ohester  (Mr.  Dodson)  tries,  also,  to 
argue  that  it  would  go  on  till  Priday,  that 
the  Gh)vemment  could  not  get  their  Vote 
till  Monday,  and  what  objection  could 
there  be  to  withdraw  it  for  24  hours? 
That  will  not  do.  As  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  said,  for  once  give  up  your 
Party  faction;  give  a  Yote  to  the  Govern- 
ment when  ihey  ask  it,  and  let  us  at 
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once  g^  into  Oommittee  and  diBOOBB  it 
there  on  reasonable  terms. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  as  he  had 
been  misunderstood  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Eobert  Peel),  he  might  be 
misunderstood  by  others.  What  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  stated  respecting  Mr. 
Layard  was  that  our  Ambassador  at 
Oonstantinople  had  transmitted  nmiours 
which  had  proved  totally  groundless, 
and  that  the  fair  inference  was  that  he 
had  shown  an  unfortunate  credulity ;  but 
that  the  information  now  transmitted 
was  not  a  rumour  at  all,  but  a  most 
particular  and  careful  statement,  which 
appeared  to  be  in  direct  conflict  with 
another  statement  that  had  been  received 
through  tilie  Bussian  Ambassador — ^the 
result  being  to  place  matters  in  a  posi- 
tion of  great  difficulty  and  danger. 

Db.  KENEALY  observed  that  the 
House  had  before  it  two  conflicting 
autiliorities  as  to  events  at  Oonstan- 
tinople, and  they  ought  to  endeavour 
to  determine  which  of  tilie  two  was  to  be 
preferred.  It  seemed  to  him  that  as 
between  the  information  sent  by  Mr. 
Layiurd  and  that  transmitted  from  St. 
Petersburg  all  the  rules  of  evidence 
should  lead  them  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  teleffram  from  Mr.  Layard  was  the 
more  reSuable,  for  he  told  them  that  a 
part  of  the  defences  of  Oonstantinople 
were  occupied  by  Eussian  troops.  He 
thought  the  House  should  rely  upon  the 
statement  of  our  Ambassador,  as  Mr. 
Layard  was  nearly  on  the  spot,  Prince 
Gortchakoff  many  hundreds  of  miles 
away. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOREBNS  :  I  own  I  am 
one  of  those  who  cannot  conceal  from 
myself  a  feeling  of  weariness  that  these 
proceedings  should  have  assumed  so 
much  of  a  Party  character.  I  differ 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen)  as  to  the  way  in  which  he  asks 
the  House  to  consider  our  dilenmia — 
for  dilemma  it  certainly  is.  Let  me  caU 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state 
of  facts.  Li  my  judgment  it  is  not  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  decide  upon  the 
accuracy,  the  discrimination,  the  fidelity, 
and  the  strict  propriety  of  language  as 
between  our  own  Ambassador,  placed  in 
a  situation  of  the  most  tremendous  peril 
and  difficulty,  and  that  of  a  foreign  Am- 
bassador at  our  Oourt.  I  make  no  im- 
putations ;  but  I  am  bound  to  remember 
facts*    I  am  bound  to  remember  that 


that  foreign  Ambassador  is  an  Ambas- 
sador who,  when  Khiva  was  invaded, 
thought  himself  justified  in  going  to  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Ghranville),  and  giving 
him  the  assurance  of  his  Government 
that  they  did  not  intend  to  appropriate 
that  territory.  So  much  for  the  histori- 
cal accuracy  that  we  are  now  asked  im- 
plicitly to  rely  on.  But  there  is  a  far 
more  serious  question  for  the  House  of 
Oommons  to  consider  to-night.  It  is 
not,  in  my  judgment,  a  mere  alternative 
as  to  whether  Count  Schouvaloff  is  cor- 
rect, or  Mr.  Layard's  tele^am  is  correct. 
There  is  a  worse  and  tmrd  alternative 
behind.  It  may  be  true  that  both  these 
communications  are  true,  and  that  would 
be  the  worst  of  all.  If  at  the  present 
moment  we  understand  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  are  uninformed  of  the 
terms  and  details  agreed  upon  between 
the  Plenipotentiaries  —  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  still  in  the  dark  as  to  what  has 
been  agreed  upon — if  it  be  true  that 
Prince  Gortchakoff  has  justified  Oount 
Schouvaloff  in  saying  what  he  has  said 
— d  fortiori,  it  is  perilous  to  Euro]^e  and 
to  this  country  if,  consistently  with  an 
armistice,  Oonstantinople  is  about  to  be 
occupied.  If  that  be  true,  let  me  tell 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  I 
have  never  said  before — that  whatever 
the  consequences  may  be,  whatever  the 
claims  and  ties  of  Party  may  be,  there 
are  Gentlemen  on  these  benches,  thank 
God !  who,  regardless  of  Party,  will 
certainly  vote,  not  £6,000,000  to  the 
Gt>vemment  or  to  the  Queen,  but 
£26,000,000. 

Me.  EITOHTE  said,  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  the  letter  read  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  contradicted 
some  rumours  of  which  the  House  knew 
nothing.  The  communication  from  Mr. 
Layard  read  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  entirely  new  matter, 
whereas  that  from  the  Eussian  Ambas- 
sador simply  repeated  what  they  had 
already  heard  from  St.  Petersburg  under 
the  date  of  February  4th.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  conflict  between  Mr.  Layard 
and  the  Sussian  Ambassador,  as  the  two 
communications  might  well  relate  to  two 
different  states  of  circumstances. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  there  were  two  interests  at  stake  in 
this  discussion — one  was  the  interest  of 
the  country,  and  the  other  was  the  interest 
of  the  Liberal  Party.  As  regarded  the 
interests  of  the  country,  he   humbly 
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:  to  hold  that  it  waa  deairaUe  that 
the  debate  should  be  brought  to  a  oouf 
dusion  aa  Boon  aspoosible;  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  be  put  in 
possession  of  tiliose  funds  necessary  for 
maintaining  the  honour  of  the  oountir 
in  reference  to  Eastern  affairs.  Wiu 
reference  to  whether  these  telegrams 
were  or  were  not  correct,  and  whether 
the  Liberal  Party  should  withdraw  their 
Amendment,  these  were  matters  i(x  their 
consideration.  But  the  House  should 
persevere  with  the  Motion  in  the  interests 
of  the  country,  leaving  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  take  what  course  they  might  think 
desirable.  With  reference  to  the  tele- 
grams, he  thought  there  was  one  point 
with  regard  to  the  report  Oount  Schou- 
valoff  had  received  wmch  was  deserving 
of  notice.  It  was  not  positively  stated 
that  the  orders  issued  from  St.  Peters- 
burg had  been  obeved.  All  that  was 
said  was  that  orders  bad  been  given,  and 
the  assumption  was  led  up  to  that  they 
ought  to  be  obeyed.  But  he  did  not 
gather  that  Prince  GortchaJcoff  was  in  a 
position  to  af&rm  that  the  orders  had 
been  ob^ed  by  the  Generals. 

Sib  henry  JACKSON,  on  the 
Question  of  adjournment,  submitted  to 
the  Leaders  of  the  Party  to  which  he 
belonged  that  it  would  be  a  misfortune 
for  the  House  to  divide  on  this  question, 
seeing  that  whatever  happened  the 
money  would  be  voted.  A  very  proper 
protest  had  been  made  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  tilie  House  against  the  general 
policy  of  Her  Major's  Government; 
and  whatever  might  have  been  thought 
of  the  exDodiency  of  the  partioiuar 
mode  in  wnich  the  question  had  been 
raised,  he  thought  there  would  have  been 
a  very  large  and  nearly  unanimous  Party 
vote  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 
But  to-day  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
had  come  down  to  the  House,  and,  acting 
from  a  motive  which  he  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson)  highly  respected,  had  with- 
drawn lus  Amendment.  They  had  ac- 
cordingly no  longer  to  consider  what  the 
effect  of  this  wi^ihdrawal  would  be ;  and 
the  only  ground  on  which  it  was  sug- 
gested their  determination  ou^t  to  be 
changed  was  the  unfortunate  conflicting 
telegrams  which  had  been  received.  All 
he  could  say  in  reference  to  these  tele- 
gramswas  this,  that  whenever  this  coun- 
try found  itself  in  a  crisis,  and  whenever 
it  seemed  that  some  determined  aoti<m 

Lard  Ehho 


was  about  to  be  taken,  we  hadaBussiaa 
telegram  assuring  us  there  wasnodanger. 
He  noped — and  had  no  reason  to  doubt 
—that  the  last  information  they  had 
received  was  true ;  but,  considering  that 
a  protest  against  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vemm^it  had  been  made,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
had  expressed  tilieir  opinion  that  it  was 
through  the  vacillatmg  policy  of  the 
Government  that  the  present  state  of 
things  had  aris^i — P'Wo,  no!"] — ^that 
might  or  might  not  be  the  correct  view 
of  the  matter,  but  it  was  the  view 
which  had  been  expressed,  and  which 
he  himself  entertained — considering  how 
the  debate  had  been  protracted;  that 
this  money  would  be  voted,  and  seeing 
that  all  parties  agreed  that  we  were  in 
a  veiy  critical  position,  would  it  not  be 
the  best  thing  for  the  House  at  once  to 
go  into  Oommittee  in  order  that  the 
responsibility — and  the  whole  responsi- 
bility—- of  having  asked  for  this  money 
and  spending  it,  if  it  was  to  be  spent, 
might  be  cast  upon  those  who  had  asked 
for  the  Vote  ? 

LoBD  ESLINGTON  denied  that  if  the 
House  divided  hon.  Members  opposite 
would,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  just  spoken,  j^ve  a 
unanimous  Party  vote.  [Sir  Hehry 
Jacksok  :  I  said  a  nearly  unanimous 
vote.]  He  could  point  to  some  of  the 
Eepresentatives  of  the  largest  and  most 
important  constituencies  in  England  sit- 
ting on  the  benches  opposite  who  would 
not  vote  for  the  Amendment.  There  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Oowen) — ^who  he  waa  glad  to  congratu- 
late upon  the  honourable  and  patriotic 
course  he  had  adopted — and  also  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  who 
represented  a  large  and  important  con- 
stituency, there  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  and  others,  who  woidd  support 
the  Vote.  He  challenged  and  disputed 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  made  as  to  the  unaoimous 
feeling  on  the  other  side.  What  he 
wished  to  say  was  this — ^the  Government 
asked  for  this  money  upon  their  own 
responsibility,  and  upon  the  Government 
let  the  responsibility  rest.  It  was  the 
proper  place  for  it  to  rest.  If  the  money 
was  wanted,  it  was  wanted  at  once.  It 
was  required  in  order  to  make  due  and 
adequate  preparations  for  any  contin- 
gency that  might  arise.  It  was  now 
more  timn  a  fcfftai^  since  it  was  asked 
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for ;  aod  he  hoped  that^  foUowing  the 
examples  to  which  he  had  referred,  all 
petty  Party  considerations  would  be 
dropped,  and  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo« 
site  would  {dace  in  the  hands  of  the 
Goyemment  the  means  of  doing  that 
which  was  best  for  the  interests  and 
honour  of  the  country. 

Mb.  GHILDEItS,  if  the  House  would 
bear  with  him,  would  state  his  views 
of  the  present  position  of  matters. 
His  noble  Friend  had  suggested  that 
after  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  they  should 
have  24  hours  to  consider  before  adopt- 
ing definit^  and  finally  the  Vote  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradfcml  had  distinctly  asked  the  House 
to  allow  him  to  wii^draw  his  Am^id- 
ment,  and  that,  it  was  presumed,  would 
be  granted,  and  the  Amendment  would 
be  msposed  of.  Then,  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  sug- 
gested tiliat  instead  of  haying  a  diyison, 
which  would  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
indicate  t^e  opinion  of  the  House,  the 
matter  should  stand  oyer  imtil  to-morrow 
— [**  No,  no ! "] — ^he  was  merely  repeat- 
inp^  what  his  noble  Friend  liad  said. 
His  noble  Friend  had  ai&ed  for  24 
hours'  delay,  so  as  to  dose  the  matter 
to-morrow ;  and  he  rose  on  behalf  of  his 
noble  Friend,  who.  had  already  spoken 
and  could  not  speak  aeain,  to  say  that  if 
the  Gk)yemment  would  not  giye  them  24 
hours  to  consider  the  mattery  upon  them 
must  rest  the  responsibiliiy — fMimst&rial 
ekeersy^-ajid  his  noble  Friend  would 
not  persist  in  asking  for  24  hours'  delay. 

LoBD  EGBERT  MGNTAGU  said, 
the  real  question  immediately  before  the 
Gommittee  was  short  and  yeiy  simple. 
Eyeryone  knew  that  the  Vote  would  be 
carried  by  an  oyerwhelming  majority. 
The  only  question,  therefore,  was — 
**  Shall  ihe  money  be  yoted  in  Gommit- 
tee that  eyening  and  reported  to-morrow, 
or  yoted  on  Saturday  morning  and  re- 
ported on  Monday  ?  "  Now,  let  eyery 
man  look  at  that  in  a  business-like  man- 
ner, as  he  would  treat  his  own  priyate 
affairs.  If  the  telegram  from  Mr. 
Layard  was  not  correct,  would  the  public 
service  suffer  in  the  slightest  degree 
whether  the  Vote  was  passed  24  hours 
earlier  or  later  ?  It  would  make  no  dif- 
ference whatever.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  telegram  from  ylx.  Layaard  was  oor- 


reot,  then  the  detriment  to  the  public 
aervioe  and  the  danger  to  the  country 
would  be  enormous  if  they  postponed 
this  Vote  for  24  hours.  The  re^nsi- 
bility  on  the  head  of  cmy  Member  sitting 
OR  the  front  bench,  or  on  any  other 
bench  in  that  House,  was  enormous  if 
he  opposed  the  money  Yote  merely  for 
the  sAe  of  postponing  it. 

Sm  WILFEID  LA WSGN  said,  it  ap- 
peared very  likely  that  the  debate  would 
Sroceed  in  some  form  or  other,  and  he 
esired  to  ask  ihe  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty a  Question.  They  had  not  yet 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
the  Eastern  Question.  He  wished  to 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  making  a 
few  remarks.  He  wished  to  ask  him 
whether,  after  the  alarming  telegram 
arrived  from  Mr.  Layard  which  had 
thrown  them  all  into  a  state  of  conster- 
nation, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  orders  to  the  Fleet  to  go  any- 
where. Gne  more  Question — if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  that 
order,  had  he  sent  a  telegram  to  recall 
it?  He  woidd  vote  for  the  adjourn- 
ment being  pressed  to  a  division. 

Me.  BXJL  WER  thought  they  might 
say  of  the  hon.  Baronet — Nihu  tetigit 
quod  non  ridioulum  fecit.  For  himself 
he  could  not  see  what  these  conflicting 
telegrams,  assuming  that  they  did  con- 
flict, had  to  do  wim  the  matter  before 
the  House.  Assuming  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff's  supposed  assertion  to  be  true- 
that  there  had  been  no  movement  of  the 
Russian  forces  in  the  direction  inti- 
mated— the  House  was  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  they  were  before  Mr.  Layard's 
telegram  arrived.  If,  however,  the 
telegram  of  Mr.  Layard  correctly  repre- 
sented the  situation,  then,  d  fortiori,  the 
Vote  ought  to  be  pressed  on. 

Mb.  MITOHEM.  HENRY:  I  think 
I  have  authority  to  speak  on  behalf  of  a 
great  number  of  Irish  Members  when  I 
say  that  we  resolved  not  to  take  part  in 
this  debate,  as  we  thouL^ht  it  a  Party 
question.  If,  however,  the  House  is  of 
opinion  that  we  were  not  only  not  going 
to  yote  upon  the  Amendment,  but  also 
to  let  tiie  House  go  into  Gommittee  with- 
out any  notice  of  it  upon  our  part, 
the  House  will  be  greatly  mistaken. 
For  my  part,  I  have  always  felt  that  if 
this  Yote  is  granted  the  House  will 
have  to  go  into  Gommittee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  consider  how  the  money  is 
to  be  provided.    I  have  already  stated 

IFifth  Night.) 
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my  opimon  thai  the  Irish  people  are 
unjastLy  taxed ;  and  althougn  thev  are 
bound  to  support  the  integrity  of  this 
Empire,  yet  additional  taxation  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland  will  not  be  readily 
agreed  to  by  us  in  support  of  a  war 
policy. 

Sm  WnUAM  HAEOOUET  wished 
to  ask  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
a  Question  in  reference  to  the  telegram 
which  he  had  received  from  Bussia. 
The  Earl  of  Derby  had  in  "  another 
place/'  in  answer  to  a  Question,  stated 
that  the  Governments  of  Germany, 
France,  and  Austria  had  not  received 
similar  information  to  that  which  had 
reached  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
whether  that  was  so— whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  ooimtry  alone  had 
received  this  information? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  have  no  doubt,  if  my  noble 
Friend  has  stated  that,  it  is  so ;  but  I 
have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Me.  EYLANDS  :  I  must  say,  after 
the  remarkable  scene  we  have  juist  wit- 
nessed, that  in  rising  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion,  I  cannot  do  it  with  any 
satisfaction  to  myself;  but  I  think  I  am 
bound  to  protest  against  the  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  are 
apparently  prepared  to  take  advantage 
of  the  surrounding  circumstances  and 
announcements  in  forcing  on  this  Vote 
without  due  consideration.  The  tele- 
gram received  irom  Mr.  Layard  is 
covered  with  great  doubt  and  suspicion, 
not  only  by  the  Eussian  Ambassador 
denying  the  material  parts  of  the  an- 
nouncement ;  but  also  by  the  fact  that 
the  other  Ambassadors  in  Europe  have 
received  no  intelligence  of  the  event.  I 
felt  confident  that  the  information  given 
to  us  would  prove,  as  on  other  occasions, 
a  statement  not  authorized  and  justified 
by  the  facts  of  the  case.  Why,  Sir,  I 
have  seen  in  the  Blue  Books — as  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  must  also  have  seen — 
repeated  statements  irom  the  Ambassa- 
dor at  Constantinople  intended  to  alarm 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  through 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  the  poo^e 
of  this  country.  What  is  the  fact?  We 
know  that  Mr.  Layard  went  to  Oonstan- 

Mr.  Mitchell  mnrtf 


tinople,  and  was  sent  there  because  he 
had  a  strong  prejudice  against  Eussia, 
and  a  strong  feeling  in  favour  of  Turkey ; 
and  from  the  time  when  Mr.  Layard  first 
went  to  Constantinople  until  the  present 
moment  I  believe  he  has  continued — as 
shown  in  the  despatches — ^to  make  the 
Turks  rely  upon  me  Mendly  assistance 
of  the  English  Government,  cmd  it 
seems  to  be  his  main  object,  so  fSEur 
as  he  can,  in  producing  by  his  advices 
the  same  line  of  action  on  the  part 
of  the  British  Government  and  a  corre- 
sponding feeling  against  Eussia.  My 
hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Swan- 
sea (Mr.  DOlwyn),  alluded  this  afternoon 
to  a  statement  in  I7i$  Daily  News,  and 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
wheti^er  that  statement  was  true.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tilie  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  however,  put  it  aside  as 
an  anonynious  communication.  But  it 
is  not  an  anonymous  conmiunication, 
in  the  strict  sense  of  the  words.  It 
was  published  on  the  authority  of  one 
of  the  most  respectable  journals  in  this 
metropolis.  It  is  not  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  in  this  House  the  correspondence 
of  The  Daily  News  denied.  I  remember 
that  in  a  most  important  ciisis  in  the  his- 
toiy  of  this  unfortunate  affair,  we  heard 
intelligence  of  a  nature  that  horrified 
Europe  and  produced  a  feeling  of  distress 
amongst  hon.  Members.  When  we  heard 
of  these  frightful  events,  which  were  so 
horrible  that  Europe  cast  its  eye  from 
the  contemplation  of  them ;  I  say,  when 
we  had  the  intelligence  of  these  atroci- 
ties, which  were  unparalleled  in  the 
histoiy  of  Europe,  upon  the  authority 
of  the  correspondent  of  IT^e  Daily  Newe^ 
the  Prime  Minister  got  up  and  told  the 
House  that  they  were  **  exaggerations 
and  coffee-house  babble."  I  am  sure 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
not  say  what  he  does  not  believe,  and 
when  he  finds  that  a  correspondent  of 
The  Daily  Newe  gives  in  such  a  maimer 
and  with  so  many  particulars,  and  with 
such  circumstantial  evidence,  the  state- 
ments which  were  laid  before  the  readers ' 
of  The  Daily  News  this  morning,  can 
he  say  that  tiiese  are  anonymous  com- 
munications, and  should  be  treated  with 
indifference  ?  I,  for  one,  am  prepared  to 
believe  that  the  statement  is  substantially- 
true  ;  and  I  must  say  it  will  raise  a  se- 
rious charge,  not  only  against  the  Prime 
Minister,  but  against  the  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople,  and  on^  which  can 
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no  more  be  treated  with  indifference 
by  the  Treasnnr  Bench  tlian  they  were 
able  to  treat  the  atrocities  with  indif- 
ference. The  information  which  the  cor- 
respondent of  The  Da/Uy  News  gives  is 
just  the  information  which  the  public 
have  a  right  to  expect.  No  one  can 
have  followed  carefully  the  circumstances 
of  recent  history,  no  one  can  have 
marked  the  course  of  proceedings  in 
Turkey  and  Bussia,  without  coming  to 
the  conclusion  that,  in  the  first  instance, 
up  to  the  time  of  the  Oonf  erence,  and 
secondly  in  the  process  of  the  war,  the 
voice  of  the  Prime  Minister  of  this  country 
gave  encouragement  to  Turkey,  and  that 
the  Government  placed  at  Constanti- 
nople an  Ambassador  who  is  ready  to 
give  still  further  encouragement.  The 
effect  has  been  to  buoy  up  Turkey.  Now 
we  have  in  The  Daily  Newe  an  absolute 
statement  of  fact.  A  correspondent  of 
The  Daily  News  had  a  conversation  with 
Server  Pasha,  Minister  of  the  Foreign 
Affiairs  of  Turkey,  and  the  Pasha  made 
to  him  a  statement  in  which  he  says — 

'*  I  haye  hitherto  been  a  partizan  of  England, 
of  "Knglish  policy,  of  the  English  alliance.  I 
belieyed  there  were  ties  of  sympathy,  friend- 
ship, and  of  interest  between  the  two  peoples 
that  necessitated  an  alliance.  I  believea  in 
England  to  the  extent  of  compromising  myself 
and  my  Oovermnent.  I  see  that  I  ^ve  been 
mistaken ;  that  I  was  deceived,  or  (correcting 
himself)  that  I  deceived  my  self.  I  now  abandon 
the  -English  alliance.  I  no  longer  believe  in 
English  policy,  the  English  Government,  or  the 
•  English  people.  I  accept  the  Russian  poHcy  and 
alliance.  1  am  a  partizan  of  them.  I  believe  in 
the  Russian  policy.  I  am  more  Russian  than 
the  Russians  themselves." 

Another  informant  of  the  correspondent 
says — 

"  "We  were  encouraged  to  go  to  war  by  Eng- 
land, and  even  to  continue  the  struggle  when 
our  better  judgment  told  us  we  had  better  make 
a  peace  on  any  terms.  We  would  have  made  a 
peace  before  the  fall  of  Plevna  that  would  have 
satisfied  Russia,  but  for  the  counsels  of  the 
English  Government.  I  do  not  refer  to  the 
official  notes  of  Lord  Derby.  They  were  ex- 
plicit and  clear.  If  we  behoved  them  we  had 
nothing  to  hope  from  England ;  but  it  is  not 
official  notes  diplomatists  believe  in  most.  It  is 
<  officious '  notes.  It  is  words  whispered  in  the 
ear.  It  was  the  private  conversation  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  with  Musurus  Pasha,  of  Mr.  Layard 
with  Server  Pasha  and  with  the  Sultan,  that  led 
us  on  and  deceived  us.  Why,  I  assure  you 
that  no  longer  than  three  weeks  ago  Mr.  Layard 
still  assured  us  England  would  come  to  our  aid  ; 
that  we  had  only  to  fight  on;  that  all  would 
come  right  in  the  end.  I  allow  you  to  repeat 
what  I  am  now  saying.  Mr.  Layaxd  said  to  me 
— *  Do  you  think  I,  as  a  friend  of  Turkey,  was 

VOL.  OCXXXyn.  [thibd  serdw.] 


sent  here  for  nothing?  Do  you  not  see  that  it 
was  to  encourage  you,  and  offend  Russia  ?  Be- 
lieve me.  Have  courage.  Make  no  peace. 
Fight  to  the  end.'  Mr.  Layard  spoke  in  the 
most  open  manner.  The  language  held  by  him 
is  well  known  to  all  the  other  Ambassadors  at 
(Constantinople.  It  was  no  secret.  He  was 
even  indiscreet,  he  encouraged  us  so  openly. 
I  would  remark  that  Mr.  Layard  was  by  no 
means  the  man  that  should  have  been  chosen 
for  the  difficult  mission  he  has  to  fill  in  such 
troublesome  times.  I  can  only  urge  in  his  be- 
half that  he  himself  was  honestly  deceived; 
that  he  deceived  us  the  more  readily  because  he 
himself  was  so  completely  deceived.  Musurus 
Pacha  represents  Lord  Beaconsfield's  language 
to  him  in  private  as  almost  as  strong,  though 
far  more  cautiously  expressed  than  that  of  Mr. 
Layard.  Server  Pacha  has  documents  which 
will  prove  beyond  doubt  all  I  say,  and  which 
will  be  published  after  the  war." 

The  House  have  before  them  that  state- 
ment. I  do  not  for  a  moment  doubt 
that  there  may  be  some  misconception 
of  Server  Pasha  in  that  statement;  but  I 
must  say  it  is  perfectly  consistent  with 
what  we  have  heard  from  other  sources. 
It  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the  speeches 
of  the  Prime  Minister ;  it  is  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  the  despatches  of  Sir  Henry 
Elliot  and  the  views  of  Mr.  Layard,  and 
I  say,  therefore,  we  have  a  right  to  con- 
clude that  the  statement  of  the  corre- 
spondent of  The  Daily  News  contains  a 
considerable  amount  of  truth  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  the  Government 
and  our  Hepresentative  at  Constanti- 
nople. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  said  in  the  House  that 
if  we  examined  the  Blu^  Books  we  should 
find  that  Eussia  has  made  no  complaint 
of  our  departure  from  the  policy  of  neu- 
traliiy.  I  admit  that  the  statement  of 
the  Home  Secretary  is  correct.  Eussia 
has  made  no  complaint  in  diplomatic 
language  of  our  breach  of  neutrality. 
But  what  I  venture  to  say  is  this — ^that 
the  whole  course  of  proceedings  in  con- 
nection with  Constantinople  has  been  a 
course  in  which  our  Eepresentative  there 
has  shown  a  disposition  tb  befriend 
Turkey,  and  obstruct  the  policy  of  Eussia. 
But  when  you  talk  about  diplomatic 
despatches  as  being  the  means  onudging 
the  course  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  say  that  you  are  only 
dealing  with  one  limitedmode  of  judging 
of  the  policy  and  public  intentions  ex- 

?iressed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
t  may  be  true  that  you  have  not  these 
expressions  of  opinion  in  diplomatic 
documents ;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister 
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expressed  the  policy  of  Her  Maiesty^s 
Govemment,  and  olearly  showed  that 
the  sympathies  of  the  Gbyemment  were 
entirely  in  accord  with  Turkey,  and  that 
they  have  throughout  looked  with  the 

featest  possible  suspicion  on  Bussia. 
do  not  intend  to  indulge  in  any  per- 
sonal attacks  upon  the  Ean  of  Beacons- 
field,  and  so  follow  the  bad  example  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who  the 
other  night  spoke  in  such  a  way  as  to 
degrade  and  lower  the  character  of  de- 
bates in  this  House.  His  speech  in  at- 
tacking the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  felt  by  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
the  Ministerial  benches  to  be  as  ob- 
jectionable as  we  thought  it.  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say,  as  one  who  has  watched 
the  career  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  during  the 
last  two  years,  that  I  believe  a  large 
proportion  of  the  people  of  England  look 
up  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  ad- 
miration and  gratitude,  and  I  believe 
that  when  the  history  of  tiiis  period  comes 
to  be  written,  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted  by  him  on  this  and  other  ques- 
tions, and  the  great  national  objects  he 
has  secured,  wm  secure  him  the  grati- 
tude of  future  generations,  and  will  be 
unimpaired  by  me  uncalled-for  attacks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  whom 
I  have  referred.  If  you  take  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield's  ^speech  at  Aylesbury  in 
1876,  and  his  Mansion  House  speeches  in 
November  of  the  same  year  and  in  1877, 
extending  over  a  period  of  15  or  16 
months,  I  venture  to  say  there  is  the 
samecharacter  inthe  whole  three  speeches, 
and  that  character  has  been  one  of  hos- 
tiliiy  and  suspicion  towards  Bussia. 
And,  in  fact,  his  speech  in  the  Mansion 
House  of  November,  1876,  taunted 
Bussia  in  a  manner  not  at  all  creditable, 
seeing  that  at  that  moment  the  English 
Government  had  received  firom  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  the  most  solemn 
assurances,  and  consequently  he  ought 
to  have  been  treated  differently.  I  am 
not  going  to  say  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  the  wUful  intention  of  carryins^  the 
country  into  war  with  Bussia.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  make  such  a  charffe.  I 
believe  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  if 
the  Prime  Minister  had  intentionally  and 
wilfully  wished  to  drag  the  country  into 
war,  it  would  have  been  a  criminal  state 

Mr,  Ryl<mdi 


of  mind,  and  I  eannot  believe  that  such 
a  character  is  possible ;  but  this  I  will 
say,  that  if  the  object  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  been  to  sting  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  into  an  act  of  retaliation  which 
woidd  be  calculated  to  rouse  the  coun- 
try into  a  feeling  which  would  faci- 
litate war,  then  nothing  could  be  calcu- 
lated more  to  bring  about  such  a  result 
than  his  three  speeches  on  the  occasions 
I  have  named.  If  you  look  at  the  An- 
drassy  Note,  you  will  find  that  that  Note 
was  grudgingly  accepted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesiy's  Government,  and  it  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Porte  in  such  a 
form  that  it  was  rendered  nugatory. 
There  was  the  Berlin  Memorandum, 
which  was  agreed  to  by  the  three  Em- 
perors, and  concurred  in  by  France  and 
Italy.  The  Berlin  Memorandum  gave  at 
the  time  the  promise  and  hope  that  the 
Porte  might  see  that  it  was  necessary  to 
make  an  entire  change  of  policy,  and  sub- 
mit to  the  conditions  imposed  upon  her. 
But  when  that  Memorandum,  if  adopted, 
might  have  secured  the  submission  of 
Turkey,  and  so  have  prevented  war,  the 
Prime  Minister  boasted  in  this  House 
that  the  Qt)vemment  had  refused  the 
Berlin  Memorandum,  and  the  Govern- 
ment actually  refused  it  with  curtness  and 
disrespect,  and  so  isolated  themselves 
from  the  rest  of  Europe.  This  was  a 
course  taken  by  the  Government  which 
led  to  unfortunate  residts.  The  British 
Government  sent  the  Fleet  to  Besika 
Bay,  and  at  the  same  time  strengthened 
the  garrisons  in  Malta.  TheGovemment 
evidently  took  this  step  in  regard  to  the 
Berlin  Memorandum,  in  order  to  show 
that  they  were  prepared  by  the  power  of 
our  Fleet  to  support  Turkey.  Then 
came  the  Conference  of  Constaiitinople, 
and  there  was  a  ray  of  hope  that  Turkey 
might  submit  to  liie  reasom'ngs  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe,  having  been  sum- 
moned like  a  criminal  to  the  High  Court 
of  Justice.  England  was  represented  at 
that  Court  of  Justice  by  a  Nobleman 
whom  we  all  respect — a  Nobleman  of 
the  highest  character — a  Nobleman  of 
marked  abiliiy — and  before  this  tribunal 
Turkey  was  judged  by  her  misdeeds,  and 
a  verdict  given  which  it  was  hoped 
Turkey  would  accept  and  submit  to. 
The  Bussian  Ambassador  agreed  witli 
our  Bepresentative  in  reducing  the  terms 
to  the  fewest  possible  minimum  in  order 
to  prevent  war,  and  secure  some  mitiga- 
tion of  the  evils  prevalent  in  the  Turkish 
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ProTinoeB.  And  when  Tnrkey  had  re- 
Bistad  the  deeision  of  the  Oonference 
with  oontempty  and  the  Plenipotentiaries 
Extraordinary  left  Oonstantinople  with 
some  expression  of  disflatisfaction,  our 
Ambassador  was  allowed  to  remain 
behind  and  ffiye  her  soothing  words  and 
to  tell  her  wat  she  might  rely  upon  us, 
and  that  her  independence  and  integrity 
WOB  a  cardinal  pomt  to  be  consider^  by 
us  and  protected.  There  was  a  chance 
of  peace  again  when  the  Protocol  was 
proposed  by  Bussia,  which  was  to  show 
that  the  decision  of  Europe  should  not 
be  set  aside  with  contumely.  But  the 
action  of  the  Qovemment  again  inter- 
fered to  render  the  Protocol  nugatoiy. 
And  then  followed  war  as  a  matter  of 
course.  It  has  been  urged  in  favour  of 
the  Goyemment  that  in  the  midst  of 
foreign  complications  they  haye  not 
allowed  England  to  be  dragged  into  war. 
Peace  is  nd  doubt  the  greatest  British 
interest  of  this  coimtry,  and  not  only  so, 
but  it  is  also  for  the  interest  of  England 
that  Europe  should  be  at  peace,  fi  the 
Qoyemment  had  been  decided  in  their 
policy,  and  had  not  vacillated  and  been 
two-voiced,  this  war  might  have  been 
prevented,  and  such  results  procured 
that  the  bloodshed  which  hiM  taken 
place  might  have  been  averted.  Now, 
just  when  the  war  was  nearly  completed, 
the  Gbvemment  made  another  frantic 
effort,  and  gave  orders  for  the  Fleet  to 
proceed  to  the  Dardanelles;  fortunately, 
however,  the  Fleet  was  brought  hatSs:, 
If  such  a  course  had  been  adopted,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  woiild 
have  been  a  breach  of  the  Treaties  under 
which  we  professed  to  act,  and  would 
consequently  have  been  a  blunder  and  a 
crime.  And  yet,  in  the  face  of  this 
failure  of  their  policy,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral on  Tuesday  night  said  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  is  universally 
approved.  Why,  there  is  not  a  fair  or 
moderate  man  on  either  side  of  politics 
whe  does  not  say  that  it  is  owing  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  that  we  do 
not  know  where  we  are.  When  the 
House  is  asked  for  a  Vote  of  £6,000,000 
it  is  bound  to  consider  it  in  view  of  the 
past  policy  of  Her  Meyesty's  Govern- 
ment. One  objection  urged  against 
the  course  the  Opposition  have  taken 
is  that  they  are  attempting  to  stop 
the  Supplies.  That  is  the  cry  which 
is  attempted  to  be  got  up ;  but  it  has 


fallen  dead,  though  there  is  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  Cabinet  who 
is  well  ^own  for  his  ability  in  manu- 
facturing cries.  My  complaint  against 
the  Government  is  that  m  asking  for 
this  Vote  they  have  given  no  sufocient 
reasons  for  it,  and  if  they  ask  for  it  on 
any  grounds,  those  grounds  shift  from 
day  to  day.  It  is,  in  fact,  an  attempt  to 
obtain  money  imder  false  pretences. 
When  Parliament  met  on  the  17th 
January  we  were  told  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  that  if  hostilities  should  be  un- 
fortunately prolonged,  some  unexpected 
occurrence  might  render  it  necessary  to 
adopt  measures  of  precaution.  There 
has  been  no  imexpected  occurrence 
during  the  prolongation  of  hostilities, 
such  as  was  alluded  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  ex- 
cept that  hostilities  were  not  prolonged, 
so  that  pretence  disappeared;  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came  down 
to  the  House  and  told  ub  that  he  was 
asking  us  for  thi^  money,  because  of  the 
suspicious  delay  in  the  signing  of  the 
armistice,  and  because  of  the  advance 
of  the  Bussians  towards  Oonstantinople. 
Then  we  were  informed  that  the  armistice 
was  signed,  and  theEussians  had  stopped 
their  ^vance ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  does  not  alter  his  demand, 
but  supports  it  with  another  pretence. 
It  is  this — that  we  ought  to  give  the 
Government  this  money  to  mark  our  con- 
fidence in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  to  enable  our  Ambassador 
to  attend  the  approaching  European 
Council  *'  armed  with  the  strength  of  a 
united  people."  But  this  is  as  great  a 
pretence  as  was  the  other,  and  I  say  so 
on  this  groimd — Do  they  really  want 
the  united  voice  of  the  country  ?  and 
what  proof  have  they  shown  of  wanting 
it  ?  Was  it  a  proof  shown  in  the  House 
the  other  night,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
in  a  speech  couched  in  the  spirit  of  the 
^eatest  magnanimity,  althoucfh  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Vote,  proposed  that  we 
should  unite  in  such  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  as  would  give  the  impression 
abroad  that  there  is  a  united  feeling 
in  the  country?  But  that  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  received 
with  contumely,  and  the  moderation  of 
his  language  was  followed  by  the  vehe- 
ment invectives  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin).  It  was 
then  shown  that  the  Conservatives  in 
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the  House  were  more  desirous  of  getting 
a    Pariy  triumph    than    they  were   of 
securing  for  the  Oovemment  such  an 
expression  of  confidenoe  as  would  arm 
them  with  the  strengtii  of  being  the 
Bepresentative  of  the  united  people  of 
Great  Britain.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  the  other 
night  charged  us  who  oppose  this  Yote 
as  guilty  of  being  actuated  by  the  spirit 
of  faction ;  but  among  the  Conservative 
Party  I  saw  in  their  reception  of  the 
moderate  proposal  I  have  alluded  to,  a 
much  stronger  evidence  that  they  are 
influenced  by  factiousness.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  in  his  speech  the  other  night,  said 
if  the  Government  were  to  accept  the 
Vote    of    Confidence    instead    of    the 
£6,000,000,   they   might  probably    be 
considered  mere  children  in  the  school  of 
politics.     "At    the    present   moment," 
said  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
"  the  nations  of  Europe  are  preparing  to 
attend  the  Conference  armed  to  the  teeth, 
and  we  know  what  large  forces  they 
possess."    Now,    is  it  not  a  ridiculous 
proposal,  and  does  it  not  place  us  in  a 
position    discreditable  in   the   face    of 
Europe,  that  we  should  propose  to  put 
ourselves,  by  a  Vote  of  £6,000,000,  on 
an  equality  with  the  great  Powers  of 
Europe  armed  to  the  teeth?     If  you 
rely    upon   force    can     that    force  be 
secured  by  an  expenditure  to  be  com- 
pleted within  six  weeks  out  of  a  Vote  of 
£6,000,000,  and  the  balance  to  be  then 
handed  back  ?    The  Secretary  for  War 
went  on  to  say  that    a  single    spark 
would  involve  Europe   in  flames  that 
might  in   an   instant  envelope  all  we 
hold  dear    to    an    extent   we    do  not 
imagine  for  a  moment,  and  we  heard 
from  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs,  that  if  we  became  acquainted 
with  all  that  was  known  at  the  Foreign 
Office,   that    knowledge   would    be    so 
alarming  that  not  one  voice  would  be 
raised  against  the  Government  proposal. 
WeU,  I  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
the  investigation  of  Foreign  Office  bug- 
bears ;  I  have  known  cases  where  the 
Office  has  claimed  to  have  information 
unknown  to  the  rest  of  mankind ;  but 
that  information  I  have   subsequently 
found  to  be  partly  incorrect  and  partly 
behind  that  possessed  by  the  Press.    If 
all  these  sources  of  alarm  were  known 
at  the  Forei^  Office,  we  should  have 
had  some  intimation  of  them  firom  the 

J£r.  Bylands 


noble  Lord   in    "another  place,"  and 
they  would  not  have  been  left  for  an  in- 
terpolation in  a  speech  firom  the  Under 
Secretary  in  this  House.    This  morning 
we  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  the  re- 
port of  the  speech  made  by  ihe  Emperor 
of  Germany  at  the  opening  of  the  Ger- 
man Parliament.  We  know  the  position 
Germany  occupies  in  Europe — that    it 
stands  as  the  centre  of  Europe,  and  acts 
as  it  were  as  a  balance  weight.    We 
know  perfectly  weU  that  the  German 
Emperor  is  weU  alive  to  all  the  circum- 
stances   of  the    present    situation    in 
Europe,  and  as  well  or  better  informed 
than  we  are  of  the  intention  of  Bussia. 
Though  he  has  the  most  direct  and  per- 
sonal interest  in  the  events  now  taking 
place  in  the  East,  we  find  in  his  speech 
to  the  German  Parliament  he  gives  the 
most  re-assuring  expressions  of  his  con- 
fidence that  matters  will  be  settled  in  a 
peaceful  fashion.    It  is  an  unfortunate 
aspect  of  this  Vote  that,  like    all    the 
other  measures  of  the  Government,  it  is 
a  compromise  between  the  two  sections 
of  the  Party  who  support  the  Gtovem- 
ment.     To  the  moderate  section  of  the 
Party  it  is  explained  that  it  is  of  very 
little  importance,   really,   whether   the 
Government  have  the  money  or  not,  for 
it  will  not  be  spent ;  while  to  the  other 
section  it  is  said  it  does  matter — ^this 
Grant  will  be  a  substantial  act  of  the 
British  Government,  it  will  be  an  indi- 
cation of  an  active  policy,   it  will  be 
another  menance  to  Kussia  of  the  same 
character  as  the  rejection  of  the  Berlin 
Memorandum,  or  the    sending  of  the 
Fleet  to  Besika  Bay,  and  the  ordering 
of  the  Fleet  to  enter  the  Straits  of  the 
Dardanelles.    It  is  a  manifesto  that  the 
Government  do  not  trust  Eussia,  and  we 
must,  therefore,  be  provided  with  material 
of  war  for  any  event.    There  is  another 
thing  that  will  serve  to  show  the  folly  of 
this  Vote.     You  cannot  suppose  for  a 
moment  that,  if  En^and  does  arm,  that 
the  other  European  Towers  will  not  arm 
also.    You  have  already  heard  an  echo 
of  the  speech  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  when  announcing  his  in- 
tention to  ask  for  the  Vote  of  £6,000, 000. 
The  latest  intelligence  from  Eussia  tells 
us  that  Eussia  is  mobilizing  consider- 
able bodies  of  troops.     I  do  not  know 
how  far  it  may  be  true,  or  if  it  is  true, 
but  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  it  is 
true.     You  look    with  su^icion  upon 
Eussia,  and  do  you  think  that  she  wiU 
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not  look  with  suspiGion  upon  you  ?  You 
say  that  the  word  of  Eussia  is  not  to  be 
relied  on,  and  will  not  Eussia  in  return 
be  suspicious  ?  We  cannot  take  up  this 
cry  to  arm  without  creatine  a  distrust  in 
Europe,  and  without  inducing  other 
Powers  to  arm  too ;  and  in  the  end  we 
shall  be  in  the  same  position  of  strength 
relatively  as  we  are  now,  and  with  the 
addition  of  the  great  misfortune  of 
haying  giyen  to  Europe  the  example  of 
our  reliance  upon  brute  force  when 
taking  part  in  a  Goimcil  of  Europe, 
rather  than  upon  the  higher  moral  in- 
fluence we  should  bring  to  the  settlement 
of  international  difficulties.  I  haye  seen 
no  reason  for  supporting  this  Vote,  and 
not  eyen  the  telegram  we  receiyed  this 
evening  led  me  to  suppose  there  waa  any 
wisdom,  prudence,  or  necessity  in  pro- 
posing it.  We  cannot  have  Hstened  to 
the  outcries  proceeding  from  the  benches 
opposite  during  this  debate,  without 
perceiving  that  if  the  Gbvemment 
should  deal  with  the  Yote  as  they  did 
with  the  Fleet  when  they  sent  it  into  the 
Dardanelles — that  is,  recall  it — ^there 
would  be  a  revolt  among  their  legions, 
and  the  Oovemment  would  be  unable 
to  stem  the  rising  tide  of  disaffection 
among  their  followers  who  desire  not 
only  a  more  spirited  foreign  policy,  but 
who  would  not  be  satisfied  without  what 
I  consider  a  paltry  Party  triumph.  We 
shall  no  doubt  be  defeated,  and  defeated 
by  a  large  majority ;  but  it  makes  no 
difference  to  me  that  I  shall  vote  in  a 
minority;  for,  at  all  events,  I  think  we 
shall  show,  by  the  proposition  made 
from  this  side,  and  oy  opposing  the 
Vote,  that  the  great  Liberal  Party,  whilst 
ready  and  willing  to  support  everything 
for  the  welfare  and  the  honour  of  the 
country,  wish  that  the  Eepresentative  of 
Oreat  Britain  should  enter  the  Confer- 
ence— if  the  Conference  meets — without 
bluster  and  provocation — that  in  the 
Conference  our  Eepresentative,  whilst 
upholding;  all  reasonable  British  in- 
terests, should  not  be  actuated  simply 
by  a  selfish  purpose ;  but  should  express 
those  kindly  feelings  towards  other 
nations  which  men  recognize  in  that 
high  command — ^*  Do  unto  others  as  you 
would  they  should  do  unto  you."  We 
wish  to  throw  away  suspicion,  and  above 
aU  we  wish  that  from  the  blood-stained 
battle-fields,  and  the  dreadful  carnage 
which  Europe  has  so  long  looked  upon, 
new    and    independent    nations   may 


spring;  that  the  people  who  have  so  long 
striven  against  tne  incubus  of  Turkish 
lyranny  may  be  released  from  that 
mraldom,  and  enter  upon  a  new  career 
of  prosperity  and  happiness. 

Mr.  BATTJiTE  COOHEANE  said,  he 
had  intended  to  enter  somewhat  fiiUy 
into  the  Eastern  Question  ;  but  after  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  ^Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  agreeable  to  the  House  that  the 
debate  should  close  as  soon  as  possible. 
He  regretted  the  delay  that  had  already 
taken  place,  which  he  thought  had  been 
most  detrimental,  and  might  itself  have 
led  to  the  difficulties  which  the  House 
had  just  been  discussing,  and  therefore 
he  should  only  say  a  very  few  words. 
He  deeply  regretted  the  violence  with 
which  tne  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright^  had  ex- 
pressed himself,  for  very  httle  good 
could  be  done  by  such  language.  With 
regard  to  the  two  accounts  which  had 
been  put  before  the  House  as  to  the 
state  of  affairs  in  the  East,  he  deemed 
it  possible  that  they  might  both  be  true. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  there  were 
two  Bussias.  One  was  led  by  the  Czar, 
whose  word,  he  doubted  not,  was  given  in 
good  faith.  There  was  another  one — 
the  military  Eussia;  and  he  (Mr.  Baillie 
Cochrane)  feared  lest  the  Emperor  should 
be  forced  on  by  the  will  of  the  armjr  to 
take  a  course  which  he  himself  might 
not  approve.  He  could  not,  he  might 
add,  oelieve  that  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  would  send  a  telegram 
which  was  not  founded  on  fact,  while 
Count  Schouvaloff,  the  distinguished 
Eepresentative  of  Eussia  in  this  country, 
would,  he  felt  equally  satisfied,  not  have 
made  any  statement  which  he  did  not 
think  was  well  founded.  With  regard 
to  the  pushing  forward  of  the  Eussian 
Army  after  the  armistice,  it  was  per- 
fectly possible  that  orders  had  been 
given  by  the  Czar  tbat  the  advance 
should  cease,  but  that  the  general  had 
been  forced  on  by  the  will  of  the  Army. 
He  would  appeal  to  the  House  and  to 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  whether,  in  a 
great  crisis  like  the  present,  after  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  that 
evening,  and  after  the  Amendment  had 
been  withdrawn,  it  would  not  be  more 
dignified  and  more  in  accordance  with 
the  feeling  of  the  country  that  this  dis- 
cussion should  be  stopped  ?  He,  for  one, 
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thongli  anxious  to  enter  fiiUy  into  the 
discussion,  dedined  to  do  so  under  the 
circumstances;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  adopt 
the  same  course,  and  thus  allow  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  to 
be  unanimous  in  support  of  the  dignity 
of  this  great  Empire. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  the  appear- 
ance of  the  Treasury  bench  and  those 
behind  it  seemed  to  indicate  that  orders 
had  gone  round  from  the  Government 
to  prevent  any  other  of  their  followers 
from  speaking,  and  that  impression 
was  strengthened  by  what  had  just 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  tiie 
Isle  of  Wight  (Mr.  BailHe  Cochrane) 
as  to  his  desire  that  the  debate  should 
close  as  soon  as  possible,  and  by  the  fact 
thatthehon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate),  who  had  also 
intended,  he  believed,  to  address  the 
House,  had  suddenly  left  his  place  on 
receiving  unexpected  intelligence  of  the 
death  of  the  Pope.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, there  were  good  reasons  why  the 
debate  should  not  be  allowed  to  close. 
He  could  not,  in  the  outset  of  his  obser- 
vations, refrain  from  adverting  to  one  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
the  previous  night,  and  which  afforded 
strong  evidence  that  the  proposed  Vote 
ought  to  be  opposed  from  Ihe  Iiber«J 
side  of  the  House.  He  alluded  to  the 
speech  of  the  junior  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Hall).  That  speech  was  a  most 
violent  speech,  fiill  of  vituperations  of 
Bussia,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  if  the  sentiments  which  it 
contained  had  come  from  a  Prime 
Minister,  or  from  an  occupant  of  the 
Government  bench,  their  utterances 
might  have  set  Europe  in  a  blaze.  Such 
sentiments  as  those  to  which  he  referred 
were  quite  xmworthy  of  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  Coming  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  by  whom  they  were  ex- 
pressed, they  would  probably  have  no 
weight  in  Europe;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  they  could  not  be  passed  over  in 
that  House,  for  every  anti-Eussian  senti- 
ment in  the  speech  in  question,  however 
violent  in  language,  had  been  most 
vociferously  cheered,  even  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.  That  was  an  indica- 
tion of  the  meaning  of  the  Vote,  and 
showed  the  spirit  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  meet  the  Eepresen- 
tatiyes  of  the  other  Powers.  Miey  would 
go  into  the  Conference  with  a  strong! 

Mr.  BaittU  Cochrane 


leaning  towards  Turkey,  and  in  order 
to  get  Ihe  best  terms  for  her,  irrespec- 
tive of  whether  or  not  those  terms 
were  the  best  for  the  Christian  Pro- 
vinces and  for  Europe.  The  other  night 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  sug- 
gested a  compromise  on  this  question, 
and  it  rather  surprised  bitn  that  the 
Government  did  not  at  once  accede  to 
that  compromise.  Had  the  Government 
acceded,  he  believed  that  it  would  have 
been  generally  approved  of  on  the 
'Liberal  side  of  the  House,  for  the  sake 
of  showing  a  united  Parliament,  always 
presuming,  of  course,  that  its  terms  had 
been  tolerably  well  defined  as  to  what 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  to  be. 
For  nimself,  however,  he  confessed  that 
he  would  have  agreed  to  that  compro- 
mise with  considerable  reluctance,  for 
this  reason — ^that  it  would  have  required 
the  expression  of  a  certain  amount  of 
confidence  in  a  Ministry  presided  over 
by  a  noble  Lord  in  whom  he,  for  one,  had 
no  confidence.  The  compromise,  how- 
ever, had  been  refused,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  resolved  to  play  out  the  comedy 
to  the  end,  even  after  it  had  become 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  farce. 
Ministers  asked  for  money,  which  some 
of  their  Members  said  they  did  not  really 
require,  and  would  not  expend.  Mini- 
sters a^ed  for  money,  but  they  did  not 
explain  the  precise  purpose  they  had  in 
view  in  making  the  request.  He,  for 
one,  was  not  pepared  to  agree  to  a  Vote 
under  such  circumstances.  If  milliona 
were  to  be  voted  away  in  this  unconsti- 
tutional and  reckless  manner,  it  was 
time  for  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  people 
to  make  a  stand,  and  he  approved  of 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  that  it 
would  be  better,  if  there  should  be  a 
respectable  minority,  that  there  should 
be  an  appeal  of  some  sort  to  the  country, 
rather  than  that  hon.  Members  should 
seem  to  approve  of  a  Vote  which  they 
could  not  really  sanction. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

Me.  ANDEESON,  resuming,  said, 
the  Government  had  spoken  loudSy  about 
neutrality,  or  what  they  had  called  con- 
ditional neutrality ;  but  was  it  neutraHty 
to  send  the  Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles 
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before  any  of  their  conditions  had  been 
violated  ?  That  had  undoubtedly  been 
done  by  arrangement  with  one  of  the 
belligerents,  while  the  proceeding  had 
been  kept  secret  from  the  other.  He 
was  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  had  made  an  attempt 
to  count  out  the  House,  for  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  other 
Members  of  the  Gbvemment  were  now 
present  and  might  perhaps  reply  to  him. 
The  instructions  to  the  Meet  commenced 
''most  secret,"  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  explained  that  the 
reason  why  those  words  were  inserted 
was  that  the  Eussians  might  have  inter- 
fered with  the  operation  if  it  had  not 
been  kept  strictly  secret.  The  Home 
Secretary,  however,  had  said  that  the 
object  in  view  was  only  to  protect  British 
life  and  property,  and  that  the  water- 
way was  to  be  kept  open  only  that  the 
British  ships  might  be  able  to  get  out 
again.  But,  if  that  were  all,  wny  the 
words  ''most  secret?"  Eussia  could 
never  contemplate  preventing  that,  and 
the  words  "most  secret"  seemed  to  mean 
just  the  usual  insulting  distrust  of  Eussia, 
and  the  contradiction  between  the  expla- 
nations of  the  two  right  hon.  Oentiemen 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Home  Secretary)  needed  explanation. 
But  even  if  the  Government  nad  been 
neutral  in  action,  the  speeches  of  the 
Party  by  whom  they  were  supported  had 
certainly  not  been  neutral.  Insinuations 
and  suspicions  of  the  most  unfounded 
kind  had  been  thrown  ouf'against  Eus- 
sia. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  set  an 
evil  example  in  that  respect,  and  he  had 
been  followed  by  the  right  hon.  GFentie- 
man  the  Home  Secretcu^,  who  spoke  in 
a  still  more  offensive  tone.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  had  not  hesitated  to 
state  that  speeches  had  been  made  in 
the  countiy  which  breathed  a  "I  * 
spirit,"  and  even  now  those  words  hi 
not  been  explained  or  withdrawn.  Such 
language  was  most  improper,  and  came 
very  badly  from  the  Home  Secretary, 
or  from  any  Member  of  a  Cabinet, 
which  had  not  been  pervaded  by  a  spirit 
of  straightforward  honesty  in  all  its 
commimications.  ["No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Members  opposite  said  "  No,  no ! "  but 
he  meant  to  prove  his  statement.  Well, 
on  the  2nd  January,  as  they  all  knew, 
Lord  Carnarvon  made  a  speech  in  regard 
to  the  East.    That  speech  was  delivered 


at  a  critical  time  in  public  affairs,  and  it 
did  a  good  deal  to  re-assure  the  people. 
The  country  had  been  gradually  losing 
its  faith  in  the  Government,  and  Loil 
Carnarvon's  speech  did  more  than  any- 
one or  anything  else  could  have  done  to 
rehabilitate  Ministers  at  that  time.  They 
now  knew  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  the 
Cabinet  next  day  condemned  Lord  Car- 
narvon for  making  that  speech,  and  they 
also  knew  that  for  weeks  the  Prime 
Minister  had  taken  aU  the  benefit  which 
that  speech  was  calculated  to  confer  upou 
the  Government,  without  once  attempting 
publicly  to  repudiate  sentiments  which 
had  done  him  so  mudi  good.  Was  that  a 
frank  and  straightforward  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  the  countjy  ?  In  his  opinion. 
Lord  Carnarvon  had  acted  the  part  of  a 
thoroughly  honest  politician,  and  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had  not.  Again,  on  the 
17th  of  January,  Lord  Beaconsfield,  in 
his  place  in  Parliament,  made  a  speech 
by  which  he  endeavoured  to  convince 
the  country  that  the  Cabinet  was  united; 
but  all  this  time  he  had  Lord  Carnar- 
von's resignation  in  his  pocket.  The 
Prime  Minister  told  Lord  Granville  on 
that  occasion  that  he  could  not  bring 
forward  any  evidence  of  disunion.  He 
had  the  words  beside  him,  and  if  the 
House  allowed  him  he  would  quote  them. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  it 
would  not  be  in  Order  to  quote  speeches 
made  during  the  current  Session  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  ANDEESON,  resuming,  said,  he 
would  then  merely  state  the  purport  of 
the  words,  which  was  to  taimt  Lord 
Gbanville  with  being  unable  to  produce 
evidence  of  disimion,  while  he  himself 
knew  that  he  had  that  evidence  safe  in 
his  own  pocket ;  but  the  whole  purport 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  speech  was  to 
prove  a  union  which  he  knew  did  not 
exist.  He  had  g^ven  a  few  examples 
of  the  way  in  wfich  Lord  Beaconsfield 
dealt  with  the  coxmtry,  and  he  did 
not  think  they  were  very  creditable. 
Yet,  with  aU  those  matters  unex- 
plained, the  Government  came  forward 
and  asked  for  a  Vote  which  was  to 
be  interpreted  as  one  of  Confidence. 
Why  ask  for  such  a  Vote  if  they 
were  not  conscious  that  they  had  al- 
ready forfeited  confidence?  Was  it 
that  they  felt  they  required  a  white- 
washing for  .driving  out  Lord  Carnar- 
von, and  nearly  frightening  out  Lord 
Derby  ?    He,  for  one,  was  not  prepared 
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to  give  them  such  a  Vote.  The  oountry 
had  lost  confidence  in  them.  ["No,  no!"] 
But  if  they  thought  otherwise,  their 
proper  course  was  to  appeal  to  the  na- 
tion. They  might  get  the  vote  of  a 
large  majority  in  the  House,  but  they 
would  not  be  any  nearer  the  confidence 
of  the  coimtry  than  they  were  now.  The 
present  Parliament  was  not  elected 
with  reference  to  this  Eastern  Question. 
In  the  Election  of  1874  *'Bible  and  Beer" 
was  the  watchword.  A  dissolution  of 
the  House  of  Commons  would  be  about 
as  inconvenient  to  himself  as  to  any 
Gentleman  present,  and  perhaps  it  might 
be  that  he  might  not  appear  there 
again.  Possibly  that  might  be  a  gain 
to  hon.  Members  opposite,  but  private 
feelings  should  not  be  considered  in  a 
^at  public  crisis.  So  far  as  he  coiild 
judge  the  expressions  of  public  feeling 
which  had  been  given  by  meetings  and 
Petitions,  he  thought  the  opinion  of 
the  people  was  in  favour  of  tiie  course 
which  the  Opposition  had  pursued  in 
this  matter,  and  Government  should 
appeal  to  the  constituencies,  if  they 
really  expected  that  Vote  of  Confidence 
by  ttie  country  which  they  desired  to 
obtain.  He  had  looked  at  the  Petitions 
which  had  been  presented  to  the  House 
on  liiis  question  up  to  last  Saturday,  and 
he  found  that  there  were  229  Petitions 
in  favour  of  neutrality,  bearing  11,285 
signatures ;  89  Petitions,  with  8,175  sig- 
natures, against  the  Vote,  and  only  1 
Petition,  bearing  54  signatures,  for  the 
Vote.  As  to  public  meetings,  the  re- 
sult of  gatherings  which  had  been  held 
in  large  constituencies,  such  as  the  one 
which  he  represented,  showed  that  con- 
fidence in  the  Government  did  not  exist 
in  the  country.  He  must  say  for  him- 
self he  regarded  Lord  Beaconsfield  as 
the  most  dangerous  Minister  who  had 
ever  led  a  Cabinet  since  he  could 
remember  anything  of  politics.  The 
present  Premier  had  done  more  to 
lower  the  political  principle  of  his 
Party,  if  not  of  the  country,  than  any 
Minister  ever  did  to  any  country  since 
Machiavel,  who  had  done  it  for  all  the 
world.  He  had  taught  that  there  was 
no  principle  higher  than  expediency,  and 
no  policy  better  than  tact,  and  himself 
being  a  master  of  expediency  and  tact, 
the  young  men  of  his  Party,  who  fol- 
lowed and  worshipped  him^  were  dazzled 
by  his  success,  and  got  to  look  with 
leniency — perhaps  even  with  approval— 

Mr,  And^ion 


upon  such  deviations  from  what  was 
absolutely  straightforward  as  those  he 
had  pointed  out.  But  he  tiiought  the 
Government,  with  Lord  Beaconsueld  at 
its  head,  was  not  only  a  disingenuous 
Government ;  it  was  also  a  blundering 
Government.  He  would  not  go  back  to 
tax  them  with  being  the  sole  authors 
of  the  late  war,  though  he  held  a  strong 
opinion  on  that  pomt;  but  he  woiild 
give  another  instance  that  occurred  the 
other  day.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
the  question  of  our  position  in  the  Medi- 
terranean was  essentially  important  in 
connection  with  this  Eastern  complica- 
tion. It  was  important  that  we  should 
be  on  friendly  terms  with  other  naval 
Powers  in  the  Mediterranean.  And  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  Power 
which  held  so  high  a  place  there  as 
Italy.  There  was  no  other  European 
country  whose  friendship  we  should 
more  carefully  seek.  It  was  a  great 
Constitutional  Kingdom,  and  was  rapidly 
advancing  as  a  European  Power.  It 
had  a  great  seaboard,  splendid  har- 
bours, and  a  considerable  and  in- 
creasing Navy.  In  Italy  England  used 
to  be  an  honoured  name,  because 
in  the  time  of  her  sorest  trial  British 
statesmen  had  aided  and  encouraged 
her  aspirations,  and  the  British  people 
had  gloried  in  her  success.  But  now 
Italy  was  getting  to  hate  usj  ust  as  other 
Continental  peoples  did.  What  did  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  do  to  consolidate 
friendship  between  the  two  countries? 
The  other  day  the  King  of  Italy  died. 
He  was  her  first  Monarch,  the  very 
founder  of  th&iltalia  untficata  under  which 
Italy  was  undergoing  a  renaissance,  and 
his  sudden  death  was  a  great  blow  to  the 
people.  What  steps  did  our  Gt)vemment 
take  to  express  sympathy  with  the  Italian 
people  in  their  loss  r  The  Queen's  Speech 
was  to  be  delivered  on  his  burial  day — 
probably  it  was  being  uttered  when  the 
late  King  was  being  consigned  to  the 
tomb  —  but  there  was  not  a  word  of 
sympathy  in  it  at  the  sad  event.  No 
notice  whatever  was  taken  in  it  of  the 
death  of  Victor  Emmanuel,  though  he 
had  been  one  of  our  closest  Allies,  and 
though  his  Armies  had  fought  side  by 
side  with  ours,  and  had  shared  the 
bloody  glories  of  the  Crimea.  But,  as 
if  that  mght  were  not  enough  for  Her 
Majes^s  Government  to  put  upon  Italy, 
they  did  something  more.  When  .otilier 
countries;  much  lees  closely  allied  wifb 
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Italy  than  we  liad  been,  were  sending 
royal  Princes  to  the  funeral  of  the  de- 
parted Monarch,  our  Gbvemment  sent  a 
Lord-in-waiting.  That  appeared  to  the 
Government  to  be  the  most  fitting  tri- 
bute of  respect  we  could  pay  to  a  great 
Ally;  but  it  had  made  a  deep  impression 
amongst  the  Italian  people.  Kumour  had 
it  that  the  Lord-in- waiting  was  hissed  at 
the  railway  station,  and  got  the  cold 
shoulder  from  everyone.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  then  found  out  that  they 
had  committed  a  gross  mistake,  and  the 
Queen  attempted  to  make  matters  right 
by  bestowing  on  the  new  King  the  vacant 
Garter  that  had  belonged  to  his  fiather ; 
but,  as  if  to  take  away  all  grace  from 
the  act,  this  was  only  done  after  the 
Garter  had  been  offered  to  and  reused 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield. 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  One  word,  as  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  might 
have  some  effect  on  foreign  opinion. 
The  Gturter  sent  to  the  King  of  Italy  is 
sent  on  a  wholly  different  footing  £rom 
that  which  is  set  iree  by  the  death  of 
one  of  the  ordinary  Knights  of  the 
Garter,  and  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  honour  which  was  offered  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  Not  only  so,  but  it 
had  been  decided  to  send  the  Garter  to 
the  King  of  Italy  long  before  any  offer 
was  made  to  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  was  de- 
lighted to  hear  what  had  just  been  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  he  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  such  an 
explanation  to  the  House,  for  the  ex- 
planation greatly  altered  the  value  of 
the  atonement.  Notwithstanding  what 
had  been  said,  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  take  a  long  time  to  remove  the 
bad  impression  created  in  Italy  by  the 
omission  from  the  Speech  and  oy  send- 
ing only  a  Lord-in-waiting  to  the  funeral. 
The  Government  made  a  mistake  when 
they  despatched  a  Lord-in-waiting  while 
other  coxmtries  sent  Princes  to  the  funeral 
of  Victor  Emmanuel.  Where  were  all 
our  Princes  at  the  time?  Were  they 
all  so  busy  at  home  that  none  of  them 
could  have  been  got  to  do  a  little  ser- 
vice of  that  kind  in  return  for  the  large 
sums  which  they  received  from  me 
country?  Well,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  asked  to  vote  confidence  in  a 
Government   whose  policy  tiiej  never 


knew  until  some  blunder  divulged  it ; 
and  certainly  he  could  not  give  his  ap- 
proval to  such  a  Vote  while  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  was  at  the  head  of  affairs.  It 
had  been  suggested  the  other  night  that 
the  Prime  l£nister  should  be  muzzled. 
He  would  say,  shelve  the  noble  Earl. 
Allow  him  to  enjoy  that  ease  which  he 
had  fairly  earned  affcer  a  life  of  hard 
work,  and  put  at  the  head  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment  some  statesman  who  would 
command  confidence,  and  whose  utter- 
ances the  country  coiild  implicitly  trust. 
Till  then  he  must  decline  to  be  a  party 
to  any  Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  mills  said,  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  had  wandered  altogether 
from  the  subject  before  the  House,  and 
he  (Mr.  Mills)  regretted  much  the  at- 
tack he  had  made  upon  the  Prime 
Minister,  which  he  considered  to  be 
most  unjust  in  every  respect.  If  he 
were  asked  to  justify  the  appeal  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  made  to 
the  House  for  this  Vot&,  he  should  found 
their  justification  upon  the  fact  that,  for 
the  last  1 8  months,  their  policy  had  been 
£U9sailed,  and  that  they  were  now  about 
to  go  into  a  peace  Conference,  in  which 
it  was  essential  that  they  should  enter 
supported  in  the  face  of  Europe  by  the 
authority  and  the  confidence  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  were  special  reasons  why 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  be 
supported  in  that  Conference  by  the 
voice  of  the  nation  as  represented  by 
Parliament.  The  Russians  did  not  un- 
derstand our  system  of  government,  nor 
the  freedom  on  which  weprided  ourselves, 
and  they  seriously  misapprehended  the 
extent  and  the  depth  of  the  agitation 
which  had  been  kept  up  against  the  Go- 
vemmentrecently.  Despoticallygovemed 
countries  could  not  perceive  the  differ- 
ence between  a  shallow  and  brawling 
stream  of  agitation  and  the  real  and 
deep  feeling  of  the  country  on  this  ques- 
tion; and  therefore  it  was  important 
that  Her  Majestjr's  Gbvemment  should 
enter  tiie  Conference  supp^orted  by  a 
Vote  of  that  House,  carried,  if  not  unani- 
mously, at  all  events  by  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority.  Thus  armed.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  able  to 
counteract,  in  some  degree,  the  schemes 
of  despotic  Russia,  who,  while  profess- 
ing to  be  the  champion  of  oppressed 
nationalities,  was  possessed  of  a  great 

Digitized  by  VJV^VJV  IC 


1267  2%0  Supplmentartf         {00MM0N6] 


StUmak. 


1268 


power  of  orasliing.  He  was  not  going 
to  make  an  attack  upon  Bussia,  but 
having  travelled  in  tiie  country  and 
studied  its  antecedents  and  history,  the 
last  term  he  should  think  of  applying  to 
her  was  that  which  had  been  used  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester,  who 
had  characterized  Eussia  as  the  ^*  cham- 
pion and  deliverer  of  oppressed  nation- 
alities." Among  the  trophies  exhibited 
to  those  who  visited  the  Kjemlin  at 
Moscow  were  the  ancient  gold  crowns  of 
Kazan,  Siberia,  and  Astrachan,  which 
were  once  independent,  but  were  now 
merged  in  the  domains  of  the  Empe- 
ror; nor  could  they  forget  that  iin- 
land,  whose  freedom  had  been  ^aran- 
teed,  had  been  brought  under  Kussia's 
iron  rule  ;  and  that  Poland  had  been 
trampled  upon.  For  the  last  two  cen- 
turies Bussia  had  been  the  enemy  of 
freedom  in  Europe.  He  was  not  a  Rus- 
sophobe, and  he  was  not  afraid  of  Eus- 
sia's  marching  an  army  1,500  miles  from 
the  Caspian  Sea  to  India,  especially 
when  he  remembered  that  the  Oommis- 
sariathadnot  greatly  distinguished  it- 
self, and  that  she  would  not  be  very 
welcome  in  India  when  she  got  there. 
England  would  be  able  to  vindicate  her- 
self in  the  Congress  with  regard  to 
India,  the  MeditcKrranean,  and  the  Suez 
Canal,  though  she  would  have  to  watch 
her  interests  and  those  of  Europe  in  all 
these  respects.  He  thanked  God  that 
we  had  not  stood  side  by  side  with 
Eussia  against  Turkey,  because  now  we 
could  go  to  the  Conference  infinitely 
stronger,  in  a  moral  sense,  than  if  we  had 
aided  her  in  her  victory  over  the  Turks. 
The  most  important  question  before  the 
Congress  would  be  the  future  govern- 
ment of  the  Christian  subjects  of  the 
Forte,  and  it  was  ridiculous  to  suppose 
that  Eussia,  coming  in  the  somewhat 
novel  garb  of  a  missionary  of  Christian 
civilization,  would  be  able  to  accom- 
plish more  for  Bulgaria  than  a  free 
country  like  England  would  be  able  to 
do.  Opponents  of  the  Yote  had  said 
that  public  opinion  out-of-doors  was 
against  it,  but  he  thought  that  those  who 
had  watched  the  recent  course  of  events 
in  the  coimtry  would  hold  a  contrary 
view.    It  was  comparatively    easy   to 


of  the  country,  and  they  had  spoken  out 
strongly  in  support,  not  only  oi  the  Yoto 
now  asked,  but  of  the  general  foreign 
policy  followed  by  Her  Majesty's  Uo- 
vemment.  Only  last  Monday  in  Exeter 
a  large  open-air  meeting  of  6,000  per- 
sons was  neld,  at  which  resolutions  were 
passed  expressing  confidence  in  the 
policy  of  we  Gknremment,  whieh  thej 
described  as  a  policy  of  peace.  He  de- 
nied the  charges  often  made  against  the 
Conservative  Farty — ^that,  in  the  £rst 
place,  they  formed  a  docile  majority, 
and,  in  the  second,  that  they  were  afraid 
to  test  the  opinion  of  the  countiy.  He 
claimed  for  mem  as  much  independ^iee 
of  thought  and  action  as  was  to  be 
found  on  the  Liberal  bendies,  and  af- 
firmed that  they  were  perfectly  readj  to 
submit  their  opinions  to  the  test  of  pub- 
lic opinion  through  ihe  means  of  an  ap- 
peal to  the  constituencies.  He  dq)re- 
cated  the  attacks  that  had  been  made 
upon  Mr.  Layard — an  absent  man, 
who  was  ably  discharging  duties  of 
great  delicacy  and  difficmty.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  must  express  his  satis&ction 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  with- 
drawn, and  trusted  that,  if  a  unammoos 
decision  was  not  arrived  at,  the  Tote 
would  yet  be  agreed  to  by  a  majorify  so 
overwhelming  as  to  convince  Eoiopeaii 
nations  that  Sie  English  were,  so  fEu*,  at 
least,  as  the  great  question  now  before 
Parliament  was  concerned,  a  imited 
people,  living  under  the  rule  of  a  Qaeen 
whom  they  loved. 

Me.  C.  S.  PAEKER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  expressed  distrust  of  poblic 
meetings  as  a  test  of  pubUc  feeling, 
and    had    announced   his  t)wn  readi- 
ness to  face  the  ordeal  of  an  appeal  to 
the  country.    One  reason  why  he  (Hr. 
Parker)  ventured  for  a  few  mom«ite  to 
address  the  House  was  that  he  had  just 
gone  through  that  process  of  appeafiog 
to  the  coun^.    In  Scotland  three  hnrgh 
electioQB  within  the  last  week  hadgiTea 
results  strongly  in  £avour  of  the  wJicy 
of  the  Opposition.     On  the  other  hiodj 
in  the  great  Scottish  county  which  he  hw 
once  Sie  honour  to  represent,  though 
the  majority    was   reduced,  the  Ccm- 
servative  candidate  had  been  retanwd, 
that  county,  therefore,  ranking  on  mo 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1269      I%e  S^ipplmenimiry      {Febettabt  7»  1878] 


BMmaU. 


1270 


wonid  try  to  do  80.  The  end  which  both 
sides  of  tiie  House  had  in  yiew  was  that 
this  conntry  ^onld  present  to  Europe 
not  only  a  united  Cabinet,  which  it  now 
had,  but  a  united  Parliament  and   a 
united  nation.     What  were  the  means 
proposed  towards  that  end  ?    A  Vote  of 
£6,000,000  was  asked.     In  what  as- 
pect were  they  to  regard  that  Vote? 
They  were   told    by    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ez- 
cheqaer  that  they  ought  to  regard  it  in 
two  aspects— partly  as  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence, and  partly  as  what  was  imme- 
diately needed  for  the  public  service. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  explained 
that  he  meant,  of  course,  not  a  Party 
Vote  of  OonQdence  in  the  general  policy 
of  the  Ministry,  or  even  in  their  foreign 
policy ;  but  a  practical  expression  of  con- 
fidence to  the  extent  of  trusting  the 
GoYemment  in  present   circumstanoes 
with  the  sum  of  £6,000,000.     But  those 
circamstances  were  already  changed.  The 
march  of  events  had  been  too  swift  for 
theirjprotracted,  slow  debates.     When 
the  Vote  was  first  asked,  Hussia  and 
Turkey  were  at  war ;  now  an  armistice 
was  signed.    He  must  confess  that  his 
own  mind  had  not  been  greatly  affected 
by  the  announcements  made  this  even- 
ing—by either  the  statement  from  Con- 
atantinople  or   the    contradiction  from 
St.  Petersburg.    He  did  not  think  they 
were  of  sufficient  importance  to  have 
warranted    the    withdrawing    of    the 
Amendment,  th9ue^h  he  was  not  sorry 
it  had  been    wimdrawn,    as   it   was 
framed  under  other  droumstances,  and 
its  wording  did  not  suit  the  present  state 
of  the  case.     L€ist    year,  before   the 
war  began,  both  parties  were  agreed  as 
to  peace  being  the  end  in  view ;  but 
they  had  different  ways  of  securing  it. 
The  policy  of  the  (Jovemment  for  ob- 
taining peace  was  to  maintain  the  statw 
qw^  with  certain  improvements.    They 
desired  an  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  the  Christian  populations,  but  it  was 
by  means  of  an  ameliorated  Hatu8  quo. 
The  policy  on  the  Liberal  side  was  to 
recognize   that  these  insurrections,    if 
stimulated  by  Bussia  or  other  Powers, 
nevertheless  had  their   oricrin  in  firross 


between  Russia  and  Turkey.  Wheiithat 
war  broke  out,  a  new  declaration  of 
policy  was,  of  course,  required.  The 
Government  then  announced  a  policy  of 
neutrality,  and  to  that  he  did  not  object, 
nor  eyen  to  the  phrase  which  the  Prime 
Minister  so  often  repeated  of  conditional 
neutrality.  So  far,  not  only  the  Cabinet, 
but,  with  few  excej[»tions,  the  country 
was  united.  But  a  difference  arose  when 
they  came  to  discuss  the  conditions,  under 
the  excitement  caused  by  the  rapid  ad- 
vances of  Bussia.  Before  Lord  Derby's 
resignation  came  out,  he  (Mr.  Parker) 
happened  to  be  dosely  challenged  upon 
this  subject  by  the  electors  of  the  City  of 
Perth,  and  he  said  that  in  his  opinion  it 
was  no  use  talking  in  general  terms 
about  neutrality.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  occupation  of  Constanti- 
nople should  be  prevented  by  diplomacy 
only,  which  he  quite  desired,  or  oy  force 
of  arms  f  He  had  a  dear  opinion  that 
it  should  not  be  prevented  by  force  of 
arms,  and  his  chief  reason  was  this. 
Supposing  Bussia  guilty  of  such  gross 
bad  faith  as  not  only  to  enter,  but  to 
endeavour  to  retain,  Constantinople, 
Austria  and  England  together,  with 
probably  the  assistance  of  Germany, 
would  very  soon  turn  her  out  again,  and 
that  belief  had  kept  his  mmd  calm 
through  all  the  excitement.  If  Bussia 
acted  in  the  manner  apprehended,  we 
were  strong  enough  to  deal  with  her. 
But  now  once  more  all  was  changed. 
He  assumed  that  the  present  armistice 
would  soon  be  a  peace.  The  question 
was,  what  was  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
Government  at  the  Conference  for  dis- 
cussion of  the  terms  of  peace?  The 
Solidtor  General  last  night  pointed  out 
the  difficulty  of  the  Gt>vemment  making 
any  detailed  statement  on  this  matter. 
But  who  had  asked  for  details?  The 
Solidtor  General  spoke  of  questions  that 
were  for  the  Queen's  Ministers  alone, 
and  not  for  tlie  House  of  Commons.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  imposdble  that  the  Ge- 
vemment  should  state  in  detail  what 
they  would  do  in  Conference.  But  they 
could  at  least  relieve  the  House  from  ap- 
prehensions. What  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that — liie  ODnodtion — dde  wanted  was. 
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blanche  for  all  the  rest,  or  was  this  House 
to  know  something  more  about  the 
matter?  When  we  entered  this  Con- 
ference, we  should,  if  possible,  not  do  so 
with  a  tone  of  exbreme  jealousy  against 
Eussia.  Some  distrust  of  that  jrower 
might  be  justifiable,  but  he  deprecated 
the  language  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  moving  the  Vote  as  offensive 
towards  Eussia.  He  told  them  that  it 
was  reported  a  Russian  Prince  was 
going  to  rule  over  Bulgaria,  that  Eussia 
might  demand  as  territorial  compensa- 
tion Smyrna  and  Salonica,  and  that  such 
arrangements  might  g^ve  Eussia  such  a 
voice  in  the  Conference  that  no  other 
would  be  heard.  As  regarded  the 
general  feeling  of  constituencies  in  this 
country,  his  experience  was  that  they 
were  eJl  disposed  to  stand  up  for  British 
interests,  and  to  put  those  interests  pro- 
minently forward;  but  besides  British 
interests  they  were  concerned  with  British 
sympathies  and  British  duties.  What 
were  our  sympathies  in  this  case  ?  There 
were  two  Eussias,  and  also  two  Turkeys. 
As  regarded  one  Eussia  and  one  Turkey, 
our  antipathies,  he  feared  he  must  sav 
rather  than  our  sympathies,  were  divided. 
The  people  of  this  country  had  an  anti- 
pathy to  the  Government  of  Turkey,  and 
to  the  system  of  misrule  that  had  so  long 
flourished  there,  and  were  ilierefore  glad 
to  see  it  fall;  but  they  had  sympathy 
with  the  Turks,  as  a  gallant  nation 
fighting  for  their  country.  So,  again,  we 
had  a  strong  antipathy  to  Eussian  am- 
bition and  military  aggression ;  but  we 
felt  a  sympathy  for  the  motives  which 
led  the  great  masses  of  the  people  of 
Eussia  so  willingly  to  die  for  their 
coimtry  and  for  the  emancipation  of 
their  neighbours  of  the  same  olood  and 
of  the  same  religion.  And  was  it  not 
also  a  British  duty  now  to  take  active 
part  in  that  emancipation?  It  was 
to  be  regretted  they  had  ever  sepa- 
rated themselves  from  the  European 
concert,  and  perhaps  the  most  instruc- 
tive portions  of  the  Blue  Books  were 
those  which  showed  the  protests  which 
came  from  all  parts  of  Europe  against 
our  breaking  up  the  concert  of  Europe. 
So  much  for  the  policy  to  be  pursued. 
And  now  a  few  words  on  the  question  of 
Supply.  Before  the  House  proceeded  to 
vote  £6,000,000,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  require  from  the  Gbvemment  some 
reason  why  so  large  a  sum  was  wanted. 

Mr.  C.  a.  Parker 


As,  on  a  similar  occasion  in  1870, 
only  £2,000,000  were  asked  for,  he 
hoped  some  further  explanation  would 
be  given  why  £6,000,000  were  asked 
for  now.  And  here  he  had  a  remark 
to  make.  It  was  scarcely  generous 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
speak  of  the  20,000  men  raised  in  1870 
being  immediately  dismissed  again,  nor 
was  it  the  fact  thatthey  were  so  dismissed. 
Of  course,  some  of  the  men  taken  sud- 
denly on  an  emergency  were  not  such 
as  it  was  desirable  to  retain  when  they 
could  be  spared ;  but  the  general  result 
of  the  Army  administration  at  that  time 
was  that  there  was  now  a  better  Eeserve 
to  fall  back  upon  than  ever  before.  That 
was  why  no  vote  of  men  was  needed 
now.  Besides,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  the  reduced  numbers  in 
time  of  peace  insufficient,  why  had 
he  not  increased  them?  The  general 
total  of  the  Army  in  1873 — the  last  year 
of  the  late  Government — was,  in  round 
numbers,  188,000;  in  1874  it  was 
186,000;  and  in  1875  and  1876  it  was 
184,000.  In  conclusion,  he  would  state 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  practical 
course  to  be  adopted.  His  name  had 
been  mentioned  the  other  day  as  being 
pledged  with  regard  to  this  Yote  of 
Credit.  He  had  avoided  pledging  him- 
self on  most  subjects,  and  he  had 
avoided  pledging  himself  on  this  ques- 
tion. Before  the  rupture  of  the  Cabinet, 
before  the  advance  of  the  Eussians  on 
Gallipoli  and  Constantinople,  he  had 
held  this  language — that  he,  for  one, 
should  regret  to  mix  up  the  money  ques- 
tion with  the  question  of  Confidence,  and 
he  should  be  disposed,  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  War  and  Naval  Ministers,  to 
vote  anv  moderate  and  reasonable  sum. 
But  when  two  Cabinet  Ministers  ;pe- 
signed  rather  than  be  parties  to  send- 
inc^  the  British  Fleet  to  the  Darda- 
nelles, then  he  was  inclined  to  oppose 
this  Vote  of  £6,000,000.  Now  we  were 
entering  apon  a  time  of  peace,  and  in 
such  circuinstanoes,  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment were  called  upon  to  give  to 
the  House  and  the  country  satisfactory 
assurances  as  to  their  general  intentions 
at  the  Conference.  K  they  would  do 
this,  he  would  be  disposed  to  vote  all 
necessary  Supplies;  but  he  could  as- 
sure them  that  if  they  were  to  come 
into  as  dose  contact  as  he  had  done 
recentljjT  with  the  electors,  the^  would 
know  it  was  desirable  to  explain,  also, 
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why  BO  large  a  sum  was  asked  for  as 
£6,000,000. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  lie  rejoiced 
in  finding  that  the  House  was  gradually 
approaching  to  such  unanimity  on  this 
question  as  would  give  force  to  the  ac- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment  in 
any  European  Conference  that  might  be 
summoned.  He  was  anxious  to  state 
why  he  had,  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
supported  the  Gbyemment  on  this  occa- 
sion, after  having  felt  compelled  to  differ 
from  them  in  the  great  division  of  the 
last  Session.  He  supported  them  now 
on  precisely  the  same  ground,  and  for 
the  same  reasons,  which  had  induced 
him  to  differ  from  them  last  Session. 
At  that  period  the  Qovemment  seemed 
to  him  to  be  disposed  to  set  aside  and 
ignore  as  exaggerated  the  information 
upon  which  Loi^  Derby,  in  his  despatch 
of  the  21st  September,  1876,  impugned 
the  conduct  of  the  Turkish  Government 
in  European  Turkey,  on  account  of  the 
savage  measures  they  had  adopted  for 
the  suppression  of  the  outbreak  in  Bul- 
garia, measures  which  had  revolted  the 
feelings  of  civilized  Europe,  and  ren- 
dered it  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  sanction  or  countenance 
the  course  which  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment were  adopting.  Many  arguments 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  deceived  with  regard  to  the  extent 
of  the  Bulgarian  outrages ;  but  he  felt 
that,  whatever  deduction  ought  to  be 
made  from  the  heavy  account  against 
the  Turkish  Government,  enough  re- 
mained to  render  it  impossible  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  justify  the 
conduct  of  the  Turkish  Government; 
and  that  these  outrages  left  in  the  hands 
of  Bussia  a  justification  for  the  course 
which  she  subsequently  pursued,  and 
that  if  she  were  left  to  pursue  that 
course  alone,  the  probability  was  that 
there  would  be  a  sanguinarv  war.  His 
anticipations  had  been  fulfilled ;  and  re- 
membering that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  a  party  to  the  Conference  of 
last  year,  that  the  recommendations  of 
that  Conference  were  repudiated  by  the 
Porte,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  that 
repudiation,  Eussia,  in  defiance  of  all 
remonstrances,  entered  upon  this  la- 
mentable war;  remembering,  in  fact, 
that  the  result  of  the  Conference  had 
been  a  war  that  had  shocked  humanity, 
he  rejoiced  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 


now  saw  that  it  would  be  unbecoming 
and  useless  on  their  part  to  be  again 
represented  in  a  European  Conference, 
unless  they  were  in  a  position  to  give 
weight  to  their  representations,  and 
back  the  decisions  of  the  Conference  by 
force.  That,  then,  was  the  justification, 
in  his  opinion,  for  the  proposal  of  this 
Vote.  In  the  Conference  of  last  year, 
England  did  nothing  in  the  sense  of 

Sreparing  or  of  recommending  that  the 
ecisions  of  the  Conference  should  be 
enforced.  She  resisted  every  proposal 
to  enforce  the  decisions  of  the  Confer- 
ence by  coercion ;  and  what  was  the,  re- 
sult? Why,  that  Eussia,  by  herself, 
had  undertaken  to  ^iforce  those  deci- 
sions; and,  having  made  all  the  sacri- 
fices which  were  entailed  by  a  great  war, 
Eussia  was  now  in  a  position  to  afi&rm 
that  the  decisions  of  the  Conference  had 
fallen  short  of  what  must  now  constitute 
her  requirements.  We  were  in  danger 
of  the  policy,  which  we  had  sanctioned  in 
that  Conference,  being  carried  beyond 
the  desires  and  expectations  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  country,  unless  re- 
course was  had  to  another  Conference, 
which  should  correct  the  defective  work 
of  the  last  Conference.  England  must 
be  prepared  to  take  her  share  in  up- 
hol(ung  the  decisions  of  the  Conference 
now  contemplated  by  force.  It  was 
manifest  that  this  country  could  not 
afford  to  leave  the  settlement  of  the 
great  Eastern  Question  in  the  hands  of 
any  one  foreign  State,  especially  if  that 
State  had  been  a  party  to  the  war,  and 
proved  the  victor.  How  was  that  diffi- 
culty to  be  overcome?  Arbitration 
was,  no  doubt,  a  blessed  means  of  con- 
tributing to  the  preservation  of  justice 
and  of  peace ;  but  arbitration  was  but 
a  poor  creature,  imless  she  had  a  police- 
man at  her  back.  That  was  the  lesson 
to  be  learnt  from  our  experience  of  the 
last  Conference.  Now,  however,  this 
country  was  about  to  go  into  another 
Conference,  and,  he  hoped,  on  better 
terms.  His  (Air.  Newdegate's)  under- 
standing was,  that  Her  Majesty's  Mini- 
sters proposed  this  Vote  that  they  might 
join  me  Conference,  prepared  to  enforce 
its  decisions.  He  was  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  held  a 
different  opinion.  Their  mutual  consti- 
tuents knew  that  they  were  both  anxious 
for  peace.  They  also  knew  that  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   and   he   (Mr. 

Uigitizea  by  vjvjOv  tV 


1275         Th0  thpplmeniary         (OOlOfONS) 


MitimaU. 


1876 


Newdegate)  differed  with  respect  to  the 
means  oy  which  that  object  was  to  be 
best  secured.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
approved  of  the  conduct  of  Eussia,  in 
applying  coercion  to  the  Porte ;  but  the 
rignt  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  for- 
get that  Bussia  would  require  compen- 
sation for  the  sacrifices  she  had  made, 
and  that  the  compensation  she  de- 
manded might  affect  the  interests  of 
this  countiy.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
could  not  forget  that  Eussia,  after  co- 
operating with  England,  with  respect  to, 
in  Turkey,  the  Treaty  of  Unkiar  8ke- 
lessi,  concluded  a  private  arrangement 
with  the  Porte,  by  which  Eussian  ships 
of  war  were  allowed  to  pass  the  Straits 
of  the  Dardanelles,  whilst  those  of  Eng- 
land and  other  Powers  were  excluded. 
An  historical  fact  like  this  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  there  was  within  the  vast  Eussian 
Empire  more  than  one  Eussia.  G^iere 
was  the  Govemment  of  tiie  Czar,  who, 
he  firmly  believed,  was  wise  enough,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  war,  and  even 
before  it,  to  desire  peace.  Then  there 
was  the  Panslavist  Kussia,  which  was 
animated  by  the  dominant  ambition  of 
a  race  who  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  there  should  be  a  vast  union  that 
would  cover  a  still  larger  portion  of  the 
world  than  the  Eussian  Einpire  already 
commanded.  Finally,  there  was  the 
professional  soldier,  ever  anxious  for 
employment  in  a  country  under  the  con- 
stitution of  which  other  fields  of  action 
were  restricted.  Allowance  must,  there- 
fore, be  made  for  the  difficulties  of  the 
Eussian  Government.  Intrinsically,  a 
despotism  was  always  weaker  tluui  a 
Constitutional  Government.  Instead  of 
being,  as  some  supposed,  exempt  from 
the  necessity  of  compliance  with  in- 
trigue or  popular  agitation,  there  was 
no  form  of  Government  so  frequently  do- 
minated and  controlled  by  internal  com- 
motion. Knowing  this,  he  held  that, 
if  England  would  act  a  Mendly  part 
'towards  the  Eussian  Government,  she 
must  be  prepared,  on  every  matter 
where  the  respective  interests  of  the  two 
Empires  might  come  into  collision,  to 
take  her  own  part,  so  that  the  Emperor 
of  Eussia  might  be  able  to  say  to  his 
people — **If  you  take  such  or  such  a 
course  you  iSnXL  trench  upon  the  inte- 
rests of  a  great  nation  which  has  proved 
itself  fully  able  to  hold  its  own  in  the 
face  of  any  foreign  Power."    He  (Mr. 

Jfr.  Newdegate 


Newdegate)  rejoiced  at  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  in  regard  to  this  Vote.  In- 
stead of  their  course  being  actuated  by 
mere  Party  or  fSeujtious  motives,  it  was  a 
course  ^at  was  highly  honourable  to 
them.  There  was  not  a  word  spoken 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ther  Mem- 
ber for  Ghreenwich  as  to  the  exceptional 
character  of  this'Vote ;  there  was  not  a 
word  spoken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers),  whose  speech  had  not  been 
fairly  reported,  in  which  he  did  not  con- 
cur. The  precedent  cited  for  the  pre- 
sent Vote  was  that  of  1871 ;  but  that 
was  a  most  questionable  precedent,  and 
if  they  sou^t  for  further  precedents, 
they  must  go  to  the  Vote  for  the  arma- 
ment on  account  of  the  differences 
which  arose  between  this  countiy  and 
Spain  on  the  subject  of  Nootka  Sound 
in  the  vear  1790.  What  happened 
then?  The  Government  of  Mr.  Pitt 
came  down  to  the  House  and  asked  for 
a  Vote  of  Credit  for  £1,000,000,  to  pre- 
pare an  armament  with  which  to  re- 
dress the  wrongs  done  to  some  British 
subjects,  whose  settlement  in  Nootka 
Soxmd  had  been  seized  by  a  Spanish 
Mgate.  The  Government  of  Mr.  Pitt 
asked  for  £1,000,000,  and  the  Spanish 
Government  saw  fit  to  yield  to  the  de- " 
mands  of  England.  But  what  had  been 
the  expenditure  mefinwhile  ?  Not 
£1,000,000,  but  more  than  £3,500,000. 
The  object  being  accomplished — as  he 
trusted  it  would  be  in  tne  present  in- 
stance by  the  Vote  of  £6,000,000— in- 
stead of  expending  £1,000,000  only, 
which  was  the  sum  asked  for,  £8,500,000 
were  spent,  and  in  the  following  year 
Mr.  Pitt  came  down  to  the  House,  and 
admitted  that  the  precedent  he  had  set 
was  an  evil  one,  and  from  that  hour  he 
never  asked  for  a  Vote  of  Credit  with- 
out submitting  what  was  equivalent  to 
an  Estimate.  In  the  {^resent  instance 
the  House  was  asked  to  vote  Ways  and 
Means  before  Supply.  He  had  seen  it 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  and  heard  it 
said  in  debate — '^Oh!  this  is  a  mere 
matter  of  form."  But  the  Forms  of 
Parliament  had  substance  in  them — 
that  had  often  been  proved  in  perilous 
times.  For  years  the  House  had  ad- 
hered to  the  principle,  that  it  must 
know  what  was  the  object  of  a  particu- 
lar expenditure  before  voting  money  for 
it;  and  that  was  &e  reason  why  Supply 
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was  ^ways  taken  before  Waje  and 
Means.  The  Forms  of  the  House  en- 
sured the  power  of  the  House,  and  ren- 
dered it  the  appropriate  guardian  of  tiie 
safety,  the  economy,  and  the  peace  of 
the  country.  When,  therefore,  he  gave 
his  vote  for  this  £6,000,000,  without  an 
Estimate,  he  did  it  under  protest  that  it 
was  an  exceptional  Vote.  He  was  a 
pupil  of  Mr.  Pitt.  Mr.  Pitt  obtained 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, in  1790,  and  the  next  year  re- 
verted to  the  ancient  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  never  again  asked  for  a  Vote 
of  Credit  without  submittinfi^  an  Esti- 
mate. The  Opposition  had  so  nobly 
done  their  duty  in  these  debates  that  an 
historical  incident  had  recurred  to  his 
mind.  After  the  general  peace,  Alexan- 
der the  First,  of  Eussia,  during  his  visit 
to  this  country,  came  down  to  uie  House 
of  Commons  to  witness  its  proceedings, 
and  when  he  left  the  House  he  said — 
''I  wish,  when  I  go  back  to  Eussia, 
I  could  establish  an  Opposition."  And 
that  was  a  feeling  wmch,  he  believed, 
had  arisen  in  the  oreast  of  many  a  des- 
potic monarch.  It  seemed  to  him  as 
singular  that  advanced  Liberals  like  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  should  desire  to  see  the 
power  of  Eussia  extended  over  Euro- 
pean Turkey.  ["No!"]  WeU,;that 
was  the  inference  he  had  drawn  from 
what  he  had  observed.  He  remem- 
bered reading  the  late  Mr.  Cobden's  fa- 
mous pamphlet  in  praise  of  Eussia, 
which  was  published  in  the  year  1835  ; 
and  he  remembered  one  illustration 
which  Mr.  Cobden  gave  of  the  advan- 
tages of  that  Gt)vemment,  and  of  its 
respect  for  commerce,  and  l^s  was,  that 
the  commercial  classes  of  Eussia  were 
exempt  ^m  corporal  punishment.  Still 
it  was  surprising  to  find  advanced  libe- 
rals so  much  in  favour  of  the  Eussian 
Government.  For  himself,  he  had  the 
greatest  possible  respect  for  Eussia,  and 
was  most  anxious  that  England  should 
be  on  good  terms  with  her ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly shoiild  not  like  to  be  a  Eussian 
subject,  of  whose  condition  he  knew 
something.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
responding  to  the  powerful  and  benevo- 
lent voice  of  the  Emperor  of  Germany, 
were  about  to  enter  into  a  Conference, 
which  would,  he  trusted,  act  in  the 
sense  of  arbitration,  with  means  of  co- 
ercion to  enforce  its  decrees,  and  would, 
he  hoped,  lead  to  another  Treaty  as 


durable  as  that  of  Vienna  in  1815.  They 
had  seen  the  Treaty  of  1856  and  the 
Treaty  of  1870  virtually  abrogated  by 
one  of  the  parties  to  them ;  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  City  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  ffpoke  disparagingly 
of  the  Treaty  of  Vienna.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  could  hardly  understand 
how  anyone  could  speak  disparagingly 
of  a  Treaty  which  was  the  outcome  of  a 
mighty  war,  which  had  secured  peace  to* 
Europe  for  85  years.  It  was  true  that 
Treaties  were  mortal,  like  their  jframers. 
But  no  nation's  interests  were  so  bound 
up  with  peace  as  those  of  England ;  and 
Mmo  would  venture  to  say  that  the 
Treaty  of  Vienna,  in  the  conclusion  of 
which  she  took  part,  was  not  a  blessing 
to  the  world,  and  especially  to  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe,  when  that  Treaty  had 
secured  unbroken  peace  for  35  years? 
God  grant  that  the  Treaty  which  would 
prob^ly  result  from,  the  Conference  now 
to  be  held  might  have  as  beneficial  and 
durable  an  effect !  Sure  was  he  of  this 
— that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  in 
proposing  not  only  liiat  England  should 
enter  the  Conference,  but  be  prepared 
to  take  her  share  in  enforcing  its  de- 
crees, were  adopting  a  wise  and  salu- 
tary course — a  course  which  promised 
to  secure  a  solid  and  lasting  peace. 

Mb.  Sbbjeant  SIMON  had  heard  a 
great  deal  said  about  Party  feeling  and 
the  course  taken  by  the  Ot)position.  He 
had  been  several  years  a  Member  of  that 
House,  and  upon  the  discussion  of  all 
ffreat  and  im^rtant  questions  there  had 
been  imputations  made  against  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Opposition,  and  on  this 
occasion  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  had  imputed  to  Members  sitting 
opposite  to  him  that  if  they  had  not  been 
certain  that  the  Amendment  to  the  Vote 
would  fail  they  would  not  have  sup- 
ported it.  Such  imputations  ought  not 
to  be  indulged  in,  and  he  trusted  they 
would  hear  no  more  of  them,  but  rise  to 
the  importance  of  the  occasion  and  give 
their  opinions  according  to  their  con- 
scientious convictions.  He  hoped  all 
there  were  Englishmen  before  they  were 
Whigs  or  Tories,  and  that  they  would 
only  be  influenced  by  considerations 
which  affected  the  national  interests  and 
the  national  honour.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  shared  in  the  new-bom  af- 
fection for  Eussia  which  had  sprung  up 
in  the  breasts  of  many  hon.  Members 
sitting  x)n  that  side  of  the  House.    He 
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thought  that  there  would  be  little  to 
ohooee  between  the  influenoe  of  Bussia 
and  the  influence  of  Turkey  on  the 
Christian  populations  of  the  East.  He 
did  not  believe  that  those  populations 
would  be  one  jot  better  under  Bussian 
than  under  Tiurkish  rule.  We  could  not 
shut  our  eyes  to  the  effects,  compara- 
tively  recent,  of  Eussian  policy  upon 
those  Christians  who  were  outside  the 
Bussian  Church.  But  it  was  entering 
into  a  narrow  and  miserable  sphere  of 
discussion  if  we  were  to  treat  tms  great 
European  question  —  for  it  was  the 
greatest  European  question  that  had 
arisen  within  our  memory — upon  a  com- 
parison between  one  despotism  and  an- 
other. If  he  had  a  fault  to  find  with 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  it  was  that 
they  had  suffered  this  question  of 
humanity  and  civilization  to  drift  into 
the  hands  of  the'greatest  of  wrong-doers, 
who  would  now  ^Qi  all  the  credit  for 
ameliorating  the  condition  and  advanc- 
ing the  civilization  of  the  populations  of 
the  Principalities.  He  last  year  took  an 
active  part  in  denouncing  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities,  but  he  did  not  think  that  what 
was  done  was  to  end  in  empty  sound. 
That  was,  however,  the  case,  and  they 
had  allowed  the  question  to  be  dealt  with 
by  a  military  despotism,  and  Bussia  to 
achieve  the  work  of  emancipation,  while 
this  country  was  content  to  play  a 
secondary  part  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  cited  two  precedents 
for  this  money  Vote — ^that  of  1870  and 
that  of  1790.  The  case  of  1870  was  not 
analogous,  and  had  been  disposed  of  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
TMr.  Gladstone),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  was  unfortunate 
in  citing  the  precedent  of  1790.  That 
case  was  not  analogous,  because,  in  the 
first  place,  Mr.  Pitt  came  down  and 
stated  the  immediate  practical  purposes 
to  which  the  money  was  to  be  applied ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  the 
money  proved  insufficient.  He  appre- 
hended that  these  £6,000,000,  if  granted, 
would  also  prove  insufficient. 

Me,  NEWDEGATE  explained  that 
what  he  had  said  was  that  in  1790  Mr. 
Pitt  refused  to  give  an  Estimate,  whereas 
in  1791  and  on  every  subsequent  occa- 
sion he  gave  Estimates. 

Mb.  Sebjsakt  SIMON  said,  that  Mr. 
Pitt  stated  in  1790  the  mevances  which 
were  to  be  redressed,  But  that  was  not 

Mr,  Serjeant  Simon 


done  by  Her  Majesty's  Gtevemment. 
He  had  searched  the  records  of  Parlia- 
ment and  had  been  unable  to  find  a  pre- 
cedent for  this  Vote.  The  matter  was 
not  one  of  mere  form,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  guard 
the  public  purse,  to  watch  carefully 
every  public  expenditure.  But  what 
had  Her  Majesty's  Government  done 
now  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
asked  the  House  to  give  to  the  Govern- 
ment £6,000,000,  wmch  they  said  they 
woidd  expend  with  wisdom.  They  had 
not  followed  the  example  of  Mr.  Pitt, 
nor  had  they  stated  the  specific  purposes 
to  which  this  money  would  be  applied. 
They  said  they  asked  for  this  money 
in  order  that  our  hands  might  be 
strengthened  at  the  Conference.  What 
was  meant  by  strengthening  our  hands 
at  the  Conference  by  voting  £6,000,000 
unless  the  Government  meant  that 
this  money  should  be  spent  for  war 
purposes — unless  they  meant  to  threaten 
Bussia  or  some  other  Power,  or  to 
threaten  all  other  Powers  who  would 
not  agree  with  us?  We  had  been 
treating  Bussia  as  a  Mendly  Power, 
but  now  the  Gbvemment  proposed  that 
they  should  be  armed  to  the  teeth  when 
they  went  to  the  Conference.  To  enter 
the  Ck>nference  armed  woidd  be  tanta- 
mount to  saying  to  Bussia — "  We  do  not 
trust  your  word."  ["  Hear,  hear !  "1 
An  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  said 
"Hear."  He  might  be  expected  to 
have  warlike  feelings,  but  we  had  to 
deal  with  statesmen  on  this  question. 
The  object  of  a  Conference  was  to  effect 
a  pacific  adjustment  of  things,  but  this 
was  nothing  but  a  war  Vote—a  Vote  to 
enable  us  to  flourish  our  arms  in  the 
face  of  Bussia.  If  this  money  had  been 
asked  15  months  ago  he  could  have 
understood  it ;  but  now  that  Turkey  was 
prostrate  at  the  feet  of  Bussia,  and  we 
ought  to  treat  on  equal  terms  with  that 
Power  as  to  the  national  interests  as 
well  as  for  the  good  of  Europe,  we 
should  be  entirely  stultifying  ourselves 
if  we  provoked  that  war  which  it  was 
the  object  of  all  of  us  to  avoid.  If  the 
British  Fleet  had  been  sent  to  Gallipoli 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  un- 
fortunate people  at  Constantinople  who 
might  be  involved  in  case  of  tumult, 
why  was  not  Bussia  informed  that  that 
was  the  object  of  sending  the  Meet,  if 
we  were  acting  in  a  friendly  and  not  in 
a  hostile  spirit  to  her?    Bussia  had  aa 
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much  right  to  send  her  troops  to  Oon- 
stantinople  for  the  protection  of  people 
as  we  had  to  send  a  JBleet  for  a  similar 
purpose.  He  thought  the  two  telegrams 
whioh  had  been  read  that  night  were 
reoonoilable.  He  did  not  join  with  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  in 
their  attacks  on  Mr.  Layard.  If  it  was 
supposed  that  Mr.  Layard  was  hostile  to 
the  national  interests,  let  him  be  re- 
moved from  Constantinople ;  but  as  long 
as  he  was  retained  in  this  country's  ser- 
vice, we  ought  to  treat  him  with  confi- 
dence. Mr.  Layard  mij^ht  have  been 
misinformed.  The  Eussian  Ambassador 
seemed  to  assume  that  the  Eussian 
military  forces  had  been  stopped,  but  it 
might  turn  out  that  the  orders  had  not 
been  obeyed,  and  Bir.  Layard  after  tdl 
might  be  right.  But  how  did  we  know 
that  it  was  not  one  of  the  terms  of  the 
armistice  that  the  Eussians  should  pro- 
tect the  Turks  against  their  own  soldiers, 
or  that  the  Sidtan  did  not  require  pro- 
tection in  the  disastrous  position  of 
events?  The  question  now  before  the 
House,  however,  was  one  that  far 
transcended  in  gravity  any  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence upon  a  money  grant.  There  was 
a  great  European  crisis  before  them,  and 
it  was  for  them  to  consider  whether  they 
would  take  part  in  the  creation  of  a  new 
chapter  in  the  history  of  the  world.  It 
was  beyond  all  question  that  there  was 
in  the  moral  life  of  a  Christian  an 
elasticity  which  they  did  not  find  in  that 
of  the  other  races  subject  to  Turkey. 
He  was  not  seeking  to  decry  the  reli- 
gious faith  of  any  people ;  but  with  re- 
spect to  the  forthcoming  Congress,  he 
hoped  our  course  would  be  one  worthy 
of  the  traditions  and  character  of  the 
British  nation,  and  would  be  a  course 
tending  to  lift  the  enthralled  and  subject- 
races  of  Turkey  out  of  the  slough  of 
despondency  and  depression  in  which 
they  had  been  plunged,  and  give  them  a 
chance  of  taking  their  place  side  by  side 
in  the  rank  of  civilized  Europe. 

Me.  J.  E.  YOEKE  said,  that  owing 
possibly  to  the  march  of  events,  the  tone 
of  hon.  Members  of  the  Opposition  had 
been  very  much  modified,  and  it 
remained  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  to  raise  the  question  whether 
England  ought  not  to  have  gone  to  war 
with  Eussia  before.  It  was  an  un- 
fortunate characteristic  of  this  nation 
to  be  late  in  these  matters.    Although 
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the  Mahomedan  faith  had  produced  great 
qualities  in  the  Turks,  and  although  it 
had  shown  great  defects,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary,  in  the  presence 
of  the  great  misfortunes  which  had 
overwh^ned  Turkey,  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion on  that  point.  Several  years 
ago,  he  himself  called  attention  to  the 
state  of  affaiTB  in  Turkey ;  but,  coining 
from  so  humble  a  Member  as  himseu, 
the  Motion  did  not  attract  attention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not 
come  down  to  take  part  in  the  debate, 
and  it  proved  fruiuess;  nobody  con- 
tended that  the  Turks  were  immaculate  ; 
but  he  maintained  that  the  various 
Provinces  of  Turkey  would  bear  com- 
parison in  point  of  security  to  life  and 
property  with  Spain,  or  Italy,  or  any 
country  in  which  the  Executive  was  not 
quite  strong  enough  to  give  adequate 
protection  to  its  subjects.  The  indepen- 
dence and  integrity  of  Turkey  was  a 
thing  of  the  past,  and  they  were 
endeavouring  to  make  the  best  of  a  bad 
business.  The  difficult  problem  now 
awaited  the  Government  of  trying  to 
reconcile  in  the  Conference  British 
interests  with  Eussian  predominance. 
The  remains  of  Turkish  power  now  only 
existed  on  sufiE'erance,  and  they  must 
contemplate  a  period,  possibly  not  very 
remote,  when,  our  attention  being  called 
»way,  the  Eussians  would  step  in  and 
finish  their  present  work.  Having  that 
problem  to  deal  with,  the  Government 
had  come  to  the  House  to  ask  to  have 
their  hands  strengthened,  and  under 
ordinary  circumstances  any  Government 
would  have  that  power  confided  to  them 
without  much  hesitation ;  but,  in  the 
present  case,  a  different  course  was 
pursued.  What  were  the  reasons  of  the 
Opposition  for  refusing  that  confidence  ? 
The  first  was,  that  the  Cabinet  was 
divided ;  but,  however  that  might  have 
been,  they  were  now  divided  no  longer ; 
and  it  must  be  remembered  that,  although 
any  12  men  might  be  quite  agreed  as  to 
their  policy,  it  was  almost  morally  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  sometimes 
differ  as  to  the  best  mode  of  carrying 
that  policy  into  effect.  There  was  a 
division  among  the  Twelve  Apostles,  and 
one  of  them  once  withstood  another  to 
the  face  because  he  was  to  be  blamed. 
The  second  was,  that  Lord  Beaconsfield 
had  never  concealed  his  wish  to  plunge 
this  country  into  war.    He  had  read  all 
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Lord  Beaoonsfidd'B  apeeoliefi^  and 
though  he  had  neyer  been  much  pre- 
judi<^  in  fayour  of  the  noble  Ixwd's 
poli(r^,  he  had  never  any  just  grounds  on 
which  to  base  such  an  argument.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  in  those  speeches 
the  noble  Lord  had  frequently  alluded 
to  contingencies,  in  which  the  honour 
and  interests  of  this  country  might  be 
difficult  to  reconcile  with  the  interests  of 
peace,  and  never  concealed  that  in  sudi 
a  ease  he  would  be  found  on  the  side 
of  the  former.  Another  charge  made 
against  the  Gbvemment  was,  that  they 
were  determined  to  grant  only  a  mini- 
mum amount  of  liberty  to  the  Ohristian 
subjects  of  the  Porte.  On  that  point  he 
would  say  that  he  did  not  believe  in 
giving  people  liberty  all  at  once,  for  to 
make  good  use  of  liberty  required  educa- 
tion, and  thepresent  social  and  financial 
condition  of  (Greece  did  not  ^ve  us  much 
reason  to  be  satisfied  with  our  first 
experiment  in  giving  liberty  to  subject- 
populations.  Now  that  tifie  Eussian 
uon  had  conquered,  all  the  jackals  were 
coming  in  for  their  share  of  the  spoils. 
In  that  position  of  a&irs  the  right  bon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  stepped  forward, 
and,  advising  them  to  let  bygones  be 
bygones,  asked  them  to  make  a  new 
start,  and  to  unite  together  in  giving — 
a  most  extraordinary  suggestion  to  come 
from  him — a  general  Vote  of  Confidence 
in  the  Government,  to  be  passed  by 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  In  the 
course  of  his  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  two  or  three 
valuable  admissions — one  of  which  was 
that  a  virtual  guarantee  had  been  given 
against  the  presence  of  the  Eussian  emny 
in  Constantinople.  But  what  did  we 
know  about  the  conditions  of  the  armis- 
tice? Only  thateveningthe  extraordinary 
imbroglio  which  had  occurred  was  owing 
to  the  fact  that  we  had  no  certain  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  preliminaries 
of  peace.  It  might  turn  out  that  one  of 
the  conditions  of  the  armistice  was  that 
the  Eussians  should  occupy  Constanti- 
nople with  the  consent  of  the  Turks. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  had  said  that  there  was  no 
word  for  which  he  had  so  great  a  dis- 
like as  for  prestige.  He  would,  how- 
ever, point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  prestige  stood  in  the 
same  relation  to  power  that  bank  notes 
did  to  sovereigns,  and  that  as  lon^  as  a 
nation  had  prestige,  it  had  an  influence 

Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke 


which  might  otherwise  have  to  be  as- 
serted by  armameoats.  He  was  gladt  hat 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  was  opposed 
to  Eussia's  obtaining  possession  of 
Bessarabia,  and  had  admitted  that 
Eussia  bad  no  natural  interest  in  the 
Danube,  enressing  a  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  in  the 
Confer^ce  support  the  free  navigation 
of  that  great  nver.  But  he  saw  objec- 
tions to  his  suggestion  that,  though 
Bulgaria  should  be  made  autonomous, 
it  should  be  made  to  pay  a  considerable 
tribute.  He  had  observed  that  this 
tribute  had  always  been  a  matter  of 
difficulty.  At  the  time  of  Servia  de- 
claring war  she  was  two  years  bdiind  in 
the  payment  of  tribute,  and  the  arrange- 
ments witii  regard  to  tribute  had  been  a 
continually  recurring  source  of  irritation 
between  them  and  Turkey.  He  ^ould 
be  sorry  to  see  an  extension  of  such  a 
state  of  things,  because  it  would  leave  a 
sore  which  before  long  would  tend  to 
renewed  difficulties.  The  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  well  stated  what  would  be  the 
result  of  attempting  to  include  the  whole 
of  the  Bulgarian  people  in  such  a 
tributary  Province,  seeing  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  indude  territory  stretch- 
ing almost  as  far  as  the  ^gean  Sea. 
It  was  desirable  that  the  House  should 
grant  that  Vote  without  much  further 
delay.  He  hoped  that  the  money  woidd 
not  be  actually  wanted,  but  there  would 
be  no  harm  in  having  it  in  hand.  It 
would  be  an  emphatic  protest  against 
the  unprincipled  agitation  which  had 
been  excited  throughout  the  country, 
and  a  pledge  given  in  answer  to  those 
who  asserted  that  England  was  divided. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  pass  that  Vote  in  the  way  to  give 
it  the  maximum  effect  in  the  direction 
that  was  required.  One  of  the  Cabinet 
Ministers  had  stated  that  the  English 
people  did  not  understand  foreign  politics, 
and  never  had  there  been  a  truer  word 
spoken.  Unfortunately,  they  were  not 
on  that  subject  under  the  best  tutors. 
The  very  virtues  of  Englishmen  made 
it  difficiut  for  them  to  xmderstand  the 
course  of  foreign  politics.  What  had 
occurred  that  night  was  a  specimen  of 
the  difficulty  experienced  in  such  trans- 
actions when  they  sought  to  follow 
diplomatic  arrangements.  There  was 
only  one  other  mi^r  to  which  he  wished 
to  allude— that  it  was  not  the  interest  of 
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SuBsia  to  make  a  laatingpeaoe;  bat  he 
trusted  that  the  eff(»rt»  of  Ser  Ifajesty's 
GkiFenmient  would  be  directed  to  that 
object,  and  be  belieyed  that  if  they 
comd  go  into  the  ootmoils  of  Europe 
strong  in  the  8upp<»rt  of  the  House  of 
OommoBSy  and  in  the  siqiport  of  their 
countrymen,  as  would  be  proved  by  the 
passing  of  the  Yote  now  under  con- 
sideration, they  would  have  every 
ohanoe  of  conduding  an  arrangement 
which,  if  not  everlasting,  would,  at  any 
rate,  be  solid  and  duraUe. 

Mb.  COXTETNEY  said,  that  the  diffi- 
culty of  discussing  the  question  was 
much  enhanced  by  the  various  emotions 
through  which  the  House  had  passed. 
It  might  also  be  thought  almost  fool- 
hardy to  form  an  opinion  on  the  subiect, 
considering  the  ignorance  witii  which 
opinions  were  often  formed;  but  he, 
nevertheless,  desired  to  direct  the  minds 
of  hon.  Members  to  some  points  which 
had  not  yet  been  fully  discussed.  In 
the  first  place,  the  real  reason  for  the 
Vote  was  explained  by  the  right  hon. 
Genileman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer when  he  first  made  the  Motion  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Oommittee. 
He  had  then  said  that  the  war  had 
ceased,  and  that  negotiations  for  a  Con- 
ference were  proceeding.  But  he  wished 
to  ask  hon.  Members  whether  they  fully 
understood  upon  what  principles  the 
(Government  would  go  into  that  Confer- 
ence, with  what  associates,  and  with  what 
aims  ?  He  thought  that  it  could  not  be 
imputed  to  them  that  they  were  less 
Englishmen  because  they  gave  no  Vote 
of  unbounded  Confidence.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  scrutinized  the  demands  for 
that  very  reason,  because  they  were 
jealous  of  the  interests  of  their  coimtry, 
and  because  they  loved  it  beyond  any 
other  consideration.  The  charge  of  the 
want  of  patriotism  was  as  old  as  the  days 
of  Jeremiah.  In  every  country,  in  every 
century,  in  every  veneration,  it  had  been 
possible  to  get  hold  of  some  man  accused 
of  being  untrue  to  his  country,  but  whom 
succeeding  ^generations  declared  to  be  an 
honest  patriot ;  he  had  been  sorry,  then, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  announced  himself 
as  an  Englishman  first,  and  then  a 
Liberal,  u  a  man  caUed  himself  a  Tory 
it  was  because  he  believed  that  he  was 
advancing  the  interests  of  his  country ; 
and  another,  for  the  same  reason,  might 
be  a  Liberal.    Not  long  aga  a  ms- 


tinguished  man — ^now,  alas !  no  more-^ 
w«s  violently  denounced,  because  he 
ventured  to  object  to  a  war  upon  which 
his  country  seined  resolved  to  embark 
— denounced  in  language  which  Ths  PdU 
Mall  QauHe  and  The  Dailff  TeUgraph  ap- 

rred  new  to  be  re-echoing.  It  was 
Paul  de  Cassagnac  who  asserted  that 
M.  Thiers  was  no  lover  of  France,  be- 
cause he  opposed  the  war  with  Germany, 
M.  de  Cassagnac  wanting  it  to  be  be- 
lieved that  he  himself  was  the  true 
patriot.  The  present  was  amply  an 
analogous  case  to  that,  and  it  was  by 
the  Cassagnacs  of  the  F^ess  that  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Government  were  being 
assailed.  The  real  question,  however, 
was  wi^  respect  to  the  armistice.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  asked  for  the  sum  of 
money,  and  had  asked  the  House  to 

frant  it  in  the  confidence  that  it  would 
e  used  properly,  and  he  had  also  spoken 
of  a  united  nation;  but  he  asked  in  what 
spirit  did  the  Government  mean  to  attend 
tnat  Conference  ?  Was  it  in  a  siprit  of 
heat  and  passion,  or  were  they  rather 
to  be  trusted?  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  debate  would  excite  the  veiy 
strongest  arguments  for  distrust.  All 
the  Ministers  had  said,  almost  in  so 
many  words,  that  they  were  going  into 
the  Conference  to  put  themselves  side 
by  side  with  Austria,  to  take  their  stand 
on  the  Treaty  of  1856,  and  to  compel 
Eussia  to  accept  its  conditions.  These, 
he  felt  sure,  were  aims  of  which  the 
people  of  England  would  not  approve, 
and  he  owed  it  as  a  duty  to  his  consti- 
tuents to  resist  such  a  poHcy.  He  coidd 
not  possibly  admit  that  this  was  in  any 
sense  a  united  nation.  That  epithet  was 
conspicuously  untrue  of  its  attitude  to- 
wards the  Eastern  Question;  and,  in  his 
opinion,  the  power  and  authority  of  a 
united  nation  with  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  endow  the  Ministry  did  not 
exist.  It  was  quite  impossible  to  doubt 
that  a  great  portipin  of  the  Kingdom 
looked  back  at  the  Crimean  War  with 
abhorrence,  and  had  no  wish  to  abide 
by  its  results ;  while  many  others  would, 
if  they  could,  re-produce  that  war,  were 
it  not  for  the  general  feeling  of  the 
country.  There  was,  tiien,  no  such 
unanimity  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
imagined,  except,  perhaps,  on  one  soli- 
tary point,  the  resolve — ^namely,  that 
the  Dardanelles  Straits  either  remained 
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as  they  were  at  present,  or  that  they 
should  be  open  to  the  Fleets  of  all  na- 
tions. EreryEnelishmanwas  agreed  that 
no  nation  should  have  a  privilege.  What 
was  the  present  position  of  afiiaars  in  the 
East?  The  war  between  Eussia  and 
Turkey  might  be  assumed  to  be  practi- 
cally over,  and  the  former  was  un- 
doubtedly entitled  to  all  the  rights  of 
the  conqueror.  As  against  the  Porte, 
Bussia  was  entitled  to  insist  upon  the 
exclusive  right  to  passage  through  the 
Dardanelles  and  to  annex  any  portion  of 
Turkish  territory  she  might  choose.  But 
in  attempting  to  obtain  for  herself  the 
exclusive  right  to  the  passage  of  the 
Dardanelles  Bussia  would  come  face  to 
face  with  the  mortagees  of  that  Strait, 
and  with  those  who  had  acquired  ease- 
ments in  those  waters,  ana  in  such  a 
case  Bussia  would  have  no  more  power 
over  them  than  the  Forte  itself  possessed. 
Bussia,  under  the  Treaty  of  1856,  was 
bound  to  respect  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  the  Ottoman  Empire ;  and 
if  those  Treaties  were  still  valid,  the 
moment  she  entered  into  the  Conference 
she  would  find  herself  debarred  from 
obtaining  exclusive  power  over  the  Dar- 
danelles or  over  any  portion  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire,  because  the  Sultan  had 
debarred  nimself  from  the  same  thing. 
The  Government  had  shown  that  they 
considered  the  Treaties  valid,  and  they 
could  not  at  once  approbate  and  repro- 
bate a  document,  as  the  lawyers  said. 
And  on  entering  this  Conference,  with 
whom  were  we  to  find  ourselves  allied  ? 
Austria  was  going  into  the  Conference 
to  prevent  the  autonomy  of  Bosnia  and 
the  independence  of  Servia  and  Bou- 
mania ;  and  England's  position  was  that 
the  Dardanelles  should  be  open  or  shut 
to  all  nations.  These  two  Powers  were 
joining  together,  one  with  one  object, 
and  the  other  with  another;  and  did 
not  this  offer  a  great  temptation  to  the 
two  to  join  their  forces  and  to  say — 
"  You  help  us  to  secure  what  we  want, 
and  we  will  help  you  to  secure  what  you 
want?"  K  the  Gbvemment  claimed 
the  co-operation  of  Austria,  or  if  Austria 
claimed  the  Government's  co-operation 
imder  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  and  Austria 
said — "  We  are  jointly  and  severally 
bound  to  help  each  other,"  in  this  state 
of  circumstances,  how  could  either  refuse 
to  acknowledge  the  claim  of  the  other  ? 
Suppose  that  the  Bussians  remained  in 
their  present  situation  and  Austria  and 

Mr*  Courtn&y 


England  combined  against  them,  and 
the  Austrian  troops  came  upon  them 
from  one  side  and  the  English  ships 
attacked  them  on  the  other.  They  would 
be  placed  in  a  very  uncomfortable  posi- 
tion. [^MinUterial  oheers.']  Oh!  then 
you  are  anxious  for  an  easy  war.  You, 
the  Party  of  peace,  wish 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  one  of  the  first  Bules 
of  our  debates  is  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  address  themselves  to  the  Chair. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  must 
apologize  to  the  Speaker  and  the  House 
for  having  momentarily  departed  from 
the  rule  of  debate.  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite became  excited  the  moment  the 
prospect  of  an  easy  and  successful  war 
presented  itself;  and  when  he  saw  their 
excitement  and  also  the  excitement  pre- 
vailing among  the  democracy,  he  con- 
fessed he  was  astonished  to  hear  hon. 
Members  speak  of  the  peril  of  war  as 
past.  The  peril  past !  Why,  the  coming 
Conference  was  mil  of  peril.  Point  after 
point  might  arise  in  it  of  a  nature  to 
mcite  the  Gt>vemment  and  the  people  of 
England  to  war.  Suspicion  first,  anger 
neid;,  resentment  the  third  day,  and  then 
a  fiery  determination  to  overcome  your 
antagonist.  That  was  the  history  of  the 
origin  of  all  wars,  and  he  felt  boimd  to 
say  that  he  had  no  confidence  in  the 
people  or  the  GK)vemment  of  England 
that  they  would  not  be  led  from  one  false 
step  to  another  until  they  found  them- 
selves in  some  position  from  which  they 
could  not  retreat  without  dishonour,  or 
advance  without  great  danger.  See 
how  easily  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
stepped  into  the  false  step  of  sending  the 
British  Meet  to  the  Dardanelles ;  andhad 
they  not  that  very  day  been  the  slaves  of 
an  unfounded  rumour  ?  The  only  hope 
he  and  those  who  agreed  with  him  had 
was,  in  being  true  to  themselves  and  in 
not  flinching  for  one  moment,  however 
small  their  minority  might  be,  from  en- 
deavouring to  avert  the  perils  which 
lay  before  them.  He  believed  the  Con- 
ference would  be  held  at  Vienna,  Bussia 
having  waived  her  objections  to  Vienna, 
and  he  was  afraid  if  that  proved  to  be 
true  we  might  find  our  special  Bepre- 
sentative  in  association  with  Sir  Henry 
Elliot,  instead  of  being  in  a  position  to 
assist  in  obtaining  the  freedom  of  Bul- 
garia and  of  the  Greeks.  For  the  sake 
of  his  coimtiy  he  deeply  r^retted  tibis, 
for  she  ought  to  shake  hersdf  free  from 
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Austrian  and  Turkisli  influences.  There 
was  only  one  interest  which  we  had  to 
guard,  and  that  was  the  keeping  open 
or  the  keeping  shut  of  the  Dardanelles. 
Let  them  go  to  the  Conference  with  that 
object  alone.  K  they  went  for  anything 
else  let  it  be  to  neutralize  Austria  and  to 
uphold  the  settlement  proiK)8ed  by  Eussia 
01  the  question  of  the  subject-races.  To 
keep  the  Dardanelles  open  they  had  no 
need  of  any  force  but  their  own.  In 
conclusion,  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Oovemment  would  engage  in  no  en- 
tangled alliances,  and  that,  in  going  into 
the  Conference,  they  might  possess  the 
strength  that  came  to  the  Bepresentatiye 
of  a  united  people. 

Mb.  GBANTHAM  said,  that  patriot- 
ism  was  a  thing  that  was  much  abused, 
and  under  the  name  of  patriotism  many 
of  the  horrors  that  disgraced  the  pages 
of  history  had  been  perpetrated.  It  was 
in  the  name  of  patriotism  that  Eobes- 
pierre  performed  the  deeds  of  a  monster, 
and  in  the  name  of  patriotism  the  First 
Napoleon  waged  his  cruel  wars.  He 
rose  to  make  some  remarks  on  what 
they  had  heard  and  seen  that  night. 
He  was  grieved  to  see  that,  after  the 
Opposition  had  determined  at  the 
eleventh  hour  to  do  what  they  could  to 
support  Her  Maj  esty's  (Government,  when 
they  believed  the  hour  of  peril  was  at 
hand,  some  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
repudiated  the  conduct  of  their  Leaders, 
and  had  refused  to  join  with  them  in 
presenting  a  common  front  to  the  Power 
which  was  believed  to  be  our  enemy. 
But  he  was  the  more  grieved  at  what 
fell  from  one  who  sat  on  the  front  Oppo- 
sition bench.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  had  dared  to  get  up  in  his 
place-— ["Oh,  oh!"  and  cfA^^fl— yes, 
dared  to  get  up  in  his  place — believing 
that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  war  wim 
Bussia,  and  say  if  we  were  embarked  in 
a  war  with  Eussia  it  was  owing  to  state- 
ments which  had  been  made  on  the  Mini- 
sterial side  of  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  if  simuar 
statements  had  been  made  in  a  Eussian 
Parliament  with  reference  to  England, 
nothing  could  have  prevented  a  war 
between  the  two  countries.  That  was 
not  a  statement  which  any  Englishman 
ought  to  make  in  such  a  time  and  when 
we  weore  in  such  great  peril  of  a  war  with 
Eussia.  No  doubt  some  strong  things 
had  been  said  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 


the  House;  but  who  was  it  that  had 
forced  them  to  say  those  things  ?  Who 
had  taunted  them  month  by  month  with 
upholding  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment 
in  their  policy  of  not  submitting  calmly 
to  the  will  and  dictates  of  the  Emperor  of 
all  the  Eussias  ?  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. Who  was  it  who  went  about,  north, 
south,  east,  and  west,  condemning  Her 
Majesiy's  Government  for  the  policy 
they  had  pursued,  and  advocating  a 
Eussian  policy  as  agctinst  the  policy  of 
the  Government  ?  It  was  the  Members 
of  the  Party  opposite,  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  he  was  justified  in  protesting 
against  the  lanraage  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  fi)r  Birmingham,  and  in 
saying  that  it  had  become  necessary  to 
speak  out  plainly  the  truth  in  regard 
to  the  aggressive  policy  of  Eussia  in 
times  past  as  well  as  present.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  asked  that  the 
settlement  of  this  question  should  be 
postponed  for  24  hours ;  but,  if  that  had 
been  done,  they  would  have  been  the 
first  to  go  into  the  country  and  say  the 
Government,  by  postponing  the  matter, 
showed  there  was  no  pressing  necessity 
for  pushing  it  forward.  He— and  he 
spoke  for  many  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House — ^rejoiced  that  the 
Qt)vemment  did  not  consent  to  that 
suggestion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  talked  about  imion,  and  asked 
that  the  Vote  should  be  withdrawn. 
It  was  true  that  union  was  generally 
considered  strength;  but  there  were 
unions  which  brought  no  strength  to 
those  who  were  united,  and  which 
showed  nothing  but  disunited  and  di- 
vided counsels.  If  we  went  into  the 
Conference  united  with  those  who  had 
for  the  last  two  years  been  advocating 
the  policy  of  Eussia,  we  should  not  have 
presented  to  the  nations  of  Eiirope  a 
united  front.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
seemed  to  forget  that  England's  pros- 
perity could  not  be  separated  from  Eng- 
land's greatness,  and  that  we  could  not 
be  commercially  great  and  politically 
small.  We  had  to  maintain  the  interests, 
not  of  England  only,  but  of  India  and 
of  our  Colonies  and  dependencies  all 
over  the  world.  It  was  impossible  for 
England  to  go  into  the  Conference  un- 
armed and  unable  to  give  effect  to  her 
words.  She  could  not  go  with  nothing 
but  moral  force,  and  neglect  her  physic^ 
strength.    She  must  go  into  the  Con- 
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ference  armed  with  her  own  strengtih 
and  her  own  might.  Were  they  pre- 
pared to  take  a  lowly  and  humble  posi- 
tion ?  Unless  England  was  prepared  to 
take  the  position  of  Holland,  she  could 
not  afford  to  cease  to  do  as  the  other 
nations  of  Europe  did.  Taking  this 
Yote  of  £6,000,000,  it  did  not  amount 
to  more  than  2«.  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion. He  would  ask  if  there  was  anyone 
in  the  country  who  did  not  value  the 
honour  and  interests  of  England  as  worth 
more  than  2«.  ?  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  conduct  of  the  GK)vem- 
ment ;  but,  although  Englishmen  might 
be  hasty  in  their  political  didike,  they 
were  not  imgenerous;  and,  when  the 
history  of  the  present  crisis  came  to  be 
read,  it  would  be  found  that  the  British 
people  were  pervaded  by  a  feeling  of 
generosity  and  gratitude  towards  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers  for  the  steps  they 
had  i^ken  to  protect  the  interest  and 
uphold  the  dignity  of  the  nation  which 
scarcely  any  other  Government  had  re- 
ceived 

Me.  E.  J.  EEED  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  might  soon  arrive  at  that  state  of 
feeling — cdthou^h  the  speech  to  which 
they  had  just  listened  afforded  little 
ground  for  such  hope — in  which  they 
might  be  able  to  discuss  this  great 
question  on  some  more  satisfactory  basis 
than  the  miserable  one  of  personal  re- 
crimination. If  it  were  true,  as  the  last 
speaker  had  assumed,  that  war  was  immi- 
nent or  even  probable,  was  it,  he  would 
ask,  seemly  that  they  could  find  nolMng 
else  to  discuss  than  inaccurate  state- 
ments or  errors  of  judgment?  When, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening,  he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  get  this 
money  question  out  of  the  way,  he  did 
so  with  the  wish  that  they  might  at  once 
enter  upon  the  discussion  of  the  moment- 
ous question  before  them,  on  which  so 
much  depended  in  the  future.  He  did 
not  wish  to  cast  the  slightest  reflection 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
^nt  Opposition  bench;  but  he  regretted, 
he  might  add,  that  a  money  Yote  had 
been  made  the  ground  for  a  discussion 
bearing  upon  international  interests ;  and 
the  moment  he  saw  the  tenns  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  felt  that  it  would 
serve  to  consolidate  opinion  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  turn  popular 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  Gt>vemment, 
because  it  was  the  natural  disposition  of 
the  people  of  this  coimtry  to  do  nothing 
which  might  appear  ungenerous  to  those 
Jfr»  Grantham 


who  at  a  great  crisis  were  entrusted  with 
the  conduct  of  their  affairs.  At  the  same 
time,  he  felt  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
putting  the  real  question  at  issue  aside, 
and  although  they  might  not  approve 
of  the  heat  with  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  expressed  his  (minions,  he 
alone  had  ai^mpted  to  ciul  back  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  main 
Question.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  placed  in  a  most  trying  position, 
and  the  greatest  difficulty  of  the  situa- 
tion was  that  they  had  to  discuss  their 
foreign  policy  in  a  free  Parliament  and 
in  a  free  Press ;  for,  much  as  the  people 
of  England  justly  prided  themselves  on 
these  institutions,  the  effect  of  them  was 
to  force  the  Government  to  show  its  hand 
to  the  other  Powers  of  the  world.  He 
could  ^ve  two  illustrations  of  his  idea.  In 
May  last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  made  his  famous  speech, 
in  the  course  of  which  he  stated  that  the 
approach  of  the  Bussian  Army  to  Con- 
stantinople would  not  be  viewed  with 
indifference  by  the  British  Government. 
What  had  been  the  effect  of  that  ?  Why, 
the  Turks  evacuated  Adrianople,  and 
practically  allowed  everything  to  go  by 
the  run  alter  the  capture  of  Plevna  and 
the  [passage  of  the  Shipka  Pass.  Let 
them  take  anotiber  case.  On  the  first 
night  of  the  Session,  ihe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer stated  that  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  propose  any  money  Yoto  until 
the  Bussian  conditions  of  peace  were 
known,  and  he  noticed  the  wise  reluc- 
tance which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
exhibited  to  repeat  the  statement  more 
explicitly  when  questioned  on  the  sub- 
ject by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ghreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone).  He  was 
obliged,  however,  to  answer,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  the  Bussians  at 
once  became  aware  that  no  action  was 
to  be  taken  imtil  Ae  terms  of  peace 
were  announced ;  while  we,  finding  that 
they  were  withheld,  jumped  to  the  con- 
clusion that  that  was  being  done  pur* 
posely  by  Bussia.  That  suspicion  had 
not  proved  correct,  and  in  consequence 
we  had  done  a  great  deal  of  injustice  to 
Bussia.  It  turned  out  that  the  Turkish 
Delegates  had  not  signed  the  terms  of 
peace,  and  this  fact  was  the  cause  of  the 
delay.  But  the  mere  fact  of  tiie  Oian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  having  an- 
nounced that  we  should  do  nothing  till 
the  terms  of  peace  were  known  probably 
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had  the  effect  of  persuading  Bussia  that 
the  power  of  England  was  paralyzed 
until  she  —  Russia — chose  to  disclose 
those  terms,  and  great  excitement  and 
danger  had  consequently  arisen.  It 
shomd  be  remembered  that  in  a  time 
like  the  present  the  Government  had 
many  such  difficulties  to  encounter.  He 
also  objected  to  many  of  the  hostile 
criticisms  pronounced  against  the  Go- 
vernment. If  they  came  to  this  House 
to  inflict  every  possible  injury  on  the 
Government,  how  could  they  expect  it 
to  deal  calmly  with  the  great  and  weighty 
affedrs  that  lay  upon  it?  How  could 
they  expect  it  to  go  into  the  Conference 
witii  success  if  it  was  worried  with  every 
incident  that  could  be  brought  against 
it?  When  they  heard  sjijone  talking 
about  the  paramoimt  influence  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  the  Cabinet,  and  his 
war  proclivities,  they  ought,  instead  of 
blaming  the  Members  of  &e  Cabinet,  to 
thank  mem  for  curbing  those  proclivi- 
ties if  they  existed,  and  endeavouring  to 
turn  the  influence  of  the  cotmtry  in  the 
direction  of  the  peace  which  all  Parties 
in  the  State  alike  desired.  He  objected 
to  anything  like  cavil ;  to  anything  like 
violent  criticism ;  to  anything  like  per- 
sonal imputations  at  a  time  of  great 
national  crisis,  and  that  not  because  he 
would  say  a  word  in  favour  of  any  war- 
like policy  by  the  Government ;  on  the 
contrary,  his  reason  was  to  prevent 
the  Government  being  driven  into  a 
war  policy.  What  had  happened  to- 
night? The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  had  come  down  to  the  House 
this  afternoon,  and  in  the  face  of  certain 
telegrams  from  Constantinople  had  with- 
drawn his  Amendment ;  and  but  for  the 
timely  arrival  of  the  letter  from  Count 
Schouvaloff  to  the  Government,  the 
House  would,  in  the  moment  of  excite- 
ment, have  given  a  vote  with  something 
like  the  appearance  of  a  war  Vote.  He 
would  infinitely  prefer  giving  the  vote 
calmly.  He  would  put  tbe  responsibility 
upon  the  Government.  Give  them  the 
money  and  get  rid  of  the  so-called 
Constitutional  doctrines  which  had  been 
now  discussed  for  a  week,  and  then  the 
House  would  be  free  to  ask  the  most 
carefrd  consideration  of  the  Government 
to  this  Eastern  Question,  and  to  tell  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer  not  to 
embody  in  the  European  Conference  the 
indications  he  had  pointed  out  the  other 
night.  The  great  reason  why  we 
were  going  into  the  Conference  was  to 


cany  out  the  work  of  emancipation,  and 
if  we  did  not  take  care,  the  Government 
would  find  itself  actine  against  the  liber- 
ties of  Bulgaria  and  me  other  Provinces 
of  Turkey.  Well,  why  should  they  not 
be  able  to  discuss  these  questions  calmly, 
and  drop  personal  attacks  upon  each 
other  ?  There  was  nothing  which  gave 
him  greater  pain  than  to  see  men  at- 
tacking greater  men  in  this  House,  and 
seeking  to  dimb  to  fame  upon  their 
shoulders,  from  whichever  side  those 
attacks  proceeded.  There  was  not  a  man 
who  coiud  look  back  on  the  career  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  and  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  who  would  not  ad- 
mit that  they  stood  amongst  the  most 
eminent  men  of  the  age.  If  they  did 
make  errors,  let  the  errors  be  pointed 
out,  instead  of  assailing  them  with  vio- 
lence and  pretension.  He  merely  wished 
to  show  that  we  had  arrived  at  a  moment 
when,  he  believed,  it  was  essential  for 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  to 
give  to  the  Gx>vemment  as  much  confi- 
dence as  tiiey  could,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  us  into  war,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  us  out  of  war.  He  was 
sorry  to  see  so  much  disposition  to  go 
lightly  into  war  with  Eussia.  He  was 
not  by  any  means  an  out-and-out  ad- 
mirer of  Bussia,  and  there  were  things 
in  that  country  which  he  did  not  ap- 
prove of ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  all 
knew— every  man  of  culture  and  every 
man  of  travel  knew — that,  with  all  the 
historic  fiaults  of  Bussia,  with  all  her 
•historic  crimes,  and  with  all  the  present 
faults  of  Bussia,  she  was  a  pro^essive 
country,  and  was  desirous  or  following 
in  the  path  we  had  trod.  He  believed 
there  were  men  alive  who  would  see 
Bussia  a  Constitutional  country,  with  a 
free  Parliament ;  and  it  had  already  a 
Press  freer  than  many  men  suspected. 
But  the  ^estion  of  the  moment  was  not 
whether  Bussia  was  a  good  or  a  bad 
Power.  The  question  was,  on  the  side 
of  what  interest  was  thepower  of  Eng- 
land to  be  engaged  ?  He  would  agree 
to  the  Vote;  but  these  eternal  alterca- 
tions, these  eternal  debates,  did  not  pro- 
mote the  public  interest.  All  the  time 
this  crisis  lasted  he  would  give  the  Go- 
vernment all  the  support  he  could,  and 
he  would  do  everything  he  could  to  pre- 
vent them  from  entering  upon  a  wrong 
course.  The  Government  was  far  less 
likely  to  go  wrong  if  treated  with  fair- 
new  and  generosity  on  that  side  of  the 
Lig  tize£J!j^A  Nightly 
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House  than  if  treated  in  an  opposite 
spirit.  He  had  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vemmenty  and  he  believed  there  was 
not  only  one  man,  but  there  were  many 
men  In  the  present  Cabinet  who  would 
use  their  utmost  exertions  to  keep  the 
country  out  of  war,  and  he  beHeved 
there  were  many  men  on  the  other  side 
as  sensible  as  tiiose  on  the  Opposition 
side  were,  and  who  would  look  upon  it 
as  a  deep  and  danming  degradation  to 
go  into  the  Conference  for  the  purpose 
of  re-enslaving  the  people  of  Bulgaria. 

Mk.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said, 
that  of  all  the  extraordinary  speeches 
delivered  in  that  House  during  this  de- 
bate, the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  was  the 
most  extraordinary.  The  latter  part 
was  a  direct  answer  to  the  first.  In  the 
latter  part,  the  hon.  Member  expressed 
a  hope  that  one  day  despotic  Eussia 
would  establish  free  Parliamentary  in- 
stitutions, whereas,  in  the  first  part,  he 
had  told  them  that  in  times  of  difficulty 
and  danger  Parliamentary  institutions 
were  a  source  of  embarrassment.  This 
was  what  was  said  at  the  time  of  the 
Crimean  War ;  but  it  was  because  Par- 
liament did  not  do  its  duty  at  that 
time  and  insist  on  discussion  that  they 
driftied  into  a  war  from  which  they 
derived  an  inheritance  of  woe.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  they  had  not 
also  derived  great  glory  to  the  country 
in  connection  with  the  war.  ["Divide!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  deter- 
mined not  to  listen  to  anything  which  did 
not  exactly  tally  with  their  own  views. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  He  did  not  object  to 
their  murmurs,  but  he  did  in  the  face  of 
Europe  protest  against  such  conduct. 
Every  word  spoken  in  the  House  of 
Commons  at  this  moment,  no  matter 
what  was  the  position  of  the  Member 
who  spoke  it,  was  telegraphed  through- 
out Europe.  [^La/ughUrJ]  The  spirit  of 
levity  displayed  upon  the  Conservative 
benches  would  be  telegraphed  through- 
out Europe,  as  well  as  the  arguments 
in  suppori;  of  what  they  called  a  spirited 
policy.  He  protested  against  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  as  to  I^arliamentary  govern- 
ment. He  maintained  that  the  House 
had  a  right  to  know  and  criticize  the 
conduct  of  the  Government. 

Mb.    E.    J.    BEED    said,  the  hon. 

Member   entirely  misunderstood  him. 

He  did  not  intend  to  make  the  slightest 

complaint  of  Parliamentary  government. 

Mr.  JE.  J.  Ei4d 


What  he  had  said  was  that  the  system 
of  Parliamentary  government,  although 
most  excellent  and  valuable  in  itsdf, 
imavoidably  added  to  the  difficulties  of 
a  Government  at  a  time  like  this. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  this  meant  that  if  a 
free  Parliament  criticized  the  policy  of 
the  Government  they  embarrassed  the 
Government;  but  he  believed,  on  the 
contrary,  that  such  criticism  was  a 
great  source  of  strength  to  the  Gk)- 
vemment.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pem- 
broke seemed  to  have  been  engaged 
in  so  many  Eussian  operations  that  he 
had  apparently  imbibed  Eussian  prin- 
ciples, and  wished  to  shut  the  mouth 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  J£  the  pre- 
sent Government  were  embarrassed  by 
the  action  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it 
was  because  nobody  knew  what  l^e 
policy  of  the  Gbvemment  was.  Having 
referred  to  the  account  that  had  ap- 
peared of  an  interview  which  a  corre- 
spondent of  The  Daily  News  was  reported 
to  have  had  with  Server  Pasha,  and 
which  account  he  believed  to  be  true, 
the  hon.  Member  urged  that  the  House 
should  not  pass  the  Vote  imder  pres- 
sure, because  hon.  Members  did  not  know 
the  exact  circumstances  of  the  case.  He 
had  heard  it  stated  that  Prince  Gortcha- 
koff's  telegram  was  all  a  piece  of  chica- 
nery. If  that  was  so  it  would  raise  a 
grave  issue,  because  it  would  show  that 
5iey  could  not  depend  upon  the  word  of 
the  Foreign  Minister  of  Eussia.  If  it 
were  true  tha^t  Eussia  was  deceiving 
us,  the  people  of  this  country  would  be 
found  united  as  one  man  in  resisting  her 
policy ;  but  we  had  no  proof  that  such 
was  the  case.  They  wished  to  know 
for  what  cause  Parliament  had  been 
brought  together,  and  whither  they  were 
going  ?  He  would  go  further,  and  say 
this — ^that  much  as  they  must  respect  the 
talents  of  ^e  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Administration,  every  human  being 
knew  that  he  was  a  master  of  the  science 
of  language,  and  that  he  habitually 
used  language  which  did  not  fully  re- 
veal his  own  meaning  or  his  own  object. 
That  was  one  reason  why  he  doubted 
whether  they  should  vote  this  sum  pre- 
cipitately to-night.  Nor  could  it  be  for- 
Sotten  that  the  noble  Lord  had  an 
riental  tendency  of  mind.  If  they 
took  tiie  writings  of  the  noble  Lord— if 
they  took  all  his  acts — ^they  were  tinged 
witiL  much  that  was  essentially  un- 
English.    They  were  tinged  with  that 
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tendenqy  to  believe  that  human  events 
were  to  be  influenced  by  surprises,  by 
magnificent  spectacles,  by  new  titles, 
by  new  orders  of  chivalry — by  all  those 
things  which  went  to  make  up  what  could 
only  be  called  the  Oriental  mind.  [  Cries 
of  **  Question ! "]  That  was  the  question 
which  they  had  to  debate,  and  which 
nothing  would  prevent  him  from  discuss- 
ing. He  thought  the  Gbvemment  should 
postpone  the  debate  until  they  really 
knew  where  they  were,  and  until  they 
knew  whether  the  despatch  of  Prince 
Gk>rtchakoff  represented  the  actual  truth. 
The  Government  would  soon  know  what 
the  real  state  of  afPiedrs  was,  and  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  imiting  the 
House  in  a  way  which  they  would  not 
be  able  to  do  to-night.  For  these  and 
for  other  reasons  stated  by  other  Mem- 
bers, he  hoped  the  Vote  would  not  be 
pressed  that  night. 

Mb.  WALTER  said,  that  as  he  was 
one  of  the  small  number  of  Members  of 
that  House  who  considered  that  ques- 
tion with  as  an  entire  absence  of  Party 
bias  as  it  was  possible  to  imagine,  he 
should  like  to  express,  in  a  veiy  few 
words,  the  impression  which  the  debate 
had  produced  on  his  mind.  After  an 
experience  of  nearly  30  years,  he  could 
truly  say  he  had  never  listened  to  a  de- 
bate wluoh  had  given  him  so  much  pain. 
If  he  were  asked  to  describe  it  in  a 
sentence,  he  should  say  it  was  a  war  de- 
bate tempered  by.  telegrams.  The 
general  tone  of  the  debate  and  the  cir- 
cumstances which  had  led  to  it  had,  to 
his  mind,  been  most  unsatisfactory. 
There  was  something  peculiarly  unfortu- 
nate and  unpropitious  in  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  were  called 
together  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  year 
than  usual,  in  the  reasons  given  for  the 
summoning  of  Parliament,  and  in  the 
manner  in  which  these  reasons  had  been 
fulfilled.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
have  voted  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  which  was  an  imfortu- 
nate  Amendment.  It  did  not  really 
express  the  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  placed ;  it  was  directed  to  a  wrong 
issue;  and  it  could  not  have  led  to  a 
satisfactory  result.  The  Motion  for  the 
Vote  had  been  imfortunate,  both  as  to 
time  and  manner.  When  Parliament 
was  called  together  they  were  told  that, 
in  the  event  of  certain  unforeseen  con- 
tingencies, the  Vote  might  be  called  for. 
NoUiing  imforeseen  had  ooouxred.    The 


only  thing  which  was  absolutelv  certain 
to  occur  was  a  (Conference.  Of  all  the 
uncertainties  which  had  existed  from 
time  to  time  with  regard  to  this  war,  the 
only  thing  absolutelv  certain  was  that  a 
Conference  would  be  the  end  of  the 
whole  business.  It  was  to  meet,  not  any 
unforeseen  occurrence,  but  a  Conference, 
which  must  have  been  foreseen,  that  this 
Vote  was  asked  for.  We  were  to  go 
into  this  Conference  in  a  temper  which 
took  its  colour  and  its  tone  from  the 
most  irritating  debate  he  had  ever  heard 
in  Parliament.  That,  by  itself,  was  a 
most  Tmfortimate  circumstance.  The 
amount  of  the  Vote  was  a  thing  not 
worth  discussing ;  but  had  he  been  in  a 
position  to  advise  the  Government,  he 
should  have  advised  them  not  to  ask  for 
any  Vote  at  all,  but  to  act  upon  their 
own  responsibility.  He  thought  any 
Government  would  have  beenjustifled 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  they  were 
placed — ^in  an  attitude  of  expectation, 
of  suspense,  and  of  watchfulness,  ready, 
if  necessary,  to  make  a  spring  at  once — 
in  taking  the  money  they  wanted,  and 
claiming  an  indemniir  from  Parliiunent. 
He  thought  that  would  have  been  a  far 
wiser  course  to  have  taken.  It  would 
have  relieved  them,  at  all  events,  from  the 
awkward  position  in  which  they  were 
now  placed  in  asking  for  this  Vote,  in 
order  to  go  into  a  Conference,  which 
might  have  the  appearance  either  of  an 
act  of  defiance  towards  Eussia,  or  of  an 
act  of  retaliation  against  the  Opposition 
for  certain  injudicious  speeches  delivered 
during  the  Eecess.  He  remembered  to 
have  read  a  story  somewhere  of  some 
notorious  character,  fond  of  fighting, 
who  used  on  going  into  a  tavern  to  take 
off  his  sword  and  throwing  it  on  the 
table,  say — "  lie  there,  and  I  pray  Gbd 
I  may  not  have  occasion  to  use  you." 
That  was  pretty  much  the  attitude  of 
the  Oovemment  in  asking  for  the  Vote 
of  £6,000,000.  Witti  regard  to  the 
way  in  which  he  should  vote  upon  this 
occasion,  he  felt  very  much  in  me  posi- 
tion of  Ihe  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke 
(Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed)  and  others  who  had 
spoken,  who  felt  that  while  they  were 
exceedingly  imwilling  to  offer  any  active 
opposition  to  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in 
the  Gbvemment  in  such  an  emergency, 
yet  felt  that  something  was  due  to  their 
own  sense  of  responsibility,  when  the 
Vote  was  asked  expressly  for  going  into 
a  Conference,  in  which  the  honour  and 
interests  of  this  country   were   deeply 
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involved.  There  were  some  points  upon 
which  he  should  have  liked  to  have  had 
more  information.  There  were  points, 
no  doubt,  upon  which  they  were  all 
agreed.  The  acquisition  of  Constanti- 
nople by  Bussia,  and  the  navigation  of 
the  Dardanelles,  were  questions  upon 
which  there  was  scarcely  any  difference 
of  opinion  among  Englishmen;  but  with 
regard  to  those  more  remote  questions 
in  which  we  had  little  immediate  con- 
cern, such  as  the  amount  of  freedom  to 
be  accorded  to  Bulgaria,  Montenegro, 
or  Herzegovina,  EngHshmen  were  likely 
to  be  divided.  He  would  not  willingly 
vote  one  shilling,  or  say  that  one  drop 
of  English  blood  should  be  shed  in  order 
to  curtail  the  liberties  of  these  Provinces, 
while  he  would  vote  anything  that 
might  be  asked  to  secure  the  former  ob- 
jects. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretfuy,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  said  that  the  paramount  British 
interest  was  the  peaceful  settlement  of 
this  question.  So  far  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  went 
on  to  say  that  a  peaceful  settlement 
might  not  be  arrived  at,  and  he  phrased 
it  rather  vaguely.  He  ^Mr.  Walter) 
should  like  to  hear  something  more  de- 
finite with  regard  to  the  arrangements 
to  be  made  for  the  Turkish  Provinces. 
He  wanted  to  know  how  far,  by  the  ex- 
penditure of  money  or  military  opera- 
tions, the  Government  were  prepared!  to 
curtail  liberty  in  those  parts?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  dropped  a  very  signifi- 
cant hint  with  regard  to  which  he  should 
like  to  have  some  more  information. 
He  said  England's  weak  point  was  the 
length  of  its  line  of  communication,  and 
anything  that  jeopardized  that  line  of 
communication  with  its  dependencies 
must  be  a  source  of  anxiety.  He  did 
not  know  whether  tiiie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  by  that  that  the  policy 
of  England  was  against  the  opening 
of  the  Dardanelles.  If  so,  he  should 
differ  from  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  believed  that  tlie  poHcy 
of  England  was  on  this  occasion  to 
open  the  Dardanelles,  and  claim  for 
herself  and  give  to  all  other  nations 
the  right  of  free  navigation.  Though 
he  should  decline  to  go  to  war  for  that 
object,  he  should  equally  decline  to  ex- 
pend any  English  money  or  blood  in 
opposing  it.  He  should  like  to  know 
something  about  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
yemment  on  that  point.  He  would  say 
ifr.  TTaUir 


a  word  or  two  upon  the  really  grave 
question  about  which  all  this  discussion 
had  taken  place— namely,  the  policy  of 
England  with  regard  to  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire. He  differed  entirely  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bentinck), 
and  others  who  had  spoken  in  this 
debate,  witii  regard  to  the  effects  of  this 
war  upon  the  Ottoman  Empire.  He 
deeply  deplored  the  necessity  for  the 
war,  whicn  had  been  one  of  the  most 
horrible  waged  in  modem  times,  yet  he 
rejoiced  unieignedly  at  the  result  of  it. 
He  was  one  oi  those  who  never  believed 
in  the  integrity  and  independence  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire ;  and  when  the  Crimean 
War  was  talked  of,  he  should  like  to 
read  to  the  House  a  very  interesting  and 
remarkable  passage  which  was  written 
by  an  illustrious  personage,  whose  name 
had  been  alluded  to  in  wis  debate.  It 
was  contained  in  a  book  which  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  ri^t  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright),  and 
the  publication  of  which  was  supposed 
to  be  intended  to  have  some  bearing  upon 
this  question — a  bearing  rather  hostile 
to  Eussia  and  friendly  to  Turkey.  He 
would  like  to  read  a  short  extract 
from  a  very  remarkable  memorandum 
drawn  up  by  the  late  Prince  Consort  in 
October,  1 863,  with  regard  to  the  Crimean 
War.  After  saying  that,  setting  aside 
all  Turkish  considerations,  England  and 
Europe  had  an  interest  that  Turkish 
territory  should  not  fall  into  the  hands 
of  Eussia,  and  that  they  should  in  the 
last  extremity  even  go  to  war  to  prevent 
such  an  overthrow  of  the  balance  of 
power,  he  wrote — 

"  But  this  would  be  a  war,  not  for  the  main- 
tenance of  ^e  integrity  of  the  Ottomon  Empire, 
but  merely  for  the  interests  of  the  European 
Powers  and  civilization.  It  oiight  to  be  carried 
on  uudiackled  by  obligations  to  the  Porte,  and 
will  probably  1^  to  the  peace  which  must  be 
the  object  of  that  war,  to  tiie  obtaining  of 
arrangements  more  consonant  with  tiie  well- 
understood  interests  of  Europe,  of  Christianity, 
liberty  and  civilization,  than  the  re-imposition 
of  the  ignorant,  barbarian,  and  despotic  yoke  of 
the  Mussulman  over  the  most  f ertQe  and  fa- 
voured portion  of  Europe." 

That  memorandum  was  communicated 
to  Lord  Palmerston  and  Lord  Aberdeen. 
Lord  Palmerston,  it  was  stated — and  he 
grieved  to  say  it— scouted  the  idea  alto- 
gether, and  said  that  the  improvement 
of  the  Christian  populations  meant  simply 
theexpulsion  of  2,000,000  of  Mahomedan 
inhabitants.  But  Lord  Aberdeen  did 
not  beUeve  in  the   improvement    of 
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Turkey ;  he  held  that  her  whole  system 
was  radically  yioious  and  inhuman,  and 
he  quoted  Lord  Stratford  de  BedolififSe  to 
that  effect.  He  TMr.  Walter)  thought 
the  House  would  oelieve  now  that  the 
Prince  Consort  and  Lord  Aberdeen  were 
right,  and  Lord  Palmerston  wrong ;  and 
it  was  to  give  effect  to  the  wishes  and 
views  of  the  Prince  Consort  and  Lord 
Aberdeen  that  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  go  into  this  Conference.  Whatever 
else  might  be  the  result  of  the  Conference, 
he  believed  that  the  present  settlement 
could  not  be  final;  and  that  the  best 
chance  for  its  being  lasting  for  a  certain 
time— a  peace,  lasting  in  such  a  sense, 
that  when  the  next  stage  came,  it  might 
come  without  another  dreadful  war  such 
as  that  which  we  had  lately  seen — ^would 
be  in  leaving  to  Turkev  only  such  an 
amount  of  territory  and  importance  as 
should  be  consistent  with  its  preserva- 
tion as  a  territorial  Power  in  Europe, 
and  for  the  sake  mainly  of  keeping  Con- 
stantinople open  till  a  worthier  successor 
might  be  found.  He  believed  the  best 
setdement  would  be  that  what  was  to 
remain  of  European  Turkey  should  be 
placed  under  the  protection  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers,  wifli  such  gpiarantees  for 
good  government  as  could  be  obtained. 
He  hoped  the  time  mieht  come  when 
that  fertile  country  would  be  inhabited 
by  a  free  and  Christian  population.  The 
House  might,  perhaps,  recollect  the 
lines  of  one  of  their  greatest  poets — 

**  The  City  won  for  Allah  from  the  Giaour 

The  Giaour  from  Othman's  race  again  may 
wrest; 
And  the  Serai's  impenetrable  tower 

Receive  the  fiery  Frank,  her  former  g^est. . . . 
But  ne'er  will  Freedom  seek  this  fated  soil. 
But  slave  succeed  to  slave  through  years  of 
endless  toil." 

He  trusted  that  this  gloomy  prediction 
would  not  be  fulfilled ;  but  that,  at  no 
distant  time,  that  splendid  territory 
would  be  occupied  and  governed  by  a 
frefe  and  prosperous  people. 

Me.  EIOHAED  :  Sir,  I  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-^{Mr,  Richard.) 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJER :  Sit,  I  do  not  rise  at  this  mo- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  making  any 
lengthened  speech,  but  for  this  purpose 
—I  wish  to  ask  the  House  whether  they 


would  not  consent  now,  after  five  nights' 
debate,  to  let  us  take  one  stage  in  Supply 
in  regard  to  this  Vote  ?  The  questions 
which  have  been  raised  are  so  large  and 
so  interesting  that  debate  upon  them 
might  run  to  almost  any  extent.  Un- 
doubtedly many  questions  have  been 
raised  during  the  debate  on  which  I 
mi^ht  like  to  speak  at  some  little  length, 
and  on  which  I  have  no  doubt  other  hon. 
Members  would  like  to  speak  also.  But 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  time-  is  pre- 
cious, and  I  also  fed  the  responsibility 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, which  makes  me  now  repeat  the 
suggestion  made  earlier  in  the  evening 
— ^that  there  are  other  stages  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings  on  the  Vote 
in  which  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
for  further  remarks  which  any  hon. 
Member  may  wish  to  make.  I  would, 
therefore,  most  earnestly  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House  that  we  should 
now  be  allowed  to  take  the  first  stage  of 
the  Vote;  that  you.  Sir,  should  leave 
the  Chair,  and  that  we  should  take  a 
Yote  in  Supply.  In  the  other  stages  of 
tiie  Vote  there  will  be  ample  opportunity 
for  discussion.  I  venture  to  say  that 
this  is  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance. I  think  that  anyone  who  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  must  have 
been  struck  by  the  good  sense  of  that 
speech.  It  really  put  matters  in  a  clear 
light  before  us.  The  hon.  Member 
wishes  the  general  policy  of  the  country 
to  be  discussed,  ana  I  think  it  ou^t  to 
be  discussed.  But  I  think  the  House 
sees  that  it  will  not  do  to  be  continually 
putting  off  the  decision  of  this  question. 
1?he  merits  of  the  proposal  have  been 
explained,  and  have  been  fully  discussed. 
No  doubt  there  are  points  which  may 
require  further  discussion  in  detail  in 
Committee ;  but  I  think  there  can  be  no 
doubt  iiiat  the  matt^  has  been  brought 
to  such  a  point  that  it  is  fiedr  and  reason- 
able that  we  should  vote  upon  it.  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment deem  it  a  matter  of  such  serious 
importance  that  there  shall  be  no  further 
delay  tibian  can  be  helped  in  obtaining 
tiie  vote.  I  must  take  exception  to  one 
of  the  remains  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshure  (Mr.  Walter)  in  describing 
the  circumstances  under  which  we  met, 
and  I  think  he  quotes  horn  memory 
rather  inaooorately  horn  Her  Mcnesty's 
Most  OradouB  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
According  to  the  hon.  Member's  view  of 
u.g  t  iFtfth  Nighi.^ 


1803  The  Supplmmtaiy         (COMMONS) 


Eitmate. 


1804 


the  circumstances  under  which  we  were 
called  together,  the  Speech  firom  the 
Throne  announced  thatParliamentwould 
only  be  appealed  to  in  case  of  some  im- 
expected  occurrence.  Now,  that  was 
not  the  language  of  the  Speech  firom  the 
Throne.  The  Speech  from  the  Throne 
was  to  this  effect — ^that  should  hostilities 
unfortunately  be  prolonged,  some  unex- 
pected circumstfiuice  might  render  it 
necessary  for  Her  Majesty  to  take  steps 
for  the  protection  of  British  interests,  and 
that  such  steps  could  not  be  effectually 
taken  without  adequate  preparation. 
That  is  precisely  the  position  in  which 
we  now  stand.  As  my  hon.  Friend  fully 
explained  the  other  day,  the  measures 
that  we  are  prepared  to  take,  and  that 
we  must  take,  must  occupy  some  time. 
We  take  it  that  much  time  has  elapsed 
since  we  made  our  proposal,  and  that 
no  further  time  ought  to  be  wasted ; 
and,  therefore,  we  earnestly  trust  that 
the  House  will  proceed  to  decide  upon 
this  Vote.  There  is  one  matter  of  a 
personal  kind  which  has  been  mentioned 
more  than  once  this  evening,  on  which 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  a  word. 
In  the  beginning  of  the  evening  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Diflwyn)  put 
a  Question  to  me  with  regard  to  a  corre- 
spondence in  The  Daily  News  to-day, 
and  subsequently,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  made  some 
lengthened  and  severe  remarks  upon  it ; 
and  I  believe  other  Members  referred 
to  that  correspondence.  I  stated  I  had 
seen  there  was  such  a  correspondence, 
but  had  barely  noticed  it,  as  I  had  been 
very  much  engaged  during  the  day; 
but  after  I  had  my  attention  more  par- 
ticularly called  to  it,  I  thought  it  right 
immediately  to  send  word  to  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  to  whom  the  matter  ap- 
plied, to  ask  him  whether  there  was 
anything  he  desired  to  state  to  the  House 
on  the  subject?  I  have  received  this 
note  in  reply — 

"My  dear  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — ^I 
have  only  to  say  that  the  statement  is  an  in- 
famous fabrication.'' 

In  saying  that,  Sir,  of  course,  the  noble 
Lord  speaks  for  himself  only.  I  feel 
not  the  slightest  doubt,  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Layazl  also,  that  the  statement  is 
altogether  imtrue ;  but,  of  course,  Mr. 
Layard  is  not  here  to  speak  for  himself; 
and  I  do  feel,  with  reference  to  the  re- 
marks in  consequence  of  that  paragraph 
and  also  with  reference  to  other  remax^ 

The  ChaneeUor  of  the  JExehequer 


that  have  been  made  in  the  course  of 
this  evening,  it  is  our  duty,  on  behalf  of 
a  pubHc  servant  placed  in  a  difficult 
position,  to  protest  against  such  attacks 
upon  his  (maracter.  The  position  of 
England  towards  Turkey  has  been  one 
of  considerable  difficulty — ^it  has  been 
one  which  has  often  led  to  misrepresen- 
tations. But  all  the  difficulty  of  the 
situation  and  all  the  exposure  and  mis- 
representations may  be  said  to  have  been 
concentrated  upon  the  head  of  our  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople ;  and  I  think 
we  ought  not  to  be  too  ready  at  the  first 
blush  to  catch  up  any  stories  that  may 
be  going  to  his  prejudice.  We  should 
remember  he  is  one  who  has  served  Her 
Majesty  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
that  he  is  a  man  who  has  done  his  duty, 
and  who  commands  the  confidence  of  the 
Sovereign.  Full  and  fair  play  in  all 
cases  ought  to  be  given  to  Mr.  Layard 
with  reference  to  any  matter  of  this  sort. 
There  is  one  other  matter  to  which  I 
must  allude  with  reference  to  a  subject 
on  which  we  were  speaking  in  the  be- 
ginning of  the  evening.  I  was  asked 
whether  it  was  true  that  Lord  Derby 
had  stated  in  the  other  House  that  oom- 
mimications  had  been  received  £rom 
some  of  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe 
which  did  not  confirm  the  statements 
that  had  been  received  from  Mr.  Layard? 
I  find  it  is  true  that  from  several  of  the 
Powers  communications  have  been  re- 
ceived saying  that  they  have  no  news 
confirming  the  statement  of  Mr.  Layard; 
but,  in  each  case,  they  state  that  their 
latest  despatch  from  Constantinople  was 
one  or  two,  and,  in  one  case,  I  believe, 
three  days  earlier  than  that  from  Mr. 
Layard.  Therefore,  they  have  no  com- 
munication of  so  recent  a  date;  and 
when  we  consider  that  we  have  these 
delays  in  direct  telegraphing  between 
Constantinople  and  &e  rest  of  Europe, 
it  will  account  for  what  I  have  stated. 
Now,  having  stated  so  much,  I  would 
again  repeat  my  earnest  entreaty  that 
the  House  would  allow  us  to  go  into 
Committee  and  to  take  this  Vote  to- 
ni^t. 

The  Maequbss  of  HARTINGTON: 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  following  the  right  hon.  Ghantle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
into  all  the  topics  upon  which  he  has 
touched,  except  to  say  that  I  am  scarcely 
prepared  to  acknowledge  that  he  has 
quite  made  out  his  case,  that  the  grounds 
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upon  which  he  now  asks  the  House  to 
go  into  Oommittee  on  this  Vote  are  the 
same  as  those  whioh  were  stated  in  Her 
Majesty's  Gracions  Speech.  If  that  is 
the  case,  it  is  rather  a  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  speech  in  ^niich  he  proposed 
this  Vote,  should  have  dwelt  so  much 
upon  a  subject  whioh  was  not  mentioned 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne— namely, 
the  influence  which  such  a  Vote  wotud 
give  to  the  voice  of  England  in  the 
Coundls  of  Europe.  However,  there 
will,  no  doubt,  be  other  opportunities 
for  discussing  the  proposal.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  suggestion  which  has  been 
made,  that  the  GK)vemment  should  be 
allowed  to  proceed  one  stage  in  this 
matter,  I  am  sure  there  would  be  a 
gpeneral  feeling  of  inclination  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  comply  with  what 
appears  to  be  a  reasonable  request. 
But,  unfortunately,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  Sie  Exchequer 
finds  it  necessary  to  ask  that  we  should 
practically  take  two  steps  —  that  the 
Speaker  should  leave  the  Ohair,  and 
that  we  should  take  the  Vote.  I  can 
quite  understand  the  reason  of  that 
demand;  because,  according  to  our  rules 
of  procedure,  if  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment is  negatived,  this  debate  may  still 
be  renewed  on  the  next  occasion  when 
the  Motion  is  made  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Ohair.  No  doubt  that  would 
be  very  inconvenient ;  and  I  quite  agree 
witib  uie  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  we 
should  make  one  st^  in  advance  in 
these  proceedings.  The  discussion  to- 
night has  been  virtually  a  continuation 
of  the  debate  upon  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) ;  and,  although 
that  Amendment  has  been  withdrawn 
until  we  have  advanced  a  stage,  it  is  im- 

g>ssible  that  it  should  be  otherwise, 
on.  Gentlemen  who  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  speeches  while  the 
Amendment  was  before  the  House, 
naturally  desire  to  take  advantage  of 
the  opportunity  now  offered  them.  In 
that  way  the  original  debate  has  been 
virtually  continued,  thoueh  without  the 
vigour  and  point  which  must  have 
marked  it  had  the  Amendment  been 
still  before  us.  I  hope  that  the  Motion 
for  adjournment  will  not  be  persisted 
in ;  and  I  think  I  may  with  some  confl- 
ience  appeal  to  hon.  G^tlemen  that 


they  will  to-morrow,  when  the  Motion  is 
made  that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Ohair, 
allow  that  Motion  to  be  agreed  to  with- 
out farther  discussion,  so  that  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Gt>vemmentmay  be  debated 
m  Oommittee,  which  is  virtually  the  next 
stage  in  these  proceedings.  I  think, 
however,  that  it  would  be  hardly  pos- 
sible for  the  House,  without  abdicating 
one  of  its  most  essential  and  important 
functions,  to  consent  to  pass  the  Vote  in 
Oommittee  to-night  without  more  dis- 
cussion. Indeed,  to  do  so,  would  scarcely 
be  fair  to  hon.  Members  who  are  at  this 
moment  absent,  and  who  could  not  be 
aware  that  that  course  would  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Government.  I  hope  it 
may  be  possible,  without  farther  ob- 
stacles being  put  in  the  way  of  the 
Speaker  leaving  the  Ohair,  to  have  fuU 
discussion  in  Oommittee  on  the  proposals 
of  the  Gt>vemment.  The  House  is  aware 
that  I  myself  have  not  troubled  it  with 
many  observations  since  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  made.  Perhaps 
the  House  would  hardly  think  it  respect- 
ful that  I  should  refrain  from  stating 
my  views  with  reference  to  the  proposi- 
tions which  have  been  submitted  to  us 
before  the  conclusion  of  the  discussion  ; 
but  I  have  felt  very  strongly,  indeed, 
since  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment, 
that  the  present  would  not  be  a  con- 
venient opportimity  for  me  to  do  so.  K 
hon.  Members  will  consider  the  position 
between  this  and  to-morrow,  I  hope  they 
will  come  to  the  same  conclusion  as  that 
at  which  I  have  arrived — that  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  debate  on  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Ohair  could 
not  be  productive  of  much  advantage. 
But  I  dso  hope  that  the  Government 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  urge 
and  press  upon  the  House  to  take  the 
Vote  in  Oommittee  to-night.  Such  a 
proposal  would  hardly,  I  think,  obtain 
the  consent  of  this  side  of  the  House. 

Sib  WTLFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
desired  shortly  to  state  the  decision 
which  a  few  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  had  come  to.  He  spoke  for 
himself  and  a  few  more  when  he  said 
that,'  in  his  opinion,  the  position  had  not 
materially  changed  since  the  day  when 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  moved 
his  Amendment;  and  he  did  not  see 
why,  if  the  circumstances  warranted  him 
in  moving  it  on  that  day  week,  those 
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who  were  then  supporting  him  should 
take  a  different  oourse  now,  and  allow 
the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Ohaar.  They 
had  had  two  different  stories  told  them 
that  night;  but,  speaking  for  himself, 
he  wouJd  say  tiiat  even  if  that  which 
was  considered  to  be  the  worst  and  most 
alarming  telegram  should  turn  out  to  be 
true,  it  would  make  no  difference  to  his 
position  as  to  this  Vote.  He  was  not  one 
of  those  who  was  in  the  least  afraid  of 
seeing  the  Russians  at  Constantinople, 
and  he  said  boldly  he  would  rather  see 
the  Eussians  there  than  the  Turks.  Be- 
fore he  sat  down,  he  thought  he  ought 
to  say  one  word  about  tiie  speedi  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
on-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  No  man  had 
a  higher  respect  for  the  independence 
and  spirit  of  his  hon.  Friend  than  he 
had,  but  he  certainly  thought  he  stepped 
a  little  beyond  the  bounds  of  fair  I^ar- 
liamentary  warfare  when  he  said  that 
he,  as  an  Englishman,  should  support 
this  Vote.  Were  they  to  be  talked  to 
in  that  way  ?  This  was  a  question  of 
whether  they  should  vote  certain  Sup- 
plies to  the  Government,  lay  certain 
burdens  on  the  people,  and  simply  be- 
cause of  an  intellectual  difference— for 
that  was  all  it  was — ^with  hon.  Members 
opposite,  were  they  to  be  told  they  were 
not  acting  as  Englishmen  ?  They  were 
all  Englishmen,  and  patriots  too.  He 
did  not  want  this  Vote  to  be  misunder- 
stood, and  he  would  affirm  distinctly 
that  he  should  ^ive  a  patriotic  vote, 
because  he  considered  peace  to  be  the 
greatest  interest  of  this  country.  They 
could  not  persuade  him  that  this  Vote 
was  anything  else  but  a  war  Vote.  He 
felt  as  sure  of  that  as  that  he  was  stand- 
ing there.  The  Gbvemment  said  they 
did  not  mean  war,  and  yet  they  asked 
for  the  Vote  in  order  to  provide  mate- 
rials, stores,  &c.  He  was  not  such  a 
Jesuit  as  to  be  able  to  draw  the  fine  dis- 
tinction between  preparation  for  war 
and  war  itself.  Preparation  for  war 
meant  war.  The  Vote  was  a  war  Vote, 
and  therefore  a  senseless  Vote.  Who 
were  they  ^ing  to  war  with  ?  They 
were  not  going  to  war  along  with  Tur- 
key, for  Turkey-  was  virtually  wiped 
out.  They  were  certainly  not  going  to 
war  in  company  wiUi  Eussia — ^hon.  &n- 
tlemen  opposite  would  never  allow  that — 
they  must  then  be  going  to  war  against 
Eussia  and  Turkey  united.  There  was 
no  other   natural  construction  to  put 

Sir  WUfiidLawson 


upon  the  Vote.  He  maintained  that  it 
was  his  duty  as  a  patriot  and  an  Eng- 
liflhman  to  take  the  first  opportunity 
that  arose  of  voting  against  the  prin- 
ciple which  was  embodied  in  this  de- 
miand  for  money,  and  that  occasion  was 
when  the  Speaker  put  the  Question  that 
he  leave  the  Ohair.  When  that  Ques- 
tion was  put,  he  should  consider  it  his 
duty  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against  it. 

Ma.  0.  WILSON  said,  &e  Gbvern- 
mrait  were  proposing  by  this  Vote  to 
take  one  step  farther  in  the  direction  of 
that  war  into  which,  judging  from  the 
temper  of  the  House,  not  only  on  the 
opposite  side  but  also  on  this,  they  were 
likely  vei^  shortly  to  be  lajided.  He 
merely  wished  to  raise  his  voice  against 
the  course  whici  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  were  pursuing,  and  to  say  that  the 
constituency  which  he  represented  had 
recently  in  a  public  meeting,  which  was 
not  of  a  pohtical  character,  passed  a 
resolution  against  the  Vote  of  Credit, 
and  against  any  course  which  might 
have  a  tendency  to  drive  the  country 
into  war.  He  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  would  persist  in 
his  opposition  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  he  would  cordially  support 
him. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  had  had 
the  honour  and  the  pleasure  of  listening 
to  many  of  his  Friends  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  the^had  only  been 
asked  to  afford  him  their  courte^  for  a 
very  few  minutes  in  the  early  part  of 
the  evening,  when  he  rose  to  express  a 
doubt  as  to  the  truth  of  the  information 
which  had  been  conveyed  to  the  House. 
He  did  not  mean  to  make  any  personal 
charge  against  Mr.  Lavard.  He  merely 
wished  to  say  this — ^uiat  the  informa- 
tion had  been  sent  him  either  through 
credulity,  or  carelessness,  or  some  other 
cause;  but  he  had  no  intention  whatever 
of  impugning  Mr.  Layard's  personal 
honour.  He  thought  the  communica- 
tion made  to  the  House  contained  state- 
ments upon  which  they  could  not  im- 
plicitly rely,  and  he  had  urged  that  within 
the  laist  week  or  two  there  had  been  a 


!e,  therefore,  expressed  a  hope  thc^ 
they  would  not  be  led  away  by  the  in- 
formation given  to  them.  He  had  now 
one  word  to  say  in  reference  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  The  actual  posi- 
tion of  things  was  this — they  came  to  a 
conclusioQ  a  night  or  two  ago  that  this 
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debate  fihould  go  on  until  Saturday 
morning — ^that  was  agreed  to  on  aU 
hands — and  nothing  whatever  had  oo- 
ourred  since,  that  m  the  least  de^ee 
justified  a  departure  from  that  under- 
standing. Haying  discussed  the  adjourn- 
ment this  eyening,  they  came  to  the  eon- 
elusion  that  the  Vote  was  not  to  be 
taken  to-night,  and  two-thirds  of  the 
House  were  under  the  belief  that  a 
division  would  not  be  taken.  Now,  the 
Leader  of  the  House  rose  in  his  place 
and  suggested  that  it  should.  One  or 
two  hon.  Members,  to  his  own  know- 
ledge, had  gone  away  under  the  im- 
pression that  there  would  be  no  division 
that  evening,  and  it  was  contrary  to 
Parliament^^  usage  to  break  through 
an  understanding  which  had  been  come 
to  with  the  House.  He,  therefore,  sub- 
mitted that  the  Motion  for  adjournment 
shoidd  be  pressed. 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  earnestly  trusted 
that  no  hon.  Member  on  hie  side  of  the 
House  would  support  the  adjournment. 
The  question  had  now  been  sufficiently 
discussed  in  its  present  state.  Hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  had 
supposed  that  this  Vote  was  not  a  Vote 
which  ought  to  be  passed,  and  they 
believed  they  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  firm  and  decided 
protest  against  it.  But  if  the'  great 
majority  of  the  House  wished  Supplies 
to  be  granted  to  the  Gk>yemment  at  a 
great  crisis,  there  were  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Opposition  side  who  did 
not  wish  to  place  themselves  in  the 
position  of  appearing  to  give  ^eustious 
opposition.  Sml,  he  hoped  when  the 
Motion  was  put  Ihat  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair,  a  decided  and  determined 
protest  would  be  made  against  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  proceed  with  the  Business 
in  such  a  grave  and  solemn  crisis  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  comported  them- 
selves so  little  like  gentlemen.  P'Oh, 
oh !  "1  It  had  been  suggested  that  he 
should  withdraw  tiiat  expression,  which 
he  did,  and  he  would  say  in  a  manner 
so  unbecoming  the  dignity  of  Parliament. 
He  had  simply  risen  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer).  He 
thought  the  Molion  for  the  adjournment 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  that,  if  the 
Veto  was  taken,  it  i^ould  be  taken  on 
theQuestion  directly  whether  the  Speaker 


leave  the  Chair.  But,  of  course,  that 
would  be  an  understanding  with  the 
right  hon,  Gbaileman  the  Chaneellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  Vote  should  not 
be  proceeded  with  to-night.  ["No, 
no!^]  He  had  understood  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  to  say  that  he  would 
not  proceed  with  the  Vote  to-niffht,  and 
he  therefore  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  that  was  the 
understanding  if  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment was  withdrawn  ?  

Tm  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Heurtington)  had  ex- 
actly appreciated  the  situation.  The 
point  wnich  had  been  pressed  upon  the 
House  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment 
was  that  the  House  should  allow  one 
stage  to  be  taken  at  least,  and  he  had 
made  certain  proposals  which  the  noble 
Lord  thought  implied  two  stages.  But 
he  (the  CTiancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
had  replied  that  if  they  did  not  take  the 
stage  mdioated,  the  Government  mi^ht 
find  itself  to-morrow  just  in  the  position 
where  it  was  to-day,  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair.  He  did 
not  wish  at  all,  though  he  was  anxious 
to  get  on  with  the  Business,  to  take  any 
uimtir  advantage  of  the  House,  and  he 
should  especiafly  be  very  sorry  to  lose 
the  observations  which  tiie  noble  Lord 
had  promised  to  make  to-morrow  night. 
As  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord,  this 
would  be  a  reasonable  course  to  adopt — 
namely,  to  come  to  a  general  understand- 
ing, that  if  they  had  a  division  upon  the 
Question^  "  That  the  Speaker  do  ncfw 
leave  theChair,"  they  should,  immediately 
after  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
a^ee  to  report  Progress,  without  taktng 
a  Vote  of  money  to-night.  In  that  case 
there  wouldbe  no  opposition  to-morrow  on 
the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair,  and  dis- 
cussion could  be  taken  in  Committee. 
That  was  an  understanding  which  he 
thought  would  meet  with  the  aj^xroval 
of  the  House. 

Mb.  RICHARD,  upon  that  under- 
standing, intimated  his  willingness  to 
withdraw  his  Motioil. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUMrawn. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speakar 
do  now  loave  the  Chair,"  put. 

The  TLoxuBQ divided: — ^Ayes  295  ;  Noes 
86:  Majority  199. 

[Fifth  NigM.'] 
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AYES. 


Adderley,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Agnew,  R.  V. 
Alexander,  Colonel 
Allflopp,  C. 
Anatruther,  Sir  W. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Arkwright,  A.  P. 
Arkwright,  F. 
Asshetcm,  B. 
Afitley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Baff  ge,  Sir  W. 
BaUey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
"Barrington,  ViBcount 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
BathuTBt,  A.  A. 
Beach,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beainnont,  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Benett-Stanford,  V.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  Lord  C. 
Bereaford,  G.  dela  Poer 
Beresford,  Colonel  M. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Bousfield,  Colonel 
Bowen,  J.  B. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Bright,  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Bruen,  H. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R,  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  C. 
Cartwright,  F. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  Colonel  E. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Charley,  W.  T. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cobbold,  T,  C. 
Cochrane,  A.D.  W.  R.B. . 
Cole,  CoL  hon.  H.  A. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corde8,T. 

Corry,  hon.  H.  W.  L. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Cowen,  J. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 


CnninghaTne,  Sir  W. 
Cu«t,H.  C. 
Dahymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Denison,  W.  E. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
l^gl>yt  Col.  hon.  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  G. 
Duff  J. 

Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elphinstone,  SirJ.D.H. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Eslington,  Lord 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Findi,  G.  H. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  P. 
Freshfield,  C.  K. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Galway,  Viscount 
(Gardner,  J.  T.  Agg- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gilnin,  Sir  R.  T. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Goulding,  W. 
Granthaii,  W. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  £arl  de 
H^,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  S. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,rt.hn.SirJ.C.D. 
Heath,  R. 
HOTmon,  E. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hick,  J. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Visct. 
Holford,  J.  P.  G. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 


Holt,  J.  M. 
Home,  Captain 
Hood,  Capt.  hn.  A.  W. 

A.N. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Isaac,  S. 

Jenkmson,  Sir  G.  S. 
Jervis,  Colonel 
Johnson,  J.  G. 
Johnston,  W. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Jolliffe,  hon.  S. 
Eavanaffh,  A.  MacM. 
Kennaro,  Colonel 
Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eing-Harxnan,  E.  R. 
Knight.  F.  W. 
Knightiey,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  T. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Learmonth,  A. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Legard,  Sir  C. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Leslie,  Sir  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lloyd,  S. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Majen(^e,  L.  A. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Mandeville,  Viscount 
Manners,  rt.  hii.Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Mellor,  T.  W. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Montagu,rt.hn.LordR. 
Montgomerie,  R, 
Mont^mery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Moore,  S. 

Moray,  H.  E.  S.  H.  D. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
MulhoUand,  J. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Naghten,  Lt.-Col. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
O'Leary,  W. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt.-Col.  W. 
Pateshall,  E. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Percy,  Earl 


Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Praed,C.T. 
Praed,H.B. 
Price,  Captain 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raakes,  H.  C. 
Read,C.  S. 
RencQesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  M.  W. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Roth8child,SirN.M.d6 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
Sackville,  S.  G.  S. 
Salt,T. 

Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sclater-Booth,  rthn.G. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shute,  General 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Somerset,  LordH.  R.  C. 
Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  S. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Starkie,  J.  P.  C. 
Steere,  L. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt  hon.  CoL 
Tonnant,  R. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  P. 
Tollemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
Torr,  J. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Trevor,Lord  A.E.  Hill- 
Tumor,  E. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Wait,  W.  K. 
Walker,  O.  O. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Watney,  J. 

Welby-Gregory,SirW. 
Wellesley,  Colonel 
Wells,  E. 
Wethered,  T.  0. 
Wheelhouse,  W .  S.  J, 
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"Whitelaw,  A. 
^^^lliams,  Sir  F.  M. 
Wilmot,  Sip  J.  E. 
Wilson,  W. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyim,  0.  W.  W. 


Yaimoath,  Earl  of 
Yeaman,  J. 
Yorke,  J.  B. 

TSLLBBS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
Anatrather,  Sir  B. 
Baokhonae.  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Bairan,  J. 

Baxter,  rt  hn.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  Major  F. 
Bell,  I.  L. 
Blake,  T. 

Bright,  J.  (ManoheBter) 
BpocklehuTBt,  W.  0. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brown,  J.  C. 
Burt,  T. 
Cameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Chamberlain,  J. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  H. 
Clarke,  J;  C. 
Cole,  H.  T. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cross,  «r  E. 
Davies,  D. 
Davies,  B. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  Sir  0.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Earp,T. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Fay,  0.  J. 
Ferguson,  B. 
Fletcher,  I. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Harrison,  0. 
Harrison,  J.  F. 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Henry,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  B. 
Holms,  J. 
Hohns,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  C. 


Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jamew,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jonkins,  E* 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Leith,  J.  F. 
Uoyd,  M. 
Luan,  Dr. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Marling,  S.  S. 
Middleton,  Sir  A.  E. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Morgan,  G.  0. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
O'Conor,  D.  M 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
Pahner,  C.  M. 
Parker,  0.  S. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Pennington,  F. 
Philips,  B.  K. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Bamsay,  J. 
Bathbone,  W. 
Bichard,  H. 
Bobertson,  H. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Simon.  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 

Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Wilson,  C. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TBLLBRS. 

Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Anderson,  G. 


Supply — eonsidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  be 
firanted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  Uie  ordinary 
Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defraying  the 
Expenses  which  may  be  incurred,  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1878,  in 

VOL.  OOXXXYn.  [xHiBD  flXRiss.] 


increasing  the  Efficiency  of  the  Naval  and 
Military  Services  at  the  present  crisis  of  the 
War  between  Bussia  and  Turkey." 


Committee   report 
again  To-morrow, 


Progress;  to   sit 


HYPOTHEC  (sOOTLAin))  (NO.   3)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Gborob  Balpovb,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  Law  of  Hypothec  in  certain  oases  in 
Scotland,  ord$r$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Gbobob  Balfour,  Lord  Pouolas  Qobdon,  Mr. 
Lad^o,  and  Mr.  Jambs  Babclat. 

'BQXpre^ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 


COUNTY  00TJBT8  JTJBISDICTIOK  (nO.   2) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Eakdlbt  Wilmot,  Bill 
further  to  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  tiie  County 
Courts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Eabdlby 
Wilmot  and  Mr.  Foksyth. 

Billj^tftrntM;,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

POOB  UlW  AlCENDMENT  ACT  (1876) 

AIGSNDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mbllor,  Bill  to  amend 
the  twenty-third  Clause  of  "The  Poor  Law 
Amendment  Act,  1876,"  relating  to  Friendly 
and  Benefit  Societies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Mbllob,  Mr.  Meeewbthbb,  Sir  Chaklbs 
Fobstbb,  Mr.  Phipfs,  Mr.  Cowan,  and  Mr. 

HlBBEBT. 

Bill  pretenUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 


DEBTOBS  ACTS  AlCENDMENT  BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mabtbn,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Debtors  Act,  1869,*'  and  "The  Debtors 
Act  (Ireland),  1872,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Martbn,  Mr.  OsBORira  Morgan,  and 
Sir  Hbnbt  Jackson. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  104 .  ] 


ABMT    (bOYAL  ABTILLEBY  AND  ENQINEEB 

OFFICBBS'   AKRBAB8  OF  PAY). 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  of  last 
Session  on  Royal  Artillery  and  Koyal  Engineer 
Officers*  Arrears  of  Pay  be  re-appointed : — Tliat 
the  Committee  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Mem- 
bers:— Lord  EsLuroTON,  Mr.  Grant  Dupp, 
Lord  Gborob  Hamilton,  Mr.  Campbbll-Ban- 
NERMAN,  Sir  Waltbr  Barttblot,  Mr.  Faw- 
CBTT,  Sir  John  Hat,  Mr.  Muntz,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Holms,  Mr.  Carpbntbr  Garnibr,  Mr. 
Denzil  Onslow,  Major  O'Beibnb,  Mr.  Mills, 
Sir  Gborob  Balfour,  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  Mr. 
Courtney,  and  Colonel  Jbryis  : — Power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum. — (Oohnel  Jervie.) 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
liriday,  Sfh  February,  1878. 


MINTTTES.1  — i^a^  Fir8t  in  Farliammt  — The 
YiBooimt  Oanterlmry,  after  tiie  death  of  his 
Father. 

Public  Bill — OommitU^^Beport — ^Lmen  and 
Yam  HallB  (Dublin)  •  (11). 

'I'H  K  EASTERN  QUESTION — 'I'hk  AEMIS- 
TICE-DESPATCH  OF  THE  FLEET 
TO  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

QTTESnon^.       OBSEBYATIOKS. 

LoBD  HAMMOND,  on  ridng  to  pat  a 
Question  of  wliioh  he  had  giyen  private 
Notice  to  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretair  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  said,  that  if  their 
Lordships  permitted  him  to  do  so,  he 
would  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  a  sub- 
ject respecting  which  there  was  much 
misconception.  He  referred  to  the 
waterway  of  the  Dardanelles  and  of  the 
Bosphorus.  The  first  Treaty  bearing  on 
this  point — ^a  Treaty  only  between  Great 
Britain  and  Turkey — was  the  Treaty  of 
the  Dardanelles,  the  date  of  which  was 
January  6,  1809.  Article  11  of  that 
Treaty  stated— 

**  As  ships  of  war  have  at  all  times  been  pro- 
hibitedfrom  entering  the  canal  of  Constanti- 
nople— namely^  the  Straits  of  the  Dardanelles 
and  of  the  Black  Sea — and  as  this  ancient  regu- 
lation of  the  Ottoman  Empire  is  in  future  to  be 
observed  by  every  Power  in  time  of  peace,  ihe 
Court  of  Great  Britain  promises  on  its  part  to 
conform  to  this  principle." 

The  next  Treaty  bearing  on  the  question 
was  the  Treaty  of  UnMar-Skelessi  be- 
tween Eussia  and  Turkey,  and  dated 
July  6,  1833.  The  secret  Article  of  that 
Treaty  was  in  these  terms — 

<*  The  Sublime  Ottoman  Porte,  in  lieu  of  the 
succour  which  in  case  of  need  it  is  bound  to 
a£ford,  in  conformity  with  the  principle  of  reci- 
procity of  Patent  Treaty,  shall  confine  its 
action  in  fiivour  of  the  Imperial  Court  of  Bussia 
to  dosing  the  Strait  of  the  Dardanelles— that  is 
to  say,  to  not  allowing  any  foreign  vessel  of 
war  to  enter  therein  under  any  pretence  what- 
ever." 

That  GlTreaty  came  to  an  end  in  eight 
years.  The  next  Treaty  referring  to  the 
matter  was  the  Quintuple  Treaty  between 
England,  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Bussia 
on  the  one  part,  and  Turkey  on  the 
other,  and  dated  July  15,  1840.  Article 
4  of  that  Treaty,  after  providing  for  the 


provisional  proteotion  of  the  Straits  of 
the  BosphoroB  and  Dardanelles  by  the 
four  Powers  against  any  attack  of  Mehe- 
met  All,  such  measure  being  considered 
as  exceptional  and  as  adopt^  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  Sultan,  solely  iot  the  pur- 
pose specified,  thus  prooeeaed — 

"  That,  saving  that  exception,  the  Sultan  de- 
clares his  firm  resolution  to  maintain  for  the 
future  tte  principle  inviolably  established  as 
the  ancient  nile  of  his  Empire,  and,  as  long  as 
the  Porte  is  at  ^eaoe,  not  to  admit  any  foreign 
vessel  of  war  within  the  Straits  of  the  Bospho- 
rus and  of  the  Pardanelles." 

[At  that  time  there  was  considerable  dis- 
cussion with  France  as  to  afPiairs  in  that 
part  of  the  world.  France  was  not  a 
party  to  that  Treaty.  In  fact,  she  was 
almost  assumed  to  be  hostile  to  the 
Allied  Powers  in  respect  to  it.  The  Ar- 
ticle went  on  to  say] — 

**  On  the  other  hand,  the  other  contracting 
Powers  engage  to  respect  this  determination  of 
the  Sultan's,  and  to  conform  themselveB  to  the 
principles  above  set  forth." 

An  arrangement  was  effected  by  which 
the  accession  of  France  was  secured,  and 
on  the  13th  of  July,  1841,  there  was  a 
Treaty  between  the  five  Powers  and  the 
Porte,  Article  1  of  which  stated — 

«  His  Highness  the  Sultan,  on  the  one  part, 
declares  that  he  is  firmly  resolved  to  maintain 
for  the  future  the  principle  invariably  estab- 
lished as  the  ancient  rule  of  his  Empire,  and  in 
virtue  of  which  it  has  at  all  times  been  prohibited 
for  the  diips  of  war  of  foreign  Powers  to  enter 
the  Straits  of  the  Dardanelles  and  of  the  Bos- 
phorus, and  that  so  long  as  the  Porte  is  at 
peace.  His  Highness  will  admit  no  foreign  ships 
of  war  within  the  said  Straits.'' 

The  five  Powers,  on  the  other  part, 
''engage  to  respect  this  determination 
of  the  Sultan,  and  to  conform  themselves 
to  the  principle  above  declared."  So 
matters  went  on  until  the  eve  of  the 
breaking  out  of  the  Crimean  War ;  but 
on  October  4,  1853,  Lord  Stratford,  in 
concurrence  with  the  French  Ambassa- 
dor, and  in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
excitement  at  Constantinople,  which 
gave  serious  reason  to  apprehend  an 
outbreak,  of  which  the  Eayahs  or  Euro- 
peans would  be  the  first  victims,  and 
which  would  even  menace  the  Sultan's 
Throne,  the  Ministers  of  the  Porte  shar- 
ing the  alarm,  summoned,  as  did  also 
the  French  Ambassador,  two  ships  of 
war  to  Constantinople.  In  approving 
this  course,  Lord  Clarendon  said,  Sep- 
tember 23,  1853— 
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*' Under  ordixuuy  droamstaiioefy  and  M  longaa 
the  Sultan  doeenot  dedare  war  againat  Buiaianor 
demand  the  presence  of  the  British  Fleet,  we 
must  sorupnlously  obsenre  the  Treat^r  of  1841) 
and  your  fizcellenoy's  original  instruction  in  this 
respeot  remains  in  full  force.  But  when  it  appears 
that  the  UyesandpropertieB  of  British  subjects  are 
exposed  to  serious  danger  and  that  the  Turkish 
Gk>vemment  declares  itself  unable  to  avert  that 
danger,  it  is  dear  that  the  Treaty  has  no  longer 
a  binding  force  upon  us,  and  that  urgent  neces- 
sity suparsedes  its  provisions.  Tour  £xcellenov 
is  thei^ore  instructed  to  send  for  the  British 
Fleet  to  Constantinople,  and,  in  conjimctionwith 
the  Admiral,  to  dispose  of  it  in  the  manner  jovl 
deem  most  expedient  for  protecting  British  in- 
terests and  the  personal  safety  of  the  Sultan; 
and  Her  Majestjr  s  (Government  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Turkish  GK)vemmentwill  without  hesi- 
tation furnish  the  necessary  firmans  for  that 
object." 

Baron  Brunnowy  in  a  note  dated  Sep- 
tember 13,  1853,  Bald— 

**  That  if  it  was  true,  as  he  learned,  that  the 
Sultan  has  summoned  within  the  Straits 
foreign  ships  of  war  while  peace  continued  to 
exist  and  had  not  been  decliu>ed  by  any  public, 
patent,  formal  act  to  be  broken,  he  would  assert 
that  the  Sultan  had  failed  in  an  engagement 
imposed  on  him  by  a  Treaty  which  he  (Baron 
Brunnow)  had  signed,  ana  that  to  his  great 
regret  he  was  bound  at  the  same  time  to  declare 
that  the  British  Government,  by  complying 
with  the  invitation  of  the  Sultan,  contni^  U> 
that  engagement,  without  previous  deliberation 
with  the  other  contracting  parties  had  not  acted 
in  conformiinr  with  the  nrindple  which  the 
Treaty  of  July  13  imposea  on  the  Powers  the 
obligation  to  respect." 

To  this  Lord  Clarendon  replied  on  the 
let  of  Ootober,1868— 

**  That  from  the  dav  on  which  the  Prind- 
palities  were  occupied  uie  Treaty,  in  accordance 
with  its  own  provisions,  has  been  sufl^>ended, 
and  it  rested  with  the  Sultan  and  with  Her 
Majest/s  Government  to  detennine  at  what 
time  and  for  what  purposes  the  British  Squadron 
should  enter  the  Dardanelles. 

''  The  Porte  has  ceased  to  be  at  peace  from 
the  moment  when  the  first  Russian  soldier  en- 
tered the  Danubian  Prindpalities,  and  from  that 
moment  the  Sultan  had  a  right  to  invite  the 
British  Squadron  into  the  Straits,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  a  right  to  send  the 
British  Squadron  into,  and,  if  necessary,  through 
the  Straits. 

^  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  had  called  up  a 
portion  of  that  squadron  not  to  favour  an  object 
on  the  part  of  the  Divan  of  opposing  fresh  ob- 
stades  to  the  work  of  conciliation,  but  exdu- 
sively  from  apprehensions  of  local  dangers  to 
British  life  and  property." 

The  Treaty  of  March  30, 1856,  respeot- 
ing  the  Dardanelles  was  identical  in  its 
proTiaions  with  that  of  1841.  Prince 
Gortchakoff,  in  his  Note  of  October  81, 
1870,    denouncing    the    neutralization 


clauses  of  the  General  Treaty  of  1856, 
said  that — ''  the  so-called  Straits  Treaty 
dosed  the  Straits  only  in  time  of  peace 
to  men-of-war."  The  Treaty  of  March 
18,  1871,  Article  2,  said— 

*<Theprindpleaf  the  dosing  of  the  Straits 
of  the  I^rdanelles  and  Bosphorus,  such  as  it 
has  been  established  by  the  separate  Convention 
of  March  30, 1866,  is  maintained,  with  power  to 
His  Majesty  the  Sultan  to  open  ^e  said  Straits 
in  time  of  peace  to  the  vessels  of  war  of  friendly 
and  allied  Powers,  in  case  the  Sultan  should 
judge  it  necessary  in  order  to  secure  the  execu- 
tion of  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris, 
March  30, 1866." 

It  was  dear  that  the  closing  of  the 
Straits  to  ships  of  war  of  foreign  Powers 
was  only  applicable  to  a  state  of  things 
when  the  Sultan  was  at  peace.  He  was 
not  so  now,  and  therefore  we  were  free 
to  go  up  with  or  without  the  consent  of 
the  Sultan,  and  specifically  for  the  pro- 
tection of  British  subjects  and  property ; 
and  therefore  he  now  asked  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  this  Ques- 
tion, miether  any  adequate  proyision 
had  been  made,  or  would  be  made,  for 
the  protection  of  the  lives  and  property 
of  BritiBh  subjects  at  Constantinople, 
in  the  event  of  any  popular  outbreak  by 
which  they  might  be  endangered  ? 

Eael  GEANVILLE  :  After  the  noble 
Earl  has  answered  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Lord,  perhaps  he  will  allow  me  to 
ask — although  it  is  a  little  irregular — ^if 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  whether 
he  has  received  any  further  information 
either  from  our  Ambassador  at  Constan- 
tinople or  our  Ambassador  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, in  addition  to  that  which  he  gave 
to  the  House  yesterday  ? 

The  Eakl  of  DEBBY:  My  Lords, 
my  noble  Friend  who  spoke  first  has 
only  anticipated,  by  his  Question,  a 
statement  which  I  was  about  to  make  to 
your  Lotdships,  and  that  statement  will 
include  also  an  answer  to  the  subsequent 
inquiry  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gran- 
ville). I  am  not  in  a  position  to  throw 
much  light  on  the  situation  which  was 
explained  to  your  Lordships  yesterday. 
But  I  have  obtained  from  liir.  Layard 
the  terms  of  the  Armistice.  They  are, 
or  will  be,  in  a  few  minutes,  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  will  be  in  your  Lordships' 
hands  to-morrow.  One  condition  of  that 
Armistice  is  that  the  Turkish  Forces 
are  to  evacuate  the  fortifications  men- 
tioned in  it  within  seven  days.  It  is  not 
entirely  clear  to  me,  from  the  language 
used,  what  fortifications  are  included ; 
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but  Mr.  Lajard  ends  hiB  telegram  by  a 
Btatement  to  the  effect  that  the  ''  Turks 
have  oommenoed  the  withdrawal  of  guns 
from  Oonstantmople  lines."  It  would 
seem,  therefore,  as  I  suggested  yester- 
day might  be  the  case,  that  the  advance 
of  the  Russians  has  been  not  in  contra- 
vention, but  in  pursuance  of  the  condi- 
tions which  were  agreed  on,  and  it  also 
appears  that  the  statement  made  by  me 
on  Mr.  Layard's  authority  was  correct 
— ^namely,  that  one  of  the  conditions  of 
the  Armistice  was,  the  abandonment, 
by  Turkey,  of  the  lines  which  protect 
her  capital.  My  Lords,  there  is  no  evi- 
dence that  I  know  of  that  the  Bussians 
intend  to  enter  the  city  itself,  though 
they  have  given  no  assurance  beyond 
those  which  are  before  your  Lordships' 
House,  and  which  are  entirely  condi- 
tional, that  they  would  not  do  so ;  but 
it  is  obvious  that  as  matters  stand  they 
can  do  so  whenever  they  please,  and 
that  Constantinople  is  absolutely  unde- 
fended. Well,  my  Lords,  we  have  to 
consider,  in  that  state  of  things,  what 
are  the  probable,  or  the  possible,  results, 
and  what  steps  it  may  be  our  duty  to 
take.  We  have  various  communications — 
some  very  recent — and  one  to-day  from 
Mr.  Layard,  in  which  he  states  in  strong 
terms  the  danger  that  will  exist  of  dis- 
order and  anarchy  in  the  event  of  a 
Bussian  advance  to  the  cify.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  pubHc  excitement 
in  Constantinople  is  great,  and  that  it  is 
not  likely  to  diminish.  I  am  afraid  I 
must  also  add  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
policy  of  neutrality  pursued  by  us  during 
the  war,  it  could  not  be  expected  that  the 
same  friendly  feeling  should  exist  towards 
us  as  was  formerly  entertained  there, 
and  that  our  influence  there  is  not  what 
it  was  in  former  years.  On  the  one  hand, 
any  disorder  in  the  city  would  be  in  it- 
self a  reason  for  Bussian  occupation ;  on 
the  other  hand,  the  fear  of  such  occupa- 
tion tends  to  produce  disorder.  We  have 
many  British  subjects  there,  many  ves- 
sels under  the  British  flag,  and  many 
interests  of  various  kinds  to  defend; 
and,  after  full  consideration,  we  have 
thoiight  it  right  that  a  detachment  of 
the  Fleet — not  the  Fleet  itself — should 
go  up  to  afford  protection  in  case  of  need 
— ^firet  to  our  own  subjects,  and  next,  if 
it  be  required,  to  others  who  may  be  in 
danger  from  an  excited  population.  My 
Lords,  we  have  been  anxious  in  taking 
this  step  to  avoid  all  appearance  of  me- 

m  JSarl  of  J)0rby 


naoe  or  hostile  demonstration ;  and  we 
have,  therefore,  this  day  communicated 
to  the  neutral  Powers  our  intention  of 
taking  it,  and  invited  them  to  join  by 
a  similar  ]|^roceeding  on  their  part. 
Telegrams  in  this  sense  have  been 
sent  to  Pans,  to  Bome,  to  Vienna,  and 
to  Berlin.  We  have  also  instructed  our 
Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg  to  explain 
the  object  in  view  of  whidi  we  nave 
acted.  I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position 
to  statewhatcoursehas  been  taken  by  the 
other  Powers ;  but  I  know  that  at  least 
one  foreign  Government  has,  within  the 
last  48  hours,  applied  to  the  Porte 
for  a  firman,  empowering  it  to  enter 
Turkish  waters.  My  Lords,  we  are  aware 
that  there  is  a  certain  responsibility  in- 
volved in  taking  this  step ;  but  we  can- 
not forget  that  there  is  also  a  responsi- 
bility which  attaches  to  the  opposite 
course  —  the  responsibility  of  leaving 
undefended  those  whom  we  are  bound 
to  protect  and  whom  it  is  in  our  power  to 
protect  without  difl&culty  or  risk.  My 
Lords,  so  long  as  the  Armistice  was  un- 
signed, so  long  as  military  operations 
continued,  it  was  at  least  open  to  argu- 
ment— and  to  me  the  argument  seemed 
conclusive — ^that  to  send  any  naval  force 
to  Constantinople  was  an  unwise  and 
dangerous  pohcy.  It  might  be  re- 
garded by  the  Turks  as  an  encourage- 
ment to  continue  a  resistance  which  had 
become  hopeless;  it  might  be  taken 
by  Bussia  as  an  act  of  hostility,  or,  at 
least,  of  defiance ;  and  it  might  be  con- 
sidered by  the  people  in  this  country 
as  a  first  step  towards  a  war  which  all 
but  a  very  small  section  would  depre- 
cate. My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  these 
objections  apply  now.  There  is  no 
Turkish  resistance  to  encourage ;  there 
are  no  military  operations  in  which  we 
should  even  seem  to  be  taking  part. 
The  great  issues  of  the  war  are  to  be 
referred  to  European  decision.  The 
crisis  is  not  over ;  far  frt)m  it ;  and  it  is 
possible  that  the  circumstances  may  be 
more  difficult  and  more  grave  than  they 
are  at  present ;  but  matters  have  passed 
into  a  new  phase.  If  this  step  had  been 
taken  unexplained,  or  when  Parliament 
was  not  sittings,  and  prompt  explanation 
was  impossible,  it  might  have  led,  no 
doubt,  to  misconstruction  and  alarm. 
But,  with  the  explanation  I  have  given, 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  be  satisfied 
that  we  do  not  propose  to  depart,  in  any 
respect;  from   our   long -avowed   and 
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steadily  maintained  policy.  In  fact,  if 
we  had  intended  war,  it  would  have 
been,  not  merely  impolicy,  but  madness, 
to  wait  until  the  forces  of  Turkey  were 
crushed  in  order  to  enter  upon  it. 
My  Lords,  we  have  lost  not  a  day — 
hardly  an  hour — ^in  explaining  our  course 
to  Parliament,  and  thereby  to  the  coun- 
try, and  to  Europe ;  and  we  believe  it 
will  not  be  misunderstood. 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  permission  from 
the  Porte  for  the  entrance  of  the  de- 
tachment of  the  Fleet;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  have  issued  any  instruc- 
tions to  the  Admiral,  in  the  event  of 
such  permission  being  refused?  My 
Lords,  in  reference  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl,  Iwill  say  but  a  word 
or  two.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  step 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  is  a  grave  one.  Of  that,  I  repeat, 
there  can  be  no  doubt.  But,  speaking 
on  the  impulse  of  the  moment,  I  wish 
to  express  my  satisfaction  that,  as  it 
has  been  taken,  measures  have  been 
adopted  to  guard  it  by  giving  to  it  as 
much,  as  possible  a  European  character ; 
that  the  object  of  it  has  been  clearly  de- 
fined in  a  friendly  communication  to 
Hussia;  and  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
explained  to  this  House,  and  therefore 
to  the  coimtry,  an  act  of  so  much  gravity 
in  so  perfect  a  tone  and  manner. 

EaklDELAWAEE:  Willmynoble 
Friend  state  what  is  the  duration  of  the 
Armistice  ? 

TheDukbofAEGYLL:  Willmynoble 
Friend  state  the  terms  of  the  Armistice  ? 
I  understand  they  have  been  communi- 
cated to  the  other  House. 

The  Eakl  op  DERBY  :  I  regret  I 
have  not  with  me  the  Paper  containing 
the  summary  of  the  terms  of  the  Armis- 
tice, but  it  will  be  in  your  Lordships' 
hands  to-morrow  morning.  Li  reply  to 
the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend  behind 
me  (Earl  De  la  Warr),  the  duration  of 
the  Armistice  is  indefinite ;  but  if  I  am 
right  in  my  construction  of  its  terms,  it 
may  be  determined  at  the  expiration  of 
three  days.  But  that  is  probably  nothing 
more  than  a  formal  notice.  With  regard  to 
the  very  important  Question  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Earl  Granville),  it  will 
be  in  the  recollection  of  your  Lordships 
that  some  time  ago  we  applied  for  and 
obtained  a  firman  from  tne  Sultan  for 
the  passing  of  our  Fleet  through  the 


Dardanelles.  That  firman,  in  conse- 
quence of  circumstances  which  have 
been  stated  to  your  Lordships,  was  not 
acted  upon ;  but  the  Porte  conveyed  a 
request  tons  that  in  any  future  case  suf- 
ficient notice  might  be  given,  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  any  misunderstanding 
or  confusion  in  the  instructions  to  bo 
mven  to  the  commanders  of  the  forts. 
We  assume  that  firman  to  be  still  in 
existence,  and  have  given  notice  of  our 
intention  to  act  upon  it ;  but  have  not 
applied  for  any  fresh  leave  for  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Fleet. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Fridoif,  Sth  FehriMry^  1878. 

MINUTES.]— SxjppLT—cwwiVfor^  in  Committee 
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QUE8TI0N8. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— BLOCKADE 
OF  THE  BLACK  SEA.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOUELET  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
the  blockade  of  aU  Bussian  harbours  in 
the  Black  Sea  has  been  raised ;  if  so,  if 
he  can  state  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Eussian  Government  to  remove  during 
the  armistice  the  torpedoes  which  have 
been  laid  at  the  mouths  of  the  Danube, 
Odessa,  and  other  blockaded  harbours, 
and  allow  the  export  of  wheat  and  other 
commodities;  and,  further,  if  he  will 
endeavour  to  arrange  with  the  Turkish 
authorities  that  British  vessels  entering 
the  Black  Sea  during  the  armistice  shaU 
be  allowed  to  trade  to  and  from  bellige- 
rent ports  ? 

Me.  BOUEKE:  In  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
state  that  we  have  received  the  terms  of 
the  Armistice  from  our  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  to-day,  and  according  to 
those  terms  it  appears  that  one  of  them 
is  that  the  blockade  of  the  Black  Sea 
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ports  is  raised.  We  hare  also  heard 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Bussian 
Government  to  remove  the  torpedoes 
fix)m  the  mouths  of  the  Danube.  With 
regard  to  the  navigation  of  the  Danube 
generally,  we  have  heard  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Eussian  Government  to 
superintend  for  the  present  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Danube.  With  regard  to 
Odessa  and  the  other  ports,  as  the 
blockade  is  raised,  we  suppose  there 
wiU  be  no  diflBlcul^  for  British  ships 
fi^oing  in  and  out  of  the  blockaded  har- 
bours, and  I  think  that  Answer  will 
answer  the  Question  with  regard  to  the 
export  of  wheat  and  other  commodities. 
My  Answer  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion is  that,  as  the  blockade  has  been 
raised,  there  wiU  be  no  difficuliy  for 
British  ships  trading  with  the  bdlige- 
rent  ports ;  but  upon  all  these  subjects  I 
have  mentioned,  Her  Majesty's  Ainbas- 
sador  at  St.  Petersburg  has  been  in- 
structed by  telegraph  to  communicate 
any  information  which  he  mav  have 
fix)m  time  to  time  upon  the  suojeot  to 
the  Government. 

INDIA—MADRAS— COMMISSION  ON 
THE  SALT  DUTY.— QUESTION. 

Genbral  Sm  GEOEGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  there  is  any  objeiction  to  place 
upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Oommission  on  the  Salt  Duiy  of  the 
Madras  Presidency,  together  with  the 
Correspondence  which  1^  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  that  Commission  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in  reply^ 
said,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay 
the  Report  on  the  Table. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS,  1864   and 
1876— THE  "CALENICK.'»— QUESTION. 

SiE  COLMAN  RA8HLEIGH  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
he  could  state  under  what  Clause  or 
regulation  in  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Acts,  1854  and  1876,  or  by  what  authority, 
did  the  Board  of  Trade  (without  giving 
notice  of  survey  to  the  owners)  sent  their 
principal  shipwright  surveyor  to  Ham- 
Durfl\  and  did  there  cut  up  and  injure 
the  British  sailing  vessel  **  Ualenick,^'  of 
the  port  of  Fowey,  Cornwall ;  and  if  sudii 
survey  was  not  unlawful,  and  contrary 
to  the  Laws  of  this  Realm,  the  said  vessel 
being  in  foreign  waters  ? 

Mr.  Bourh$ 


Sm  CHARLES  ADDTjIRLEY ;  Sir, 
the  CaUniek  was  abandoned  at  sea 
and  broufi^ht  by  salvors  safely  into  the 
port  of  E^burg.  The  Board  of  Trade 
thereupon  instituted  an  inquiry  as  to  the 
abandonment,  and  the  Wreck  Commis- 
sioner adjourned  the  inquiry  in  order  that 
the  owner  might  employ  counsel,  and 
that  a  survey  of  the  ship  might  be  com- 
pleted, which,  with  the  knowledge  and 
without  any  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
owner,  the  Board  instructed  their  prin- 
dpal  shipwright  surveyor  to  undertake. 
The  ship  was  merely  tested  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner,  not  cut  up.  Section  14  of 
the  first  of  the  two  Acts  which  the  hon. 
Member  rightiy  refers  to  wiU  make  it 
clear  to  him  that  there  was  nothing  done 
unlawfully. 

THE  EASTEEN  QUESTION— RUSSIA 
AND  TURKEY.- QUESTION. 

LoBD  ROBERTMONTAGU  askedMr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
he  is  now  able  to  inform  the  House  if  a 
Treaty  of  alliance,  offensive  and  defen- 
sive, has  been  concluded  by  General 
Ignatiew  and  Serva  Pasha  at  Adrianople 
between  Russia  and  Turkey,  and,  wne- 
ther  he  can  state  the  provisions  of  that 
Treaty  to  the  House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Sir,  we  have  no  information 
whatever  of  any  such  Treaty  having 
been  concluded. 

THE  BALTIC  SEA.— QUESTION. 

LoED  ROBERT  MONTAGU  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther communications  have  been  received 
from  the  Cabinets  of  Stockholm  and 
Copenhagen  as  to  designs  of  Russia  and 
Prussia  on  the  Baltic ;  and,  whether  (as 
stated  from  foreign  sources)  Russian 
troops  are  being  concentrated  on  the 
Baltic  and  Danish  troops  have  been 
moved  to  the  land  portion  of  Sleswig? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QQER:  No  such  communications.  Sir, 
have  been  received.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  at  Stockholm  and  Copenhagen 
have  reported  that  there  is  no  foundation 
for  the  rumour  that  Russia  has  sug- 
gested to  Sweden  and  Norway  that  the 
Baltic  should  be  made  a  mare  elatuum 
against  Powers  not  possessing  Baltic 
seaboards,  and  no  information  has  been 
received  with  regard  to  the  movement  of 
troops  to  Sleswig. 
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DEATH  OF  POPE  PIUS  IX.— SimNOS 
OF  THE  CONCLAVE.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  O'OLERY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
,  cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfElairs,  If, 
having  regard  to  the  intelUgenoe  of  the 
demise  of  the  Pope  Pius  IX.,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  would  issue  instruc- 
tions to  the  British  Ambassador  at  Borne 
to  use  his  influence,  in  conjunction  with 
the  French,  Austrian,  Spanish,  and  Bel- 

S'an  Ambassadors,  to  secure  the  invio- 
bility  of  the  Vatican  and  the  free 
exercise  of  the  rights  of  the  Sacred 
College  during  the  Session  of  the  Oon- 
dave  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  have  to  inform  the 
hon.  Gentleman  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
inviolability  of  the  Vatican  and  the  free 
exercise  of  the  rights  of  the  Sacred 
College  during  the  sitting  of  the  Con- 
clave are  in  danger.  When  that  danger 
arises,  if  it  ever  does  arise,  it  will  be 
time  for  Her  Majesty's  GK)vemment  to 
take  the  subject  into  consideration. 

SOUTH   AFRICAN   CONFEDEKATION — 
THE  KAFFIR  OUTBREAK.— QUESTION 

Mr.  a.  MILLS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  any 
recent  intelligence  as  to  the  Kaffir  in- 
surrection has  been  received  by  the 
Government  from  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  the  latest  information  which  we 
have  from  the  Cape  is  contained  in  a 
telegram,  dated  January  15,  which  has 
been  recently  received  from  Sir  Bartle 
Frere.    He  states  as  follows : — 

"  Situation  not  materially  changed  since  last 
week.  Operations  in  progress  in  three  direc- 
tions, under  Colonel  Lcunhert  and  Commandants 
Frost  and  Brabant,  for  supjpressing  Qaika  rebel- 
lion in  colony.  In  snpportmg  Lambert's  opera- 
tions,  Colonel  Glyn,  with  small  force  of  24th 
and  88th,  under  Major  Owen,  defeated  large 
body  of  Gaikas  and  Qalekas,  after  well-conducted 
action.  We  had  only  four  wounded.  No  mate- 
rial change  in  news  from  Natal." 

THE  EASTEEN  QUESTION— THE  AKMIS- 
TIOE— DESPATCH  OF  THE  FLEET 
TO  CONSTANTINOPLE— ENTRY  OF 
THE  FLEET.-QUESTIONS. 

The  Marqitess  op  HAETINQTON  : 
I  wish,  Sir,  to  ask  the  Chancellor  6f  the 
Exchequer,  if  he  will  aUow  me,  Whether 
it  is  in  his  power  to  give  the  House  any 


information  which,  as  I  understand. 
Her  Majesty's  GK)yemment  have  reoeiyed 
as  to  the  conditions  of  the  Armistice,  and 
as  to  the  reported  advance  of  the  Bussian 
troops  to  Constantinople  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Qovemment 
have  received  a  telegram  to-day  from 
Mr.  Layard,  containing  a  summary  of 
the  Articles  of  the  Armistice.  The 
Articles  are  not  given  at  fiill  length,  and 
of  course,  there  must  be  some  important 
points  involved  in  the  details  ;  but  the 
heads  of  the  Articles  given  are  such  as  I 
will  now  read,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House.  The  Papers  containing  them 
wiU  be  laid  on  the  Table  this  evening. 
The  Armistice  contains  10  Articles,  and 
is  between  Bussia,  Boumania,  Servia, 
and  Turkey — ^The  1st  Article  provides 
that  three  days'  notice  shall  be  given 
before  resuming  hostilities.  It  also 
provides  that  Bussia  should  communi- 
cate the  Armistice  to  Montenegro,  The 
2nd  Article  provides  for  the  restoration 
of  any  guns  or  territory  which  may  be 
taken  sSter  the  signature  of  the  Annis- 
tice.  The  Srd,  which  is  an  important 
Article,  contains  the  details  of  demarca- 
tion of  a  neutral  zone  for  Bussia,  Turkey, 
and  Servia.  The  details  are  not  given 
to  us,  but  the  House  will  see  as  I  proceed 
that  the  Article  is  important,  and  also 
that  some  portions  of  the  neutral  zone 
may  be  gathered  from  subsequent  infor- 
mation. The  Article  runs  thus — *  *  Details 
of  the  demarcation,  &c.,  of  a  neutral 
zone  for  Bussia,  Turkey>  and  Servia. 
Most  of  Bulgaria,  Boumeha,  and  Thrace, 
as  far  as  the  lines  of  Constantinople,  and ' ' 
(I  think)  "QtiUipoli,  to  be  in  Bussian 
hands.  No  fortifications  are  to  be  kept 
in  the  neutral  territory,  or  new  ones 
constructed."  ThAt  seems  to  mean  that 
any  fortifications  on  neutral  territory  are 
to  be  dismantled  and  disarmed.  '^  A  joint 
conmiission  is  to  determine  the  line  of 
demarcation  for  Montenegro  and  Servia, 
and  the  Bussians  are  to  occupy  Bourgas 
and  Midia  on  the  Black  Sea  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaiding  supplies,  but  not 
war  material.  4.  Beyond  the  lines  of 
demarcation  the  armies  are  to  withdraw 
within  three  days  of  the  signature  of  the 
Armistice.  5.  The  arms,  &c.,  of  the 
Turks  evacuating  the  fortifications  are 
to  be  sent  by  routes  and  to  places 
specified."  That  is  to  say,  the  Turks  on 
evacuating  the  fortifications  mentioned 
in  the  3rd  Article  are  to  remove  their 
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arms,  Ac.  to  particular  spots;  if  that 
cannot  be  done,  an  inyentoiy  is  to  be 
taken  of  those  which  are  not  remoyed  in 
the  interval,  and  the  evacuation  must  be 
completed  within  seven  days  after  receipt 
of  orders  for  the  purpose.  "  6.  The 
Sulina  mouth  of  the  Danube  is  to  be 
evacuated  within  three  days  by  the 
Turkish  troops  and  ships  of  war,  unless 
prevented  by  ice,  and  Bussia  is  to  imder- 
take  the  superintendence  of  the  naviga- 
tion, and  to  remove  obstacles  in  the 
Danube.  7.  The  Turkic  authorities 
are  to  remain  in  certain  places."  Those 
places,  however,  are  not  named.  The 
8th  Article  relates  to  the  conditions 
under  which  railways  are  to  continue 
to  work;  the  9th  provides  for  rais- 
ing the  blockade  of  the  Black  Sea  ; 
and  the  10th  has  reference  to  charge 
being  taken  by  Bussia  of  the  Turkish 
woimded.  It  is  further  provided,  with 
respect  to  the  Armistice  in  Armenia, 
that  it  should  be  settled  by  the  Bussian 
and  Turkish  commanders  there.  The 
Armistice  commenced  at  7  p.m.  on 
the  31st  ultimo.  The  telegram  ends  by 
saying  that  the  Turks  have  begun  to 
remove  their  guns  from  the  Constanti- 
nople lines.  Now  it  is  quite  evident 
from  that  statement  that,  whatever  may 
have  been  the  arrangements  with  regard 
to  the  neighbourhood  of  Constantinople, 
a  neutral  zone  has  been  declared  whidx 
includes  the  lines  of  Tchekmedje,  which 
protect  Constantinople ;  and,  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  Annistice,  the  Turks 
are  bound  not  to  retain  those  fortresses, 
and  accordingly  are  bound  to  remove — 
and  are  quietly  beginning  to  remove — 
their  guns  and  armaments  from  the 
fortifications  bv  lines  and  to  specified 
places.  That  is  an  important  advance, 
and  it  is  dear  that  the  Bussians,  although 
they  do  not  actuaUy  occupy  any  portion, 
strictly  speaking,  of  the  Turlush  lines, 
have  brought  me  territories  they  have 
occupied  dose  up  to  them.  That,  I  may 
add,  is  entirely  consistent  with  the  state- 
ment which  was  made  yesterday  by  Mr. 
Layard,  which  was  that  l^e  Kussians 
had  occupied  Tchataldja,  because  that  is 
just  outfflde  what  are  properly  called 
the  Turkish  lines.  The  consequence  is 
that,  although  the  Bussians  do  not 
occupy  those  lines  themselves,  they  oc- 
cupy an  outpost  dose  to  them,  while  the 
lines  themselves  are  being  thoroughly 
disarmed.  They  have  the  DOwer,  there- 
fore, at   any  moment,  suojeot  to   the 

2%$  Chancellor  of  the  JExehequer 


necessity  of  giving  three  days'  notice 
of  the  termination  of  the  Armistice,  of 
advancing  on  Constantinople  without 
hindrance.  These,  then,  are  important 
terms,  and  it  appears  to  me,  from  a  care- 
ful comparison  of  them,  that  they 
justify  in  every  particular  tihe  statement 
of  Mr.  Layard.  Of  course,  when  Mr. 
Layard  made  that  statement  he  was  not 
aware  of  the  terms  of  the  Armistice,  and 
was  in  consequence  writing  in  some 
ignorance;  but,  acoordinff  to  the  state- 
ment he  then  made,  the  laots  are  just  as 
he  described  them — ^that  is  to  say,  that 
in  spite  of  the  protest  of  the  Turkish 
commander,  the  Turkidi  troops  were 
compelled  by  the  Bussian  General 
Strogoff  to  evacuate  Silivria,  and  they 
accordingly  did  so  last  night.  That  is 
probable,  as  Silivria  is  on  the  Sea  of 
Marmora,  and  would  be  within  the 
portion  of  territory  which  the  Bussians 
are  to  occupy.  The  second  telegram 
which  I  read  to  the  House  yesterday 
stated  that  the  Bussian  Government  had 
insisted  that  they  should  occupy  Tchat- 
aldja,  and  they  also  insisted  on  the 
abandonment  by  the  Turks  of  the  Tchek- 
medje  lines  as  one  of  the  conditions  of 
the  Armistice,  which  we  now  see  it  is — 
**The  Turks  have  been  compelled  to 
retire  altogether  from  them,  and  leave 
Constantinople  imdef ended. ' '  That  is  the 
position;  and  while,  on  the  one  hand, 
it  completely  justifies  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Layard,  it  disdoses  a  state  of  affairs 
which  must  necessarily  engage  our 
serious  attention.  I  may,  perhaps, 
venture  to  call  the  attention  of  tne 
House  to  one  of  the  Papers  which  were 
laid  upon  the  Table  yesterday.  I  mean 
No.  9  of  the  Papers  on  the  Ai^Eurs  of 
Turkey.  That  contains  a  Copy  of  a 
Memorandum  which  was  communicated 
to  the  Bussian  Ambassador  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  28th  of 
July  last,  in  which  they  say  they 

"look  with  much  anxiety  at  the  state  of 
thinfft  in  Constantinople,  and  the  prospect  of 
the  ousorder  and  bloodshed,  and  even  anarchy, 
which  may  occur  there  as  the  Russian  forces 
draw  near  to  the  capital.  The  crisis  which  may 
at  any  time  arrive  in  Constantinople  may  be 
such  as  Her  Migesty's  Ctovemment  could  not 
OYcrlook  while  they  had  the  means  of  mitigating 
its  horrors.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
fully  determined  (unless  it  should  be  necessary 
for  the  preservation  of  interests  which  they  have 
already  stated  they  are  bound  to  maintain)  not 
to  depart  from  the  line  of  neutrality  which  they 
have  declared  their  intention  to  observe;  but 
they  do  not  consider  that  they  would  be  depart- 
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ing  from  this  neatralityy  and  they  think  that 
Bussia  will  not  consider  that  they  are  doing  so, 
if  they  should  find  themselves  compelled  to 
direct  their  Fleet  to  proceed  to  Constantinople, 
and  thus  afford  protection  to  the  European 
population  against  internal  disturbance." 

The  Government,  I  may  add,  feel  that 
the  state  of  affairs  disclosed  by  the  terms 
of  the  Armistice  which  I  have  just  read 
has  given  rise  to  the  danger  wnioh  they 
then  apprehended,  and  th^  have,   in 
the  circumstances,  thought  it  right  to 
order  a  portion  of  the  Fleet  to  proceed 
at  once  to  Constantinople  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  lives  and  property 
of  British  subjects.     They  have,  at  the 
same  time,  given  notice  of  this  order  to 
the  other  Governments  of  Europe,  and 
have  invited  such  Governments  as  may 
be  disposed  to  do  so  to  join  with  them 
in  that  action.    A  commimication  has, 
of  course,  been  made  to  the  Bussian 
Government  also.    That  is  the  position 
of  a&irs,  and,  without  any  menace  of 
any  kind,  that  is  a  step  which  we  have 
taken,   and  which  we  think  we  were 
bound  to  take.    That  is  the  whole  of  the 
Answer,  Sir,I  have  to  make  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  but  I  trust  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  say  a  word  on  another  matter  which 
arose  yesterday.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  put  a  Question 
to  me  last  evening  which  I  was  at  the 
time  imable  to  answer.    Subsequently 
there  was  a  discussion  in  the  House 
with  regard  to  a  statement  which  was 
made  in  The  Daily  JVews  as  to  private 
and  unofficial  communications  supposed 
to  have  been  made  by  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster, and  which  were  at  variance  with 
the  public  declarations  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   I  have  been  requested  by  Lord 
Derby  to  say  that  the  Turkish  Ambassa- 
dor, having  seen  the  statement  referred 
to  yesterday,    came   to  him    and   has 
authorized  him  to  give  the  most  direct 
contradiction  that  any  private  or  non- 
official  encouragement  had  been  given  to 
the  Turkish  GK)vemment  by  any  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  that 
any  language  had  been  used  to  him 
'  '  which  differed  from  that  which 


ad  been  used  publidy  and  officially. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  OhanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  wiU,  perhaps,  be  kind 
enough  to  say  whether  he  is  able  to 
give  the  House  any  information  upon  a 
matter  to  which  he  referred  yesterday. 
He  stated,  I  think,  that  a  oommunioation 


had  been  made  to  the  English  Ambas- 
sador at  St.  Petersburg,  directing  him  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment to  a  portion  of  the  Memo- 
randum of  July  last,  in  which,  I  think, 
it  was  stated  by  the  Emperor  of  Eussia 
that  the  Bussian  Army  would  not  occupy 
Constantinople  for  the  sake  of  militiu!y 
honour,  but  only  under  necessiiy,  if  such 
necessity  should  arise,  for  the  purposes 
of  war.  I  should  be  glad  to  know  if 
there  is  any  answer  to  that  commu- 
nication ? 

ThkOHANCELLOB  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  No,  Sir ;  no  answer  had  been 
received  when  I  came  down  to  the  House, 
and,  I  believe,  none  as  yet  has  been 
received  to  the  communication  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes. 

Mb.  JOHN  BBIGHT:  May  I  also 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Ques- 
tion. I  understand  from  some  words 
which  he  used,  that  the  sending  the 
Fleet  to  Constantinople  now  is  something 
a  little  different  from  sending  it  there  a 
fortnight  ago,  and  that  it  now  goes  to 
Constantinople,  in  concurrence  with,  at 
all  events,  an  invitation  to,  the  ol^er 
Powers  of  Europe,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  lives  and  property  of  British 
subjects,  and,  of  course,  of  anybody  else 
who  may  be  in  danger.  But  there  is, 
I  believe,  nothing  in  the  Order  about 
keeping  open  the  waterway,  or  that  if 
there  is  any  obstruction  they  should  resist 
it — I  mean  nothing  that  might  be  fairly 
called  in  any  way  an  act  of  war.  Li  put- 
ting a  Question  on  the  subject,  I  presume 
I  am  asking  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wiU  confirm ;  because  I  think 
it  very  desirable  that  nothing  should  be 
said  or  done  that  could  possibly  be  un- 
derstood to  be  an  act  leading  imme- 
diately and  certainly  to  ooimict,  on 
account  of  the  vast  interests  of  this 
country,  which  are  being  played  with 
every  day  by  the  rumours  of  war  that 
are  in  circulation.  Therefore,  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  he  will 
give  the  House  to  understand  that  the 
act  of  sending  the  Fleet  is  a  different 
act,  and  is  meant  to  be  a  different  act, 
to  that  of  a  fortnight  ago ;  and  I  think 
his  answer  may  greatly  relieve  the  minds 
of  many  thousands  of  persons  who  are 
interested  in  a  peaoefm  solution  of  this 
matter? 

Thb  Mabqtjbss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer answers  that  Question,  perhaps 
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he  will  be  able  to  state  whether  any 
oommnnioation  has  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  GKivemment  to  the  Porte  of  a 
different  character  from  that  which  has 
been  made  to  the  other  Powers,  and 
whether  the  consent  of  the  Porte  has 
been  obtained  to  the  despatch  of  the 
Fleet? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  with  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmineham  (Mr.  Bright), 
I  must,  in  the  first  {uace,  enter  my  pro- 
test against  what  is  implied  in  that 
Question — ^namely,  that  the  sending  of 
the  Fleet  a  fortnight  ago  to  the  Darda- 
nelles was  an  act  of  war.  I  entirely  dis- 
sent from  that  implication,  but  it  is  not 
necessary  here  to  enter  into  any  contro- 
yersy  on  the  point.  There  is  no  doubt 
the  present  movement  of  the  Fleet  is  of 
a  different  character  from  that  which 
was  then  contemplated,  because  the  cir- 
cumstances are  different.  The  telegram 
we  haye  sent  to  Admiral  Hornby,  is  as 
follows : — 

"Proceed,  if  possible,  to-moirow  afternoon 
with  the  Alexandra^  Temeraire,  Smftturef 
AehilleSf  Ruby^  and  Salamis  to  Constantinople, 
to  protect  life  and  property  of  Britirii  subjects. 
Mr.  Layard  is  requested  to  ask  the  Porte  to  give 
necessary  orders  without  delay  to  the  forts,  and 
to  procure  further  firman  if  he  considers  it  ne- 
cessary. There  is  already  a  firman  that  gives  u£ 
the  right  to  proceed  thither,  and  our  Ambas- 
sador has  been  told  you  are  ordered  to  proceed 
to-morrow  afternoon,  and  desired  to  communi- 
cate with  you." 

This,  I  think,  also  answers  the  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite. 

Me.  JOHN  BEIGHT :  What  is  the 
date  of  the  tele^m  ? 

The  OHANOELLOB  op  thbEXOHE- 
QTJEE:  It  is  dated  to-day— now.  It 
has  just  gone. 

Sm  JOHN  KENNAWAY:  May  I 
ask  if  direct  telegraphio  communication 
between  this  country  and  Oonstantinpple 
has  been  established  ?  

Thb  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: We  do  not  know. 

Sm  OHAHLES  W.  DILKE :  I  wish. 
Sir,  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  from  what  is  said  about 
Qallipoli,  he  understands  that  the  lines 
of  Gallipoli  are  also  supposed  to  have 
been  abandoned  by  the  Turkish  forces, 
and  whether  they  are  included  in  the 
neutral  zone  ?    I  should  also  like  to  ask 

2%e  MdrquMi  of  SartingUm 


whether  the  remainder  of  the  Fleet  re- 
mains at  Besika  Bay  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  information  he  asks  with  respect 
to  Gkdlipoli.  All  we  are  told  is  this — 
that  the  Srd  Article  of  the  Armistice  de- 
fines in  detail  a  neutral  zone,  and  that 
it  places  almost  the  whole  of  Bulgaria, 
Roumelia,  and  Thrace,  up  to  the  lines  of 
Constantinople  and  Gallipoli,  in  Russian 
hands.  We  also  know  by  another  part 
of  the  communication  that  the  Turks  are 
removing  their  guns  from  the  lines  of 
Constantinople,  as  being  within  the  neu- 
tral zone,  and  that,  therefore,  these  lines 
are  within  tiie  neutral  zone.  We  haye 
no  information  as  to  whether  there  is 
anything  of  that  kind  at  Boulair.  With 
regard  to  the  destination  of  the  rest  of 
the  Fleet,  it  remains  outside,  in  Besika 
Bay. 

liORD  ROBERT  MONTAGU :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  can  give  us  any  information  as  to 
the  breadm  of  the  neutral  zone  ?  Is  it, 
for  instance,  30  miles  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  am  imable  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord.  We  have 
no  details,  and  therefore  it  is  merely  a 
matter  of  surmise.  

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS:  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  put  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Devon  (Sir  John 
Kennaway),  I  may  state  that  the  latest 
intelligence  I  have  from  the  Post  Office 
with  reg^ard  to  Constantinople  is  that, 
direct  communication  being  interrupted, 
the  only  available  route  between  London 
and  Constantinople  is  by  Alexandria, 
Bombay,  and  Fao.  The  message  sent 
to-day  by  Mr.  Layard  reached  us  by  this 
route  in  14  hours. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
THB  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  with- 
drawal  of  the  Amendment  and  the 
division  of  last  night  took  many  hon. 
Members  by  surprise.  He  had  never 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Czar  was  influenced  by 
humanitarian  motives,  and  he  had  never 
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belieyed  that  the  Ozar  was  a  member  of 
the  Sooieiy  of  Friends.  His  opinion 
was  that  the  Bussian  moyement  was  for 
the  purpose  of  aggrandizing  the  Eussian 
Empire  and  extending  Bussian  in- 
fluence, and  he  also  beHeyed  that  the 
British  Empire  was  intended  to  be  the 
main  yiotim  of  the  success  of  that  policy. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped  it 
was  needless  for  him  to  say  that  it  would 
be  his  most  earnest  desire  to  co-operate 
in  every  manner  with  a  Goyemment 
representing  the  united  opinions  of  the 
nations  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  that  it  would  be  ids  course  to  facili- 
tate in  eyery  way  the  placing  of  sufi&cient 
means  at  the  disposal  of  the  Goyemment 
so  representing  the  people  of  Ireland  as 
weU  as  of  Great  Britain.  He  did  not  at 
present  know  the  exact  intentions  of  the 
Goyemment ;  but  whatever  they  might 
be,  he  felt  that  the  prosecution  of  a 
vigorous  and  decided  foreign  policy 
ought  to  be  accompanied  by  more  than 
miGtary  preparations.  He  held  that  a 
vigorous  foreign  policy  could  only  be 
prosecuted  by  Her  Majesty's  Qx)vem- 
ment  when  military  preparations  had 
been  coincident,  strengthened,  and  made 
useful  by  accompanying  measures  being 
taken  to  make  sure  that  domestic  reform 
should  go  hand  in  hand  with  foreign 
defences.  He  was  then  confronted  with 
this  difficulty — he  was  compelled  to 
ask  himself  if  the  position  of  the  GK)- 
vemment  was  the  position  of  a  Govern- 
ment representing  the  people  of  Ireland 
as  well  as  Great  Britain  ?  Had  the  Go- 
vernment done  all  that  lay  in  its  power, 
and  which  was  incumbent  upon  it,  to 
provide  that  in  any  foreign  contingency 
the  declarations  of  the  Government 
should  be  supported  by  the  support  of 
the  loyal,  because  contented,  Irish 
nation  ?  He  had  been  unable  to  satisfy 
himself  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  done  aU  that  lay  in  their  power,  and 
was  indeed  within  tiieir  duty,  to  provide 
that  the  Irish  nation  should  be  under 
obligations  to  supj>ort  them  in  foreign 
affairs  in  return  for  ^ood  government  at 
home.  He  thought  it  a  most  risky  step 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  one 
which  deserved  veiy  careful  considera- 
tion, when  they  found  them  plunging 
into  foreign  measures  capable  of  having 
the  gravest  consequences,  when,  at  the 
same  time,  that  Gbvemment  which 
directly  called  upon  the  Irish  nation  for 
its  money— which  might  call  upon  the 


Irish  nation  for  its  blood — had  done 
nothing  during  its  term  of  office  to  in- 
spire ue  Irish  nation  with  feelings 
which  would  induce  her  to  give  her 
blood  and  money  readily  and  willingly. 
He  would  ask  the  Government  if  that 
most  grave  contingency  did  realize 
itself,  in  what  terms  and  by  what  invo- 
cation could  the  Government  call  upon 
the  Irish  people  for  their  enthusiastic 
and  devoted  support  ?  If  the  Govern- 
ment sent  out  its  recruiting  sergeants 
among  the  Irish  population,  was  it  in 
these  terms  that  they  would  call  upon 
the  manhood  of  Ireland  to  enlist  under 
the  banners  of  the  Empire  ? — "  Oome, 
enlist  and  shed  your  blood  for  the  Go- 
yemment which  has  refused,  and  still 
refuses  even  to  take  into  consideration, 
your  demand  for  the  restoration  of  your 
legislative  independence;  come  and  fight 
for  that  Government  which  refuses  to 
your  brothers  and  you  the  common  right 
of  securing  that  that  which  you  sow  you 
should  also  reap;  come  and  fight  for 
that  Gtovemment  which,  on  the  very  eve 
of  the  declaration  of  this  foreign  policy, 
crushes,  by  a  majority  of  200,  the  strong 
request  of  your  Representatives  to  have 
the  right  of  the  poor  man  in  Ireland 
^aranteed  to  some  extent;  come  and 
nght  for  that  Gbvemment  which  has 
denied,  and  continues  to  deny,  to  the 
Irish  people  the  rights  of  free  educa- 
tion !  '*  [m  a  word,  were  they  to  invite 
the  Irish  people  to  come  and  defend  that 
Government  which,  from  the  first  hour 
of  coming  into  office  until  noW,  had  set 
itself  resolutely  and  tmfalteringly  to  re- 
fuse every  reform,  and  even  to  refuse 
these  reforms  in  tones  of  contumely  and 
insult?  He  could  not  but  think  that  an 
appeal  to  the  Irish  nation  in  these  terms 
— and  he  maintained  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  it  very  difficult  to 
employ  any  other  terms  that  would  bear 
the  test  of  examination — ^was  not  calcu- 
lated to  arouse  the  Irish  nation  to  that 
sense  of  the  glories  and  benefits  of  part- 
nership in  the  Anglo-Irish  nation  which 
he  should  desire  to  see.  He  therefore 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  importation  of  burdens  upon 
the  Irish  people,  or  the  making  of 
calls  upon  the  Irish  people,  when  the 
Government  had  done  little  or  notiiing 
to  deserve  that  these  mandates  should 
be  obeyed  with  enthusiasm,  that  those 
calls  should  be  answered  with  readiness ; 
or,  in  a  word,  that  the  Irish  people 
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should  behaye  in  this  matter  like  the 
loyal  constituents  of  the  Tory  Members 
of  that  House.  It  would  be  hiB  most 
sincere  desire  to  go  heartily  with  the 
Government,  if  only  the  Goyemment 
eyen  sought  to  giye  equal,  fair,  and 
just  goyemment  to  Ireland.  Whateyer 
might  be  the  circumstances  before  the 
country,  and  though  it  were  as  graye  as 
that  which  impended  upon  the  Austro- 
Hungarian  Empire  a  century  ago,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  answer  of  &land 
to  the  Queen  of  Ireland  would  be  as 
enthusiastic  as  that  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Hungary  to  the  Queen  Maria  Theresa. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  Goyem- 
ment appealed  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
in  the  name  of  the  Queen  of  Ireland, 
Ireland  would  make  as  loyal  and  hearty 
a  response  as  the  people  of  Hungary 
did  to  the  Queen  of  Hungary.  He 
need  say  no  more. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  the  ordinary 
Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defraying  the 
Expenses  which  may  be  incurred,  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  of  March  1878,  in 
increasing  the  Efficiency  of  the  Nayal  and 
Military  Services  at  the  present  crisis  of  the 
War  between  Russia  and  Turkey." 

Mb.  EICHAED  said,  he  should  not 
feel  surprised  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  feel  some  impatience  at  the  re- 
sumption of  the  discussion  which  had  al- 
ready taken  up  so  much  time ;  but  tibe 
question  was  one  of  supreme  imjportanoe, 
and  he  therefore  trusted  the  Committee 
would  extend  their  forbearance  to  him, 
as  he  was  the  more  anxious  to  ffive  ex- 
pression to  hiB  views,  because  mey  did 
not  coincide  with  those  of  many  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House 
with  respect  to  the  general  conduct  of 
the  Goyemment  on  this  question.  He 
had  neyer  been  able  to  join  in  that 
strong  and  unqualified  condemnation 
pronounced  in  many  quarters  on  the 
Eastern  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. No  doubt,  some  mistakes  had 
been  committed,  and  it  would  be  strange 
indeed  if,  in  conducting  negotiations  ex- 
tending over  two  years  and  a-half;  and 
dealing  with  matters  of  extreme  diffi- 
culty and  delicacy,  they  had  not  {alien 

Mr,  O'Donnell 


into  occasional  error.  There  was  even 
one  flagrant  mistake,  which  he  (Mr. 
Bichard)  had  always  deeply  regretted — 
sending  so  pronounced  a  partizan  as  Mr. 
Layard  to  represent  them  at  Constanti- 
nople at  so  critical  a  period.  In  saying 
what  he  had,  he  did  not  wish  to  say 
one  word  impugning  the  character  of 
that  gentleman ;  he  belieyed  him  to  be 
quite  incapable  of  sending  false  and 
misleading  information  to  this  country. 
But  those  who  remembered  the  discus- 
sions which  took  place  before  and  after 
the  Crimean  War  would  know  that 
Mr.  Layard  was  most  strongly  anti- 
Bussian  and  pro-Turkish,  and  he  (Mr. 
Bichard)  must  say  that  since  he  had 
taken  possession  of  his  post  at  Constan- 
tinople, he  had  not  attempted  to  disguise 
the  intensity  of  that  partizanship,  and  it 
did  appear  under  such  circumstances 
that  it  was  an  act  of  perverseness, 
amounting  to  infatuation,  to  send  such 
a  man  at  such  a  time  to  such  a  place. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  bound  to 
say  that,  on  the  other  hand,  through- 
out all  the  negotiations  Lord  Derby, 
loyally  and  with  judgment  and  skill, 
had  endeayoured  to  keep  England  out 
of  that  desolating  war  in  the  South-east 
of  Europe.  The  noble  Lord  was  also 
entitled  to  the  credit  of  maintaining  a 
cakn  and  measured  tone  of  language, 
eyen  when  most  of  his  Colleagues  ap- 
peared to  haye  lost  their  heads.  Until 
lately  he  had  been  backed  up  by  some, 
at  least,  of  those  Colleagues ;  for  nothing 
couldhaye  been  more  re-assuring  than  the 
speeches  deliyered  during  the  Becess  by 
IfOrd  Salisbury  and  I^rd  Camaryon 
— ^who  had  raised  himself  immeasurably 
in  the  esteem  of  the  people  of  this 
country — as  well  as  the  speeches  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Home  Secretary.  He  regretted  that  the 
same  tone  had  not  been  followed  in  that 
House.  There  was  a  feeling  abroad, 
howeyer,  that  a  disturbing  element  was 
at  work  which  greatly  counteracted  the 
declaration  of  those  Members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  it  would  be  the  merest 
affectation  to  pretend  not  to  know  that 
that  disturbing  element  was  supposed  to 
be  the  influence  of  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
He  (Mr.  Bichard)  would  not  accuse  the 
noble  Lord  of  any  wish  to  plunge  the 
country  into  war ;  but  he  was  afraid  he 
could  not  acquit  him  of  a  propensity  to 
use  great  swelling  words  calculated  to 
excite  the  feelingt  of  hiB  countrymen 
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and  to  breed  resentment  in  the  hearts  of 
other  coontries.  Still  he  could  not  put 
his  finger  on  any  act  of  the  Ooyemment 
prior  to  the  meeting  of  Parliament  that 
seemed  to  imply  a  departure  from  their 
policy  of  neutrcdity ;  and  if  anyone  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session  had  pro- 
posed a  Motion  of  Want  of  Confidence 
in  them,  he,  for  one,  would  not  have  voted 
for  it.  The  Government  had  stated  that 
they  did  not  desire  war ;  but  their  state- 
ments on  thatpointwouldhavebeen  much 
more  satisfactory  if  subsequent  speeches 
of  Ministers  had  been  less  warlike  andless 
calculated  tonourish  a  warlike  temper  out- 
of-doors  by  means  of  exciting  suspicion 
and  jealousy  of  Bussia.  If  me  Govern- 
ment were  not  for  war,  as  he  trusted 
they  were  not,  was  it  not  rather  an  odd 
thing  that  they  should  come  down  to  the 
House  and  say — ''Express  your  confi- 
dence in  us  as  a  peace  Ministry  by 
granting  us  £6,000,000  for  war  pur- 
poses?" He  judged  the  Ministry,  how- 
ever, rather  by  two  of  their  recent  acts 
than  by  their  statements.  Those  acts 
were  sending  the  Fleet  to  the  Darda- 
nelles, and  then  asking  for  that  Vote  of 
£6,000,000.  There  had  never  been  any 
consistent  intelligible  exj^anation  of 
sending  the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles. 
The  Home  Secretary,  in  his  speech,  had 
passed  over  that  point  by  saying  that 
the  Fleet  had  been  sent  on  account  of 
panic  and  probable  massacre  at  Constan- 
tinople ;  but  if  that  were  the  whole  sig- 
nificance of  the  act,  was  it  likely  that 
Lord  Derby  and  Lord  Carnarvon  would 
have  resigned^?  Indeed,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  careful  to  declare, 
with  special  emphasis,  that  the  British 
Fleet  nad  been  sent  to  the  Darda- 
nelles not  merely  for  the  protection 
of  the  lives  and  property  of  British 
subjects,  but  for  the  protection  of 
British  interests.  A  question  which 
had  been  often  asked  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  side  of  the  House,  but 
which  had  not  yet  been  satisfactorily 
answered*— indeed,  the  Home  Secretary, 
than  whom  no  one  could  make  out  a 
better  case  for  the  Government,  seemed 
seriously  embarrassed  when  he  had  to 
deal  wim  it — was,  what  British  interests 
had  been  threatened  so  as  to  require  the 
sending  of  the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles  ? 
They  had  been  told  at  the  opening  of  the 
Session  by  the  Government  that  neither 
belligerent  had  infringed  the  conditions 
of  neutralitjr  which  we  had  laid  down. 


and  that  the  GK)vemment  had  moreover 
a  pledge  from  the  Bussian  GK)vemment 
not  to  direct  military  operations  against 
Gallipoli,  unless  a  Turkish  force  as- 
sembled there.  Yet,  in  the  teeth  of  all 
that,  and  behind  the  back  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  the  Government  had  de- 
spatdlied  the  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles. 
In  his  opinion,  the  country  had  escaped 
a  great  danger  by  the  firmness  and 
courage  of  Lord  Derby  and  Lord  Car- 
narvon. With  regard  to  the  Vote,  the 
Government  had  been  asked  in  vain  for 
any  dear  and  intelligible  justification  of 
the  demand.  They  were  met  only  by 
the  vaguest  generalities,  and  were 
merely  told  that  the  Vote  was  necessary 
in  order  to  back  up  the  Government  in 
going  into  the  Conjference.  Now,  it  was 
well  known  that  he  had  for  a  long  time 
endeavoured  in  a  humble  way  to  pro- 
mote the  settlement  of  international  dis- 
putes by  arbitration,  and  he  looked  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  there  might  be 
something  Hke  an  International  Court 
of  Appeal;  but  he  should  have  less  hope 
of  the  success  of  arbitration  if  the 
adjudicators  each  went  into  Court  with  a 
loaded  pistol  in  his  hand.  What  good 
could  that  money  do  in  the  Conference  ? 
Could  it  be  thought  for  a  moment  that 
any  of  the  Great  Powers  would  swerve 
from  their  purposes  by  the  knowledge 
that  our  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  this  money  in  his  hands  ?  He  was 
not  at  aU  sure  that  the  effect  might  not 
be  quite  different  to  what  was  assumed, 
and  that  the  other  Powers  of  Europe 
might  not  hesitate  to  make  concessions 
to  our  Government  lest  they  should  be 
thought  to  yield  to  menace.  They  had 
been  told  that  there  was  no  war  Party 
in  the  Cabinet,  or  in  the  country.  If 
that  were  so,  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  vociferous — he  had  almost  said,  the 
ferocious — cheers  with  which  every  allu- 
sion to  the  necessity  of  opposing  the 
alleged  designs  of  Bussia  were  received? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
Balfour)  had  spoken  of  a  "cowardly 
horror  of  war."  Now,  though  he  (Mr. 
Biohard)  did  not  think  he  was  likely  to 
come  within  its  range  any  more  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford,  he  confessed 
to  an  inexpressible  horror  of  war.  Lord 
Salisbury,  in  a  speech  during  the  Recess, 
disputed  the  application  of  the  words 
"  brave  and  generous  "  to  a  Government 
which,  without  necessity,  would  plunge 
a  country  into  war.    These  were  woi^ 
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becoming  a  Ghiistiaii  otateimw.  H^ 
could  honour  and  adnure  a  man  wlio 
sacrificed  his  own  life  and  fortune 
for  what  he  deemed  a  righteous  cause ; 
but  he  had  no  respect  for  men  who  tried, 
by  exciting  appeals  to  their  coun- 
trymeuy  to  arouse  their  passions  and 
hurry  them  into  the  horrors  and  suffer- 
ings of  war,  while  they  themselves  were 
removed  far  &om  danger  and  did  not 
taste  a  drop  of  the  cup  of  agony  which 
they  were  so  ready  to  oflter  to  the  lips  of 
others.  There  was  somehow  a  supersti- 
tion in  this  country  that  if  war  was  going 
on  in  any  part  of  the  world  Enghmd  was 
dishonoured  if  she  did  not  take  part  in 
it.  That  was  the  case  in  the  Italian 
War,  the  American  War,  the  Franco- 
German  War.  .  He  condemned  a  policy 
of  menace;  because,  if  human  nature 
was  not  difESerent  in  other  people 
from  what  it  was  in  ourselves,  the  only 
result  would  be  to  make  them  persist  the 
more  obstinately  in  the  course  upon 
which  they  had  entered.  That  policy  he 
declared  to  have  failed  by  reference  to 
what  had  occurred  in  regard  to  our  re- 
presentations to  Bussia  with  respect  to 
the  Polish  insurrection,  to  Germany  in 
the  war  against  Denmark,  and  in  the 
Civil  War  in  America.  Thousands  of 
men  in  this  country  were  not  employed ; 
thousands  more  could  not  earn  a  scanty 
subsistence  for  themselves  and  their 
families ;  thousands,  as  in  the  case  of 
South  Wales,  would  have  actually 
starved  but  for  the  generosity  of  the 
British  public.  Was  mat  a  time  to  ask 
for  £6,000,000  of  the  people's  money  to 
be  expended  in  armaments  ?  He  believed 
that  no  necessity  had  been  made  out 
for  the  demand,  and  that,  far  from  help- 
ing the  Government  in  the  Conference, 
its  tendency  would  be  to  exasperate  the 
feelings  between  this  and  other  coun- 
tries, and  to  endanger  the  interests  of 
peace.  For  these  reasons,  he  regretted 
to  find  himself  compelled  to  vote  against 
the  Motion. 

The  Marqtjbss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  intended  to  have  ad- 
dressed the  Conmiittee  immediately  upon 
your  taking  the  Chair ;  but  I  was,  un- 
fortunately, absent  for  a  i'^w  minutes 
from  my  place  when  the  Question  was 
put.  It  is  for  that  reason  that  I  now 
address  the  Committee,  though  I  shaU. 
not  stand  long  between  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  addressed  you  (Mr. 
Bichard)  and  uie  right  hon.  G^ileman 

Mr,  Eichord 


the  Member  for  the  Oify  of  London 
rMr.  J.  G.  Hubbard).  [The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  risen  at  the  same  time 
as  the  noble  Lord,  but  had  given  way.] 
I  have  no  intention  of  commenting — at 
all  events  in  a  hostile  spirit — ^upon  the 
important  statement  which  has  just  been 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. I  think.  Sir,  that,  accompanied 
as  it  is  by  the  precautions  which  have 
been  described  to  the  Committee,  the 
step  which  has  been  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  of  sending  a  portion 
of  tiie  Fleet  to  Constantinople  cannot  be 
regarded  in  any  degree  as  a  menace  to 
any  Power,  and  may  be  productive  of 
both  immediate  and  future  advantage. 
It  is  perfectly  possible  that,  as  seems  to 
be  apprehended  by  the  Gbvemment, 
occurrences  may  take  place  in  Constanti- 
nople that  may  render  the  presence  of 
the  Fleet  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
Uf e  and  of  British  interests ;  and  in  ad- 
dition to  that,  I  cannot  help  recognizing 
the  fact  that,  whether  it  be  an  ill-f  oimded 
or  a  well-founded  suspicion,  there  does 
exist  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this 
country  a  very  strong  jealousy  and  pre- 
judice upon  the  subject  of  Bussia  and 
Constantmople,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
it  will  tend  rather  to  cahn  than  irritate 
public  opinion  in  this  country  to  know 
that  the  power  of  Great  Britain,  as  re- 
presented by  her  Fleet,  was  at  hand, 
and  that  her  interests,  whether  it  be  the 
intention  of  anyone  to  assail  those  inte- 
rests or  not,  are  under  the  protection  of 
the  Fleet  in  that  part  of  the  world.  Sir, 
I  desire  only  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
the  Vote  which  is  now  before  us,  and, 
in  doing  so,  I  cannot  conceal  from  my- 
seK — ^I  do  not  think  it  will  be  contended 
that  the  Yote  we  are  now  asked  for  is  in 
any  degree  connected  with  the  step 
which  has  been  taken  with  regard  to 
the  Fleet.  Sir,  I  think  it  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  after  the  withdrawal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster's) 
Amendment  last  night,  the  Government 
did  not  think  proper  to  give  a  short  in- 
terval of  a  few  hours  for  calm  reflection 
and  for  consideration  of  the  changes  that 
have  taken  place  in  the  position  of 
affairs.  Those  changes.  Sir,  I  take  it  to 
have  been  embodied  in  the  intelligence 
which  was  received  and  which  was 
partly  confirmed  yesterday,  leading  to 
the  withdrawal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment.  Now,  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  brought  forward  tibat  Amend- 
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xnent  with  my  enture  ooBomrenoe,  and 
fiuf^Kirted  it  by  reasons  in  which  I  also 
entirely  concurred.  It  is  not  necessary 
that  I  should  go  again  oyer  ground 
which  was  so  ofton  and  so  ably  trodden 
in  the  course  of  the  long  debate  that  en- 
sued on  my  right  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment. But  the  main  ground  that  was 
taken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  the 
ground  that  was  put  forward  in  the 
resolution  itself— namely,  that  we  had 
been  informed  by  Her  Majesty  that  the 
conditions  of  her  neutrality  had  not  been 
infringed;  and  that  we  had  receiyed  no 
information  which  would  justify  a  tem- 
porary departure  from  ihe  policy  of 
neutrality.  I  am  thankful  to  be  able  to 
say,  Sir,  that  that  statement  still  remains 
an  accurate  statement.  But,  Sir,  I  must 
at  the  same  time  admit  that  the  intelli- 
gence which  was  receiyed  yesterday  was 
such  as  to  modify  to  some  extent  the 
position  of  this  country,  and  especiaUy 
the  position  of  the  Goyemment,  not  in  re- 
gard of  that  neutrality  itself,  but  inregard 
of  one  of  the  points  in  which  this  countiy 
is  and  has  been  most  deeply  interested. 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  haye 
always  stated  in  clear  terms  that  a  per- 
manent occupation  of  Constantinople 
by  the  Bussians  would  be  an  eyent 
which  they  would  thmk  it  their  duty  to 
resist.  They  haye  treated,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the  possibility 
of  a  temporary  occupation  in  a  different 
manner.  They  haye  not  stated  that  a 
temporary  occupation  of  Constantinople 
was  one  of  the  contingencies  which  they 
would  feel  bound  to  resist;  but  they 
haye,  I  think,  fairly  pointed  out  to  the 
Russian  Goyemment  uiat  it  would  be  an 
eyent  which,  in  their  opinion,  might 
lead  to  serious  consequences,  and  wmch 
might  render  it  necessary  for  them  to 
take  measures  of  precaution.  Well,  Sir, 
the  intelligence  which  was  receiyed  yes- 
terday certainly  in  no  degree  led  to  the 
supposition  that  the  pledge  which  had 
been  giyen  by  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  on 
more  than  one  occasion  as  to  a  perma- 
nent occupation  of  Constantinople  would 
not.be  maintained.  But  that  intelli- 
gence, I  am  free  to  admit,  led  to  the  ap- 
prehension that  the  Gt)yemment  mi^ht 
be  placed  in  a  situation  of  some  difficiuty 
in  r^^ard  to  that  other  contingency 
which  they  had  pointed  out  to  the 
Bussian  Ghoyemment  to  be  one  which 
they  oould  not  yiew  with  indifierenoe. 


The  information  which  was  receiyed 
early  in  the  eyening,  which  appeared  to 
be  belieyed  by  the  Goyemment — ^infor- 
mation which,  I  am  boimd  to  say,  has 
not  eyen  now  been  altogether  contra- 
dicted— ^no  doubt  led  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  possible  that  an  occu- 
pation— a  temporary  occupation,  of  Con- 
stantinople, or,  at  all  eyents,  what  would 
amount  to  a  temporary  military  occupa- 
tion of  Constantinople,  might  be  contem- 
plated, and  under  these  circumstances  it 
was  impossible  to  deny  that,  looking  at 
the  statement  which  the  Goyemment 
had  made,  looking  to  the  assurances 
which  they  had  giyen  to  the  Bussian 
Gbyemment,  they  might  find  themselyes 
in  a  position  of  some  difficulty  and  some 
embarrassment.  To  that  difficulty  and 
that  embarrassment  those  Members  of 
the  Opposition  with  whom  I  haye  had  an 
opportunity  of  consulting,  do  not  think 
it  would  be  their  duty  to  add  if  they  can 
ayoid  it  in  any  manner.  And,  thinking 
as  we  did,  that  perseyering  in  the  Amend- 
ment moyed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
might  in  some  degree  tend  to  increase 
the  difficulty  and  embarrassment  of  the 
position  in  which  Her  Majesty's  GK)- 
yemment  were  placed,  we  thought  we 
should  consult  our  duty  by  withdrawing 
that  Amendment.  '  I  haye  no  doubt, 
Sir,  there  are  some — there  may  be  many 
— who  will  dispute  the  propriety  of  the 
course  we  haye  pursued,  and  who 
will  condemn  it.  I  can  only  say  we 
acted  under  those  circumstances  to  the 
best  of  our  judgment.  But  I  think  that 
eyeryone  will  admit  that,  haying  taken 
the  course  which  they  did,  and  haying 
arriyed  now  at  comparatiye  unanimity 
upon  this  question,  it  will  be  for  the  ad- 
yantage  of  the  country,  for  the  adyan- 
tageof  the  Goyemment,  and  desirable 
from  eyery  point  of  yiew,  that  adyan- 
tage  should  be  taken  of  that  comparatiye 
unanimity  which  now  preyails,  and  that 
the  good  feeling  and  temper  which  has 
been  manifested  by  the  Opposition 
should  be  turned  to  the  best  account. 
Sir,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  for  such 
a  purpose  as  this  an  interyal  of  a  few 
hours  for  reflection  upon  the  new  posi- 
tion of  affairs  in  which  we  And  ourselyes 
would  haye  been  by  no  means  a  mis- 
take, and  in  no  way  imdesirable.  Now, 
Sir,  I  haye  no  desire  to  draw  from  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  any  premature 
statement  as  to  their  policy  or  intentions 
with  regard  to  this  V ote.    But  whe^  I 
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want  to  point  out  is  that  by  the  oonrse 
they  have  pursued  they  have  invited  us 
to  make  such  a  demand,  and  that  such  a 
demand  has  not  been  in  any  degree  re- 
sponded to  by  them.  They  have  stated 
frankly  and  openly  that  they  invite  the 
confidence  of  this  House;  but  I  main- 
tain that  they  have  not  yet  made  any 
such  statement  as  to  their  views,  their  in- 
tentions, and  their  policy  witii  regard 
to  the  Tote  before  us,  as  would  justify  tJie 
House  in  giving  them  that  confidence. 
We  have  received  as  yet  from  the  Gto- 
vemment  no  guide  or  clue  to  the  policy 
which  this  Vote  is  intended  to  support, 
and  I  think  that  is  a  course  hcurdly 
fair  to  the  House  of  Commons,  to  them- 
selves, or  to  the  coimtry.  The  Go- 
vernment will,  no  doubt,  obtain  this 
Vote  of  Credit— they  will  no  doubt  ob- 
tain what  they  choose  to  consider  a  Yote 
of  Confidence  in  their  policy.  But  I 
ask  of  what  value  is  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence, given  blindly,  and  in  igno- 
rance of  the  policy  tiiey  are  pursuing, 
and  which  cannot  possibly  have,  under 
those  circumstances,  the  undoubted  value 
which  it  would  possess  if  it  were  given 
with  a  full  knowledge  and  understand- 
ing of  their  policy  ?  It  may  be  said  that 
they  have  told  us  what  is  their  policy.  I 
admit  that  there  are  certain  stotements 
which  they  have  made.  They  have  told 
us  their  wishes,  their  aspirations,  and 
their  hopes.  They  have  told  us  that 
their  policy  is  to  maintain  peace ;  that  it 
is  to  bring  about  a  permanent  peace  in 
Europe ;  that  it  is  to  protect  the  interests 
of  Great  Britan  and  to  strengthen  the 
influence  of  England  in  the  Councils  of 
Europe.  But  what  I  contend  is  that 
these  are  all  vague  generaHties,  which 
any  Government — ^no  matter  whatever 
might  be  its  real  policy,  whatever  might 
be  the  course  of  conduct  it  was  pursuing 
— would  be  equally  able  to  employ. 
I  say  that  these  generalities — ^forthey 
are  nothing  more---do  not  constitute  a 
policy;  and  I  further  say  that  to  ask 
from  the  House  of  Commons  and  to  ob- 
tain from  it  a  credit  of  £6,000,000  does 
not  constitute  a  policy.  Why,  surely 
Her  Maje8t3r's  Government  knows — and 
I  hope  all  the  world  knows — that  Eng- 
land can  afford  to  place  at  the  disposal 
of  the  (Government  a  sum  of  £6,000,000, 
or  a  very  much  larger  sum,  in  support 
of  a  policy  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons understands  and  of  which  it  ap- 
proves?   But  it  was  not  necessary,  in 

The  MarjueM  of  Hartingtim 


order  to  support  their  policy,  to  tell 
Europe  and  the  world  that  a  sum  of 
£6,000,000  was  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Gt>vemment.  What  reallv  would  have 
strengthened  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  events  which  may  be  about 
to  take  place,  or  in  the  negotiations 
which  are  about  to  be  carried  on,  would 
have  been  a  Vote  of  Confidence  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  foimded  on  a  real 
knowledge  of  the  policy  they  mean  to 
adopt.  I  have  listened  to  the  long 
debate  which  has  occurred  on  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  '  I  have  heard  the 
speeches  of  many  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  I  must  honestly 
and  frankly  acknowledge  tiiat  up  to  this 
moment  I  have  not  gathered  m>m  any 
one  of  those  speeches  what  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
use  and  disposal  of  this  money,  and 
what  is  the  policy  which  this  Vote  is 
designed  to  support.  I  have  been  able 
to  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment  have  per- 
suaded tiiemselves  that  this  Vote  of 
Credit  wiU  produce  some  miraculous 
effect,  and  that,  being  in  their  possession, 
or,  rather,  at  their  disposal,  without 
having  any  definite  purpose  to  spend  it 
in  any  definite  way,  the  mere  fact  of  this 
Vote  having  been  granted  wiUin  some  way 
or  other  inspire  them  with  a  resolution 
which  they  have  not  themselves  yet 
formed;  that  it  will  restore  peace  in 
some  way  to  Europe  ;  that  it  will  warn 
the  insolent  invader  off  our  interests; 
and  that  it  wiU  strengthen  them  in  the 
Councils  of  the  approaching  Conference. 
I  cannot  help  thmking  that  some  such 
vague  notions  as  these  mjist  have  formed 
themselves  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  I  believe  I  am  speaking 
within  the  recollection  of  the  House  when 
I  say  that  not  one  single  indication  has 
yet  dropped  from  the  lips  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  as  to  the  use  or  the 
purpose  to  which  this  money  is  to  be  put. 
We  have  been  often  told  from  both  sides 
of  the  House  that  we  are  in  a  grave 
crisis  of  the  destinies  of  the  nation.  If 
that  be  so,  as  it  undoubtedly  is,  what  it 
seems  to  mo  is  most  important  is,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  be  guided 
by  a  clear  and  consistent  puipose,  and 
that  the  actions  and  counsels,  as  well  as 
the  words,  of  the  (Government  should 
manifest  what  that  purpose  really  is. 
Whether  their  policy  is  a  policy  of  peace 
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or  a  policy  of  armed  preparation,  I  be- 
lieve that  a  firm  attitude  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  pro- 
duce a  very  great  effect  on  the  proceed- 
ings both  of  Bussia  and  of  o^er  coim- 
tries.  However  wrong  we  might  think 
it  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
go  into  the  Conference  armed,  and  with 
tiie  intention  of  restoring  a  state  of 
things  which  I  believe  is  now  incapable 
of  restoration,  still  I  have  no  doubt  ti^at, 
if  the  Government  of  Bussia  dearlv 
understood  what  was  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment  were  going 
to  pursue  in  the  forthcoming  negotia- 
tions, there  would  be  less  risk  ana  less 
danger  than  now  exists  of  some  xmfor- 
tunate  misunderstanding — less  chance 
that,  without  the  deliberate  intention  of 
either  party,  but  perhaps  from  sheer 
misapprehension  of  each  other's  objects 
and  intentions,  we  may  be  led  into 
perilous  proximity  to  a  warlike  policy. 
1  cannot  nelp  thinking  that,  since  Par- 
liament was  called  together,  there  has 
been  no  such  indication  of  a  clear 
and  consistent  policy  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majeflty's  Government.  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  indicated  an  intention 
of  appealing  to  Parliament  for  additional 
Supplies,  but  the  ground  of  the  con- 
templated demand  was  not  there  stated 
to  be  the  contingency  of  negotiations  for 
peace.  The  oontineency  pointed  out  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  was,  that,  in  the 
event  of  a  prolongation  of  the  war,  the 
conditions  of  Her  Majesty's  neutrcdity 
might  be  menaced,  and  for  that  con- 
tingency it  was  intimated  precautionary 
measures  might  have  to  be  taken.  But 
evidently  at  that  time  negotiations  for 
peace  were  expected  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  negotiations 
were  not  indicated  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  as  the  object  or  the  reason  for 
wnich  the  additional  Supplies  would  be 
required.  The  Vote  was  moved  for 
under  similar  conditions.  Well,  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  were  afterwards 
disappointed  in  the  expectations  they 
had  formed  that  the  terms  of  the  Armis- 
tice would  be  promptly  made  known. 
The  Bussian  troops  were  still  advanc- 
ing, and  the  conditions  of  our  neutrality 
miffht  be  imperilled.  Still,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  aware  that  die 
groxmd  miffht  at  any  time  be  cut  from 
tmder  his  feet,  started  entirely  new  rea- 
sons for  asking  for  the  Vote  of  Credit. 
For  the  first  time  he  brought  forward  in 
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his  speech — ^no  doubt  to  the  astonish- 
ment of  those  who  sit  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  as  well  as  of  those  who  sit  on 
this — ^the  new  ground  that  the  additional 
Supply  would  be  required  in  order  to 
enable  the  <ji^ovemment  to  go  into  tJie 
approaching  Conference  with  the  voice 
of  a  united  people.  Well,  I  say,  if  that 
w^e  the  real  ground  on  wmch  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  askinff  for 
this  Vote,  it  is  one  which  ought  to  have 
been  stated,  and  would  have  been  stated 
if  it  had  occurred  to  them,  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  or  in  the  speeches  made  during 
tiie  debate  on  the  Address.  It  appears 
to  me  that,  in  the  putting  forward  of 
these  varying  and  insufficient  grounds 
for  that  appeal  to  the  liberality  of  Par- 
liament, there  is  no  indication  of  that 
dear  and  consistent  purpose,  that  firm 
resolution,  which  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  demand  from  the  Government 
at  a  ciisis  so  grave  as  this  has  been  pro- 
perly described  to  be.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  attach  so  little  importance  to  the 
want  of  Constitutional  precedent  for  the 
course  the  Government  are  taking  as 
has  been  shown  by  some  hon.  Members 
who  have  addressed  the  House  on  this 
side.  I  should  have  thought  that  the 
Conservative  Party  and  a  Conservative 
Gt>vemment  would  have  hesitated  before 
they  recommended  to  Parliament  a 
course  which,  in  the  financial  or  in  the 
political  history  of  the  country,  is  with- 
out any  precedent.  But,  Sir,  it  is  not 
on  mere  grounds  of  Constitutional  or 
Parliamentary  practice  that  I  attach 
such  importance  to  the  fact  that  the 
Government  have  not  been  able  to  pro- 
duce any  Constitutional  precedent  for  the 
course  Uiey  are  adopting.  I  think  there 
is  a  great  and  important  principle  at 
the  root  of  the  precedents  which  have 
hitherto  prevailed,  and  which  have  not 
been  followed  on  this  occasion.  That 
principle,  which  is  now  absent,  appears 
to  me  to  be  this — ^that,  whenever  in 
former  times,  a  Government  has  ap- 
pealed to  Parliament  for  a  Vote  of 
Credit,  or  for  Supplies  beyond  the  or- 
dinary Estimates  of  the  year,  it  has 
been  in  order  to  support  some  policy 
which  has  been  formed  and  declared. 
If  the  Government  had  told  us  what 
they  wanted  the  Vote  for,  if  they  had 
told  us  that  they  contemplated  sending 
out  an  expeditionary  force,  or  that  they 
contemplated  increasing  the  number  of 
men,  or  the  efficiency  of  our  transport 
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servioe,  or  for  providing  fdrther  stores — 
if,  in  fact,  they  had  wanted  it  for  imme- 
diate use,  then,  although  the  policy  of 
their  intention  might  be  a  matter  for  de- 
bate, yet  the  Constitational  charaoter  of 
the  step  they  were  taking  would  not  be 
open  to  question.  But  when  we  are  told 
that  this  money  is  wanted,  perhaps,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated,  not 
to  be  spent  in  any  way,  but  if  spent  at 
all  to  be  spent  in  some  way  or  other 
which  we  are  not  told  of,  in  supporting 
some  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment which  is  not  yet  formed,  or  if 
formed  cannot  be  avowed,  the  case  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  completely  altered. 
We  are  told  that  this  question  is  one  of 
Confidence  in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Confidence,  I  ask,  in  what 
policy  ?  They  have  told  us  themselves 
that  larger  issues  are  opening  out  than 
any  which  were  contemplated  at  the  time 
that  what  has  been  called  the  charter  of 
their  policy,  contained  in  the  Despateh 
of  the  6th  of  May  last  year,  was  £rawn 
up.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  told  us  that  the  key-stone  of  South- 
eastern Europe  is  being  removed,  and 
he  spoke  of  the  sweepine  conditions 
which  were  the  bases  of  the  preli- 
minaries of  peace ;  and  the  Home 
Secretary  pointed  out  to  ih.e  House 
that  no  settlement  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion would  be  worth  having  if  it  were 
not  permanent.  The  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  also  admitted  that  eveiything 
had  been  changed  since  the  Conference 
separated  last  ysar.  Well,  issues  such 
as  these  having  been  raised  and  changes 
of  this  kind  having  happened  since  last 
year,  it  is  useless  to  tell  us  that  the 
charter  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  still  that  co^itained  in  Uie 
Despatch  of  tiie  6th  of  May,  and  that 
they  are  goin^  into  the  Conference  with 
no  other  question  than  that  of  preserving 
a  watchful  attitude  over  Hie  interests  of 
this  country  in  Egypt,  the  Suez  Canid, 
the  Straite  of  the  Dardanelles  and  the 
Bon>horus,  and  at  Constantinople.  What 
we  have  got  to  do — what  Her  Majesty's 
€K>vemment  will  have  to  do — at  ihe 
Conference  is  to  assist  at  the  revision 
from  top  to  bottom  of  the  settlement 
made  in  1856.  That  was  partly  done 
even  before  the  outbreak  of  war,  when 
the  Great  Powers  of  Europe  declined  to 
interfere,  although  fiilly  entitled  under 
their  Treaty  rights  to  do  so,  had  they 
thought  fit  to  take  that  course,  between 
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BuBsia  and  Turkey.  And  it  has  been 
more  completely  done  by  the  events  of 
the  war.  What  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, tiderefore,  have  to  consider  is,  not 
whether  the  Ottoman  Empire  is  to  be 
replaced  in  the  position  in  which  it  was 
before  the  outbreak  of  the  war — ^that  is 
an  impossibility — ^but  how  they  may  best 
assist  in  the  ordering  and  settlement  of 
those  nationalities  which,  more  or  less, 
have  already  taken  the  place  of  what 
was  the  Ottoman  Empire.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are,  as  1  have  already  said, 
not  unaware  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
issues  before  them ;  but  what  I  maintain 
that  they  have  not  done  yet — and  I  do 
not  complain  so  much  that  they  have  not 
done  it — is  to  give  us  a  single  indication 
of  the  spirit  in  which  they  are  going  to 
approaon  the  great  task  before  them. 
What  I  do  complain  of  is,  that  they 
should  ask  us  to  give  them  a  Yote  of 
Confidence  in  their  policy  —  a  policy 
which  they  have  not  told  us,  and  whidi, 
in  the  absence  of  any  declaration  on 
their  part,  it  is  impossible  that  we  should 
know,  and  therefore  utterly  impossible 
that  we  should  be  able  to  approve.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  have  been  wrong  in  the  way 
in  which  they  have  approached  Parlia- 
ment, and  that,  to  use  a  very  homely 
expression,  it  seems  to  me  that  they 
have  put  the  cart  before  the  horse.  A 
Tote  of  Money  miffht  have  been  very 
usefiil  as  showing  mat  the  House  was 
prepared  to  support  a  dearly-defined 
pohcy,  announced  to  be  that  which  was 
to  guide  the  Government  in  the  ap- 
proaching deliberations  of  the  Powers  of 
Europe ;  but  such  a  Vote  cannot  of  itself 
make  a  poUcy,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  one  in  reference  to 
this  question  is  open  to  doubt.  But 
although  it  seems  to  me  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  approached 
Parliament  in  a  wrong  way  and  at  a 
wrong  time,  and  although  I  think  tJiey 
would  have  done  better  had  they  waited 
before  proposing  this  Vote  until  tiiey 
had  formed  some  definite  resolution  with 
regavd  to  some  definite  course  of  con- 
duct, I  am  not  in  existing  circumstances 
disposed  to  refuse  them  the  Vote  whioh 
they  ask  at  our  hands.  After  \hQ  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  gave  Notice  of  this 
Vote,  I  stated  some  of  the  reasons  that 
would  induce  me  to  oppose  it.  I  then 
thought  that  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  proposed 
before  the  conclusion  of  the  war,  would 
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inevitablyraiBe  ezpeotattons  in  tiie  minds 
of  the  Tnrldflh  Government  and  people 
whioli  could  not  be  realized,  and  wluch 
it  would  be  nnfiair  to  excite.  I  objected 
to  it  as  lonff  as  there  coxdd  be  any  hope 
in  the  min£  of  the  Turkish  GK)yemment 
of  assistance  from  England  which  we 
were  |>reclnded  from  giving  them.  I 
also  objected  to  the  Vote  so  long  as  there 
was  any  doubt  on  the  point  of  peace  or 
war  in  the  minds  of  any  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Mimsters,  and  on  this  point  I 
may  say  that  strong  language  hais  been 
nsed  on  this  subject ;  but  that  it  is  with- 
in the  knowledge  of  every  hon.  Member 
in  this  House  mat,  righuy  or  wrongly, 
at  one  time  or  another,  it  was  supposed 
that  some  Members  of  the  Ministry,  and 
among  the  rest  Lord  Beaconsfield,  were 
less  averse  than  others  of  the  Ministry 
to  a  policy  which  must  inevitably  end 
in  war.  In  reference  to  this  matter,  the 
Secretary  for  War  the  other  day,  in  ex- 
tremely strong  language,  repudiated  such 
an  intention  on  thepart  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  and  said  the  insinuation  or  charge 
that  the  Prime  Minister  desired  to  plunge 
the  country  into  war  was  to  impute  to 
him  a  criminal  state  of  mind.  I  have 
not  questioned  that  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Doubtless,  an 
intention  to  lead  the  country  into  war 
recklessly  and  to  no  purpose,  would  be  a 
criminal  one.  But  whoever  attributed 
that  to  the  Prime  Minister,  or  supposed 
that  he  desired  recklessly  and  without 
any  reason  to  plunge  ihe  country  into 
war?  Whatever  may  have  been  im- 
puted to  the  Prime  Minister,  what  was 
assumed  was  that  the  Ministers  to  whom 
I  have  referred  believed  that  the  changes 
which  were  going  on  in  South-eastern 
Europe  were  so  likely  to  be  prejudicial 
to  the  honour  and  to  the  interests  of  this 
country,  that  they  mieht  think  it  right 
and  necessary  to  take  such  steps  as 
might  lead  us  into  war.  What  we  ap- 
prehended was  that  the  Prime  Minister 
and  other  Members  of  the  Cabinet  did 
take  that  view,  and  were  not  xmwiUing 
that  rather  than  leave  the  struggle  to 
be  fought  out  between  Eussia  and 
Turkey,  this  country  should  take  part  in 
it.  That,  in  my  opinion,  would  have 
been  an  utterly  mistaken  policy ;  but  I 
say  that  it  is  not  accurate  that  we  im- 
puted to  certain  Gentlemen  such  a  desire, 
or  that  in  attributing  such  a  policy  to 
the  Prime  Minister  we  were  im- 
puting to   him   a  criminal  intention. 


l%e  imputation  tiiat  Hw  Majesty's 
Government,  and  most  of  all  the  Prime 
Minister,  have  been  actuated  by  an  in- 
tention to  involve  this  country  in  war 
has  been  repudiated  with  such  vehe- 
mence—-perhaps  with  such  unnecessary 
vehemence  of  language — that  we  are 


bound  to  accept  the  explanation ;  and  I 

—   iiii  -■      ■ 

agree  to  tnis  Vote  Vi&out  increasing 


cannot  hek 


Help  tninking  that  we  may  now 
to  tnis  Vote  witiiout  increasing 
the  hopes  of  those  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  who  were  regarded  as  being 
less  inclined  than  others  to  a  warlike 
policy.  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  near 
me  has  already  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  result  of  this  vote  may  have  the 
effect  of  strengthening  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  endeavouring 
to  do  their  beet  to  secure,  rather  than 
restrict,  as  he  feared  it  might  do,  &e 
liberties  of  the  people  of  the  different 
nationalities  formerly  imder  Turkish 
dominion ;  and  I  hope  that  before  this 
discussion  closes,  we  shall  have  some 
stronger  assurance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  point  than  we  have 
yet  had.  Of  all  the  speeches  which  have 
been  delivered  in  tiie  course  of  this  de- 
bate on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that 
which  gave  me  the  greatest  satisfaction 
to  listen  to  was  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Cobnel  Stanley).  He 
certainly  did  not  speak  with  the  autho- 
rity of  a  Cabinet  Minister ;  but  I  cannot 
help  remarUng  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  is  closely  connected  with  one 
who,  of  fdl  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, will  be  the  most  responsible,  per- 
haps, for  the  course  that  may  be  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  ap- 
proaching Con&renCe.  If  the  sentiments 
which  were  expressed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  are  those  of  the 
Cabinet,  they  show  that  there  is  at  least 
some  sympathy  felt  by  the  Government 
for  the  future  condition  and  for  the  hopes 
and  aspirations  of  these  Christian  nation- 
alities. I  regret  that  similar  statements 
have  not  as  yet  been  more  clearly  ex- 
pressed by  other  Membersof  the  Cabinet ; 
but  if  those  sentiments  do  really  express 
the  real  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, then  some  of  the  gravest  fears 
which  were  entertained  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  in  opposing  this  Vote  wm  be  at 
all  events  much  dmiinished.  These  rea- 
sons induce  me  to  modify  the  objections 
which  I  entertained  to  the  Vote  which 
you  now  ask.    I  have  admitted  that  the 
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oiroumstances  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
GK)Y6mment  find  themselves  at  present 
are  probably  diffioult  and  embarrassing. 
I  believe  it  may  be  represented,  I  know 
it  is  represented,  that  by  resistance  to 
this  Vote,  a  Vote  which  is  asked  for  on 
the   responsibility    of    Her   Majesty's 
Government,  which  they  say  they  re- 
.  quire,  although  we  do  not  know  for 
what  purpose  or  with  what  object — ^I 
know  that  it  has  been  represented  that 
by  opposing  this  Vote  we  are  adding  to 
the  dif&culty  and  embarrassment  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and,  therefore, 
although  I  much  regret  the  fact  that  the 
Vote  has  been  proposed,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  have  no  intention  to  take 
part  in  opposing  it.    I  hope  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  not  regard  this 
announcement  on  our  part  as  warranting 
them  in  proceeding  with  haste  or  pre- 
cipitancy.   On  the  contrary,  I  think  the 
guarded    statement    which   was   made 
earlier  in  the  evening,  as  to  their  in- 
tended action,  shows  that  they  have  no 
wish  to  act  in  a  hurried  manner.  I  trust 
they  will  not  forget  that  England  and 
Eussia  are  not  the  only  countries  inte- 
rested in  this  great  question,  and  that 
they  will  continue  to  act,  if  it  may  be, 
in.  concert  with  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe.    This  Vote,  if  it  be  granted, 
will,  without  doubt,  increase  the  respon- 
sibilities of  Her  Majesty's  (Jovemment, 
and  I  cannot  admit  ihat  it  will  diminish 
— on  the  contrary,  it  will  increase — the 
responsibility   of   Parliament.    It  will 
not  be  less,  but  it  will  be  all  the  more 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  watch  the  con- 
duct of  the  Gk)vemment ;  to  judge  not 
of  its  professions,  but  its  acts ;  to  give  it 
with  all  its  might  an  approval,  if  it  is 
able  to  approve,  of  its  policy;  and  to 
oppose  equally  with  all  its  might,  and 
by  all  means  in  its  power,  any  course  of 
conduct  that  tends  to  involve  this  country 
needlessly  and  unnecessarily  in  a  policy 
of  war. 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Sir,  I  need  not  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  has  been  with  very 
great  satisfaction  that  I  have  listened 
to  his  views  and  to  the  two  announce- 
ments which  he  has  felt  himself  able  to 
make.  It  has  been  with  great  satisfac- 
tion that  I  have  listened  to  his  state- 
ment that  he  is,  on  the  whole,  satisfied 
with  the  action  which  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  have  thought  it  right  to  take 
at  the  present  moment.    I  ako  listened 
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with  satisfaction  to  his  announcement 
that  it  is  not  his  intention  to  oppose  any 
further  the  Vote  which  we  have  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  conduct  of 
the  noble  Lord  has  been  in  these  re- 
spects such  as  we  might  have  antici- 
pated from  him.  He  has  taken  a  view 
which  I  think  any  noble  Lord  or  right 
hon.   Gentleman  holding  the  very  re- 

rosible  position  which  he  holds  in 
House  would,  under  the  circum- 
stances, have  felt  himself  bound  to  take, 
unless  there  had  been  some  very  strong 
reason  indeed  for  his  dissenting  from 
the  course  which  the  Qt>vemment  pro- 
pose. I  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  those 
two  assurances;  but  I  thank  him  not 
the  less  for  the  general  tone  and  spirit 
of  the  remarks  in  which  he  has  expressed 
his  opinion  as  to  the  general  conduct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  in 
which  he  has  also  expressed  his  wish 
for  some  further  information  with  re- 
gard to  our  policy.  And  I  feel  sure 
that  though  it  may  not  be  in  my  power 
to  five  to  the  noble  Lord  as  complete 
and  full  an  answer  to  all  the  points  he 
has  raised  as  I  should  do  if  it  was  con- 
sistent with  my  position,  although  it 
may  not  be  in  my  power  to  answer  cate- 
gorically every  Question  which  he  and 
some  others  have  asked ;  yet  I  believe 
we  shall  be  judged  in  the  same  £:ank 
and  kindly  spirit  as  that  which  has  in- 
duced the  noble  Lord  to  arrive  at  the 
conclusion  that  he  has  arrived  at.  And, 
for  my  own  part,  I  will  promise  to  speak 
as  frankly  as  I  can  in  answer  to  points 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  raised.  I 
think  I  understand  the  position  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  this — that  he  asks  us 
two  Questions  which  may  be  considered 
to  be  the  governing  Questions  of  his 
speech.  He  asks  us,  in  the  first  place, 
what  is  the  policy  which  this  Vote  in- 
volves ;  and,  in  tiie  second,  what  is  the 
use  which  we  propose  to  make  of  the 
money  we  are  asking  for  should  it  be 

Cted?  Well,  no  more  reasonable 
(tiong  could  be  asked,  and  I  shall  be 
most  ready  to  answer  them  as  far  as  it 
is  in  my  power.  With  regard  to  the 
policy  which  the  €K>vemment  desire  to 
support,  we  have  already  indicated  it 
mudi  more  clearly  than  ^q  noble  Lord 
seems  disposed  to  give  us  credit  for ;  but 
I  will  endeavour  to  repeat  it  in  a  few 
words.  We  recognize,  of  course,  the 
very  great  change  which  has  occurred  in 
the  European  system  in  Qonse^uence  of 
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the  war  which  has  now,  we  trust,  termi- 
nated. We  also  recognize  the  fact  that 
questions  have  now  to  be  settled  of  the 
largest  character,  the  decision  of  which 
will  amount  to  a  re-oonstruction  of  the 
whole  system  of  South-eastern  Europe. 
We  consider,  further,  that  in  the  discus- 
sion of  those  changes,  and  in  the  settle- 
ment and  re-construction  which  must 
follow,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  England  to 
take  her  part  for  two  reasons  and  on  two 
different  principles.  In  the  first  place, 
England  is  entitled,  and  is  bound  by  her 
duty  to  herself,  to  have  a  care  that  in 
the  arrangement  made  those  interests 
which  she  is  bound  to  guard  are  not  in- 
juriously affected;  and,  in  the  second, 
she  has  a  right  to  daim,  and  feels  it  her 
duty  to  claim,  her  place  in  the  Council 
of  Nations,  in  order  to  give  effect  to 
those  views  which  she  thinks  it  right  to 
support  in  respect  of  the  general  re- 
construction of  South-eastern  Europe. 
Now,  what  are  the  views  with  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  enter 
into  the  Conference  ?  I  wOl  not  enter 
too  much  into  detail ;  but  there  are  at 
least  three  points  to  which  we  think  we 
ought  to  pay  considerate  attention.  In 
the  first  plcu^e,  it  is  a  matter  of  serious 
importance  to  us  that  the  navigation  of 
the  Straits  and  the  access  to  the  Black 
Sea  should  be  so  regulated  as  that  there 
may  be  perfect  freedom  of  commerce  in 
that  sea.  In  this  respect  we  are  not 
seeking  restrictions,  but  freedom.  What 
may  be  the  best  regulations  to  be 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  passage  of 
vessels  of  war  is  a  question  which  is 
fairly  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Conference.  I  think  that  we  should  be 
doing  wrong  if  we  were  to  attempt  to 
lay  down  in  our  own  Parliament  before- 
hand what  should  be  the  particular  ar- 
rangement which  we  should  be  prepared 
to  stand  by,  and  insist  upon.  I  think  we 
should  be  in  a  false  position  if,  at  the 
outset,  we  went  into  the  Conference  with 
matters  of  that  kind,  so  to  speak,  ''cut 
and  dried,"  and  proclaiming  a  policy 
which,  after  all,  might  prove  not  to  be 
the  one  most  easily  accommodated  to  the 
general  feelings,  wishes,  and  interests  of 
those  with  whom  we  shall  have  to  con- 
fer, and  whose  position  we  shall  have  to 
consult.  But  this  we  may  lay  down 
with  absolute  certainhr — that  whatever 
is  the  arrangement  which  ought  to  be 
made,  it  should  be  one  that  wUl  ren- 
der it  impofsible  for  any  single  Power 


to  close  up  the  entrance  to  the  Black 
Sea.  We  have  heard  something  said 
about  the  advantages  which  Eussiamay 
have  in  the  admission  of  her  own  vessels 
into  a  sea  which  is  of  such  importance  to 
her  as  the  Black  Sea  imdeniably  is.  I 
have  heard  language  used  out-of-doors, 
and  even  in  this  House,  which  has 
given  an  impression  that  there  is  not 
now  commercial  freedom  in  the  Blcu^k 
Sea.  Now  that  is  not  the  case.  Under 
the  present  arrangement  there  is  perfect 
freedom.  But  it  is  possible  that  those 
who  speak  rather  hastily  on  that  subject 
may  have  even  now  a  sort  of  recollec- 
tion, or  may  have  heard  of  a  time,  when 
access  to  the  Black  Sea  was  anything 
but  free ;  when  access  to  the  Black  Sea 
was  perfectly  prohibited  by  the  Turks, 
because  they  had  the  key  of  the  Straits, 
and  no  vessels  of  commerce  belonging  to 
foreign  nations  were  to  be  admitted  at 
all.  At  that  time,  the  Black  Sea  was 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  Turkish 
lake,  into  which  no  vessels  belonging  to 
foreign  Powers  could  sail.  From  time 
to  time  one  restriction  after  another  was 
taken  off,  until  at  length  we  arrived  at 
the  present  system  of  free  access  to  that 
important  sea.  One  of  the  great  influ- 
ences, one  of  the  great  levers  which  has 
broken  up  that  commercial  restricted- 
ness  has  been  the  power  of  Bussia ;  but 
supposing  that  now,  after  the  change 
has  taken  place,  either  Bussia  her- 
self should  become  possessed  of  the 
complete  command  oi  the  Bosphorus 
and  the  Dardanelles,  or  should  be- 
come virtually  the  mistress  of  them 
through  some  other  Power — the  Porte, 
or  anybody  else^supposing  that  Bussia 
obtained  the  complete  command  of  the 
access  to  these  important  waters,  and 
supposing  that  Bussia  should,  for  any 
reason,  claim  to  adopt  a  protective  po- 
licy, xmdoubtedly  she  might  cripple  in  a 
most  mischievous  and  prejudicial  manner 
the  whole  commercial  world,  including, 
of  course,  the  commerce  of  this  country, 
which  we  should  feel  to  be  a  serious 
injury  to  ourselves.  Therefore,  I  say, 
that  among  the  arrangements  we  have 
to  make,  it  will  be  a  matter  of  serious 
importance  and  serious  consequence  to 
the  English  Bepresentatives,  that  they 
should  endeavour  to  prevent  any  arrange- 
ment being  made  which  would  dose  the 
Black  Sea  against  commerce.  Then, 
again,  there  is  another  point.  I  stated 
the  other  day  that  in  looking  at  the 
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great  strengtli  of  the  British  Empire  we 
must  consider  what  are  its  points  of 
weakness.    I  stated — and  I  think  the 
observation  has  been  accepted  by  othws, 
and  must  not  bd  forgotten — ^that  per- 
haps her  principal  point  of  weakness 
consisted  in  the  length  of  the  communica- 
tions between  the  different  parts  of  the 
Empire;  and  I  pointed  out  then,  and 
would  point  out  again,  that  it  is  of  great 
consequence  to  England  that  in    any 
arrangements  that  are  made  there  shoula 
be  as  little  as  possible  of  a  threat  held 
out  on  the  flank  of  our  communication 
with  India  and  the  East  through  Egypt. 
I  do  not  like  to  go  Tery  minutely  into  a 
question  of  that  sort,  and  I  think  I  have 
said  enough  to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord 
when  I  say  that  that  wUl  also  be  a  serious 
point  for  me  consideration  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatiye  of  England  in  the  settlement  of 
these  questions.    WeU,  there  is  another 
naatter  before  us,  and  it  is  one  not  of  so 
simple  a  character  as  the  two  I  have 
mentioned,  or  as  some  people  appear  to 
have  imagined.  It  is  of  great  importance 
to  us,  as  it  is,  I  beKeve,  to  all  the  civilized 
world,  that  a  fair  and  probably  durable 
settlement  should  be  made  of  &e  condi- 
tion of  the  countries  which  are  about  to 
be  re-organized.  Well,  now,  that  may  be 
made  in  a  great  number  of  ways,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  altogether  wrong  to 
enter  now  into  a  controversy  in  which 
others  must  take  a  part,  on  a  subject  in- 
volving the  interests  of  others  as  well 
as    our  own,   or  to   consider   it   here 
minutely,   or  in  anything  like   detail. 
But  I  wish  to  repudiate  with   all  the 
energy  I  can  command  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  thrown  out  several  times 
in  this  debate,  and  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred,   ihat  there  is  any 
desire  on  our  part  to  cripple  or  fetter  the 
extension  of  iree  and  good  government 
to  the  Bulgarian  and  the  other  COiristian 
populations  of  Turkey.    I  Kstened  with 
astonishment  to  the  imputations  which 
have  been  made,  not  only  upon    the 
Gt)vemment  generally,  but  upon  myself 
personally,  as  if  I  had  said  someming 
that  indicated  a  jealousy  on  my  part  of 
the  extension  of  ffood  government  to  the 
Bulgarians  or  otner  Christian  popula- 
tions of  Turkey.    Not  only  is  that  con- 
trary to  my  own  natural  feelings,  but  it 
is  contrary  to  the  language  I  have  re- 
peatedly used  on  that  subject.    I  do  not 
like  to  refer  to  (speeches  of  my  own,  but 
I  may  remind  the  House  that  in  the  first 
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speech  I  made  upon  the  question  at 
Edinburgh,  a  year  and  a  luJf  ago,  I 
distinctly  put  forward  my  strong  feelingr 
that  it  was  the  guiding  prindple  of 
England  to  endeavour  to  prom<yte  the 
good  government  of  the  population  <^ 
that  part  of  the  world,  and  I  said — 

"  How  can  such  a  thing  be  conceived  as  that 
England,  whose  rule  in  India  rests  npon  the 
Divine  right  of  good  govemment,  should  be 
herself  izisensible  to  the  good  goyemment  of 
other  nations  P  " 

And  in  l^e  debates  on  the  question  is 
which  I  have  sometimes  ventured  to 
address  the  House  during  the  past  two 
years,  I  have  always  given  as  my  reason 
against  the  introduction  of  force  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  condition  of 
the  poDulations  of  Timcey  this  reason — 
that  I  believed  it  was  impossible  to  bring 
about  a  better  govemment  of  the  countiy 
by  external  force.  And  my  reason  for 
objecting  to  the  introduction  and  use  of 
force  wasy  that  I  did  not  think  that  that 
was  the  way  to  bring  about  aa  im- 
provement of  the  govemment  of  the 
Provinces  of  Turkey.  But  I  am  told 
there  was  something  I  said  the  other 
day  on  the  subject  of  the  terms  of  peace, 
in  reference  to  the  extension  to  be 
given  to  the  new  autonomous  Bulgaria, 
whidi  seemed  to  grudge  the  extCTision 
oi  good  government  to  that  Province. 
Well,  ifl  may  do  so  with  all  due  respect, 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  a  most 
absurd  misrepresentation  of  my  words. 
What  I  was  endeavouring  to  point  out 
was  that  those  conditions  of  peace, 
whether  good  or  bad,  were  not  of  a 
slighter  trifling  character,  but  that  they 
cut  deep  into  tue  heart  of  tiie  Turkish 
Empire,  and  that  they  therefore  neces- 
sarily involved  very  careful  considera- 
tion, and  that  I  venture  to  repeat. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  speak  as  if  there  were 
just  two  races  in  Turkey,  and  two 
only — the  Turks  and  the  Christians — 
as  if  the  Turks  were  the  dominant 
parties  and  oppressed  the  Ohnstiansy 
and  that  the  Christians,  the  subject-race, 
were  oppressed  by  the  Turks ;  that,  as 
everything  was  wrong  in  the  Turks,  so 
everything  must  be  right  in  the  Chiisc 
tians ;  and  all  we  had  to  do  was  to  put 
an  end  to  the  Turkish  rule,  leave  the 
Christians  to  their  own  autonomy,  and 
all  would  be  well.  There  is  a  sort  of 
breadth  in  that  statement  whidi  may 
captivate  popular  audiences;  but  when 
you  come  to  look  into  tiie  matter,  you 
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muBt  consider  a  great  many  other  points ; 
and,  however  taking  such  an  arrange- 
ment may  seem,  it  would  not  be  found 
so  simple  when  you  oame  to  carry  it 
out.    The  Christians  are  not   all   one 
uniform    body.    There    are   not   only 
questions  of  religion  but  also  questions 
of  race  to  be  considered,  and  the  settle- 
ment to  be  arrived  at  must  be  not  only 
as  between  the  Mahomedan  and  the 
Ohristian,  but  as  between  the  Slav  and 
the  Greek,   and  perhaps  between  the 
91av  and  the  Turk.     Even  the  Turk 
E^ould   have    some  justice    dealt   out 
to  him  as  well  as  the  Christian  popula- 
tions among  whom  he  lives ;  and  ii  any- 
one will  take  the  trouble  to  examine 
an    ethnographical   map    in    order  to 
ascertain  how  the  different  races  are 
distributed    throughout  the  region   in 
question,  he  will  see  that  it  is  a  difficult 
matter  to  deal  with,  and  that  serious  and 
delicate  manipulation  will  be  required 
in  order  to  make  sure  that  the  wrong 
persons  are  not  put  under  the  wtong 
administration.    For  instance,  when  we 
talk  so  glibly  about  this  large  Bulgaria, 
we  should  inquire  to  what  extent    a 
GhreekpopulationiBtobefound  indifferent 
parts  of  the  Province.    In  some  of  the 
hsu^e  towns  there  is  a  very  large  Greek 
population.    I  am  told  that  in  Fhilip- 
popoHs  alone  there  are  50,000  Greeks. 
All  these  populations  are  included  in  one 
lai^e  division,  as  if  the  whole  were  ho^ 
mogeneous  in  character.    I  do  not  wisli 
to  express  any  opinion  on  dettdls,  and  I 
have  never  wished  to  do  so.    I  think  it 
would  be  very  wrong  to  do  that;  but 
this  I  do  say — that  these  B;re  matters 
which  involve  careful  consideration,  and 
require  careful  discussion,  with  reference 
not  only  to  other  Powers,  but  to  the 
condition  of  the  populations  affected  by 
these  changes.    But  I  wish  to  reserve 
complete  liberty  of  thought  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  as  to  the  details  of 
the  arrangements  which  may  be  made, 
only  indicating,  as  the  noble  Lord  wished 
me  to  do,  the  general  spirit  in  which  we 
ought  to  go  into  the  Conference,  seeing 
t^at  we  are  desirous  above  all  things  of 
obtaining  sudli  a  settlement  as  will  alEbrd 
reasonaUe  promise  of  a  durable  peace. 
No  one  can  help  feeling  that  the  enor- 
mous sufferings  which  have  been  inflicted 
on  iliese  parts  of  ihe  world  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years  have  been  such 
as  to  require  a  period  of  repose.    All 
must  be  agreed  that  we  ought  to  be  as 


careful  as  possible  to  make  arrange- 
ments of  su<m  a  character  as  would  leave 
as  few  points  as  possible  of  contact  and 
difficulty,  and  leave  open  as  little  room 
as   possible    for   intrigues  and  future 
struggles.    These  are  &e  principles  we 
desire  to  support  in  the  Conference,  and 
we  feel  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  us 
to  go  into  the  Conference  not  only  with 
our  own  principles  in  our  mind,  but  in  a 
way  whidi  will  enable  us  to  speak  effec- 
tively in  reference  to    them  to    those 
Powers  we  are  to  meet  there.    I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  desire  to  speak  arro- 
gantly in  the  name  of  England.    I  do 
not  wish  that  our  Eepresentative  should 
go  into  a  Conference  which  interests 
so  many  other  Powers  and  say — *'  I  am 
goine  to  settle  this  matter  all  in  my  own 
way."    We  have  no  right  to  do  any- 
thing like  that.   But,  on  the  other  hand, 
I  do  not  wish  that  England  should  go 
into  the  Conference  on  the  understand- 
ing that  she  is  the  humble  servant  of 
any  other  Power — of  any  one,  or  more 
than  one  of  those  she  is  to  meet.    Or 
that  when  she  goes  into  the  Conference 
she  is  to  be  afraid  to  speak  her  own 
mind.    I  think  that  England  is  both 
strong  enouffh  and  intelligent  enough  to 
be  able  to  form  and  to  give  her  own 
opinion,  and  I  believe  that  it  is  her  duty 
to  do  so,  because  England  is  the  fore- 
most Eepresentative  of  the  spirit  of  free- 
dom, and  of — well,  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
anything  which  might  seem  to  be  boast- 
ful, and  therefore  I  will  not  finish  the 
sentence.    But  I  say  that  there  are  tra- 
ditions of  freedom  which  England  has  to 
b^tr  in  mind  which  makes  it  her  duty  to 
speak  in  away  worthy  of  those  traditions, 
and  that  we  ought  to  go  into  the  Con- 
ference with  a  firm  confidence  in  our  own 
strength  and  intentions,  and  with  a  de- 
sire to  obtain  nothing  that  is  unfair  or 
unjust.    We  desire  to  obtain  nothing 
but  that  which  the  interests  of  England 
imperatively    demand,    and  which    we 
ought  to  insist  upon.    We  desire  to  take 
our  part  in  the  settlement  of  the  great 
questions  that  will  have  to  be  considered, 
and  we  say  that  we  shall  go  into  the 
Conference  in  a  better  position  if  we  go 
armed  with  the  power  of  speaking  our 
minds  without  any  fear  or  any  difficulty. 
Then  as  to  another  point,  with  regard  to 
the  Vote  and  its  connection  with  the 
Conference.    I  do  not  at  all  discover  the 
motives  of  which  theri^t  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
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and  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bichard)  spoke.  We  are  going  into  a 
I)eaceful  Conference,  not  bringing  in  our 
pistols  or  insisting  on  being  heard  by 
virtue  of  our  strength ;  still  less  do  we 
desire  to  do  that  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Mr.  Lowe)  spoke  of — namely,  to 
shake  our  purses  in  the  faces  of  those 
who  are  to  assemble  at  the  Conference. 
These  are  not  at  all  the  ideas  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  We  shall  go  in 
with  the  strength,  and  all  the  strength, 
of  England.  What  is  the  strength  of 
England  ?  We  are  told  by  some  people 
that  we  ought  to  regard  nothing  but  our 
moral  stren^h ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  if 
we  had  no£in^  but  moral  strength  to 
trust  to  we  might  find,  unfortunately, 
that  some  of  our  Colleagues  in  the  Con- 
ference thought  more  of  material  than 
of  moral  strength.  We  might  find  our- 
selves thrust  aside  when  we  desired  to 
advance  the  most  reasonable  claims  and 
to  put  forward  the  best  possible  argu- 
ments— thrust  aside  by  others  stronger 
than  ourselves.  Well,  that  would  be  a 
bad  thing  enough,  if  we  had  not  the 
strength ;  but  it  would  be  even  worse  if, 
having  the  strength,  we  were  not  in  a 
position  to  use  it.  I  was  astonished  to 
hear  such  an  argument  used  even  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich, as  that  we  might  point  out  to  other 
nations  that  we  were  spending  a  great 
deal  more  on  military  and  naval  arma- 
ments than  they  were,  and  that  there- 
fore we  were  strong.  That  would  be, 
indeed,  to  shake  our  purses  in  the  face 
of  the  Representatives  of  other  nations. 
I  should  be  very  sorry  that  that  kind 
of  argument  should  be  put  forward 
in  any  way.  It  might  be  asked  of 
us,  not  what  you  have  spent,  but  what 
have  you  to  show  for  it  ?  Well,  we  have 
something  to  show  for  it.  I  say  we  have 
a  great  deal  to  show  for  it,  if  you 
will  only  give  us  the  necessary  means 
to  use  what  we  have.  We  have  a 
magnificent  Fleet,  and  a  very  good, 
though  comparatively  small.  Army — an 
Army  ezcedHngly  well  appointed,  and 
which  is  capable  of  easy  and  rapid  in- 
crease, quite  asmuch  as  would  be  required 
under  any  circumstances  that  coiud  be 
imagined  likely  to  happen.  But  we  Have 
this  difiionlty — we  aire  at  a  distance  from 
the  scene  of  action,  audit  may  be  neoessaiy 

Tk$  Chancellor  of  th$  Exchequer 


to  make  preparations  for  transport,  for 
supplies,  for  clothing,  for  boots  and  shoee, 
and  for  Heaven  knows  what  number  of 
articles  which  would  be  necessaiy  to  en- 
able us  to  make  use  of  our  force,  if  by 
any  accident  you  should  require  to  do 
so.  Therefore,  what  I  say  is,  we  ought 
to  have  the  means  placed  in  our  hands 
for  making-  use  of  that  force,  if  neces- 
sary. I  hope  that  occasion  will  not  arise, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  say  that  I 
hope  a  great  deal  of  this  Vote  will  not 
be  spent.  But  some  of  it  will  be  roent 
— hon.  Members  must  be  prepared  for 
that — ^for  the  purpose  of  making  prepa- 
rations to  put  a  force  in  marching  order. 
Why  do  1  say  tiiat?  Not  because  I 
think  it  will  be  at  all  necessary  that  any 
force  should  be  called  on  to  march; 
but  because,  if  a  man  thinks  he  may 
want  a  pair  of  shoes  a  certain  time 
hence,  he  must  order  them  beforehand. 
That  is  the  spirit  in  which  we  ask  for 
this  Vote,  and  we  trust  that  we  shall  not 
be  pressed  to  go  into  details  as  to  how 
we  are  to  spend  every  shilling  of  it. 
But  it  was  said  we  are  departing  from 
the  manner  in  which  former  votes  of 
Credit  were  taken.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther we  are  departing  or  not,  because  I 
am  not  able  to  compare  the  precise  cir- 
cumstances of  those  Votes  of  Credit 
with  the  precise  circumstances  of  the 
present  one.  I  think  it  really  is 
time^  thrown  away  to  compare  cases 
which  are  not  on  all  fours  with  each 
other*  But  what  we  are  asking  Parlia- 
ment is  to  give  us  this  money  for  pur- 
poses which  I  think  I  have  sufficiently 
indicated — to  make  plain  what  we  are 
about,  and  for  the  support  of  a  policy 
which  I  have  endeavoured  in  these  gene- 
ral lines  to  shadow  forth  to  the  House. 
I  trust  that  the  Conunittee  will  feel  that 
we  are  keeping  back  nothing  which  we 
could  with  propriety  speak  of,  and  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  it  would  be  wron^  in 
us  to  ffo  into  more  details,  which  might 
be  held  to  imply  some^iing  which  is 
very  far  indeed  fr^om  our  minds.  I  ask 
the  House  to  give  us  this  money,  to  be 
employed,  if  we  should  find  it  neces- 
sary, for  the  purpose  of  rendering  our 
small  force  available,  and  supporting 
the  policy  which  I  have  indicated  that 
we  snail  adopt  in  its  general  Hues,  and 
which  we  shall  endeavour  to  maintain 
in  the  Conference. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:   Sir,  there  is  a 
great  deal  in  the  speech  of  mj  zi^^ 
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hon.  Friend  to  which  I  have  listened 
with  sincere  satisfaction.  At  the  same 
time,  I  must  own  &at  I  think  that  the 
point  in  which  he  entirely  fails  is  the 
connecting  the  substantial  portion  of  the 
speech  with  the  proposition  now  before 
the  House.  Let  me  say,  before  I  en- 
deavour to  make  good  tiiat  statement, 
one  word  upon  the  state  of  things  as  it 
was  yesterday  and  as  it  is  to-3ay.  I 
found  it  necessary,  although  highly  in- 
convenient, to  leave  the  House  at  an 
early  hour  yesterday  on  account  of  in- 
disposition, and  therefore  I  had  not  an 
opportunity  of  deciding  whether  I  should 
be  prepared  to  vote  against  the  Speaker 
leaving  the  Ohaar.  It  was  also  very 
difficuU;  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  upon 
that  point  in  the  confusion  and  uncer- 
tain state  of  things  which  the  informa- 
tion of  yesterday  presented  to  us.  That 
state  of  things  has  now,  through  the 
kindness  of  the  Gbvernment  and  lapse 
of  time,  greatiy  cleared.  We  have  learnt 
two  things  of  great  importance.  We 
have  learned  tiie  conditions  of  the 
Armistioe,  and  we  have  learned  that  a 
portion  of  the  British  Fleet  has  gone  to 
the  Bosphorus.  Nothing  could  be  more 
satisfactory  than  the  definition  of  the 
purposes  for  which  the  Feet  has  gone  to 
the  Bosphorus.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  neither  Eus- 
sia  nor  any  other  independent  Power 
can  have  any  titie  or  disposition  to  com- 
plain of  that  measure.  I  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  are  certain  of  the 
assent  of  Turkey.  I  must  observe  that 
they  have  not  had  any  report  from  the 
British  Ambassador  of  the  danger  to 
British  life  and  property  in  Oonstanti- 
nople ;  and  though  I  say  .that  I  cannot 
see  that  the  measure  can  give  just  cause 
of  complaint  to  Bussia,  yet  I  think  that 
if  Turkey  is  found  to  withhold  her 
consent  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  ordering  the  Fleet  there  without 
that  report  from  the  Ambassador,  we 
have  incurred  considerable  responsibility. 
However,  on  the  whole,  if  Turkey 
makes  no  objection,  I  am  disposed  to 
hope  that  the  results  of  that  measure 
may  be  satisfactory  with  reference  to 
the  condition  of  Oonstantinople.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  Armistice  and  the 
telegrams  of  yesterday.  I  spoke  yester- 
day of  credidity  which  I  thought  was 
sometimes  indicated  in  the  t^^^rams 
ocnning  from  Constantinople.  I  have 
great  plaasnre  in  saying  th«t  I  do  not  at 


present  see  any  ground  for  such  a  charge 
respecting  the  telegrams  now  before  us. 
The  language  of  that  telegram  was  cer- 
tainly calcmated,  I  think,  to  mislead; 
but  tiien  I  think  that  the  nature  of  that 
language  grew  out  of  Mr.  Layard's  ig- 
norance of  the  conditions  of  the  Armis- 
tice. I  demur  a  Httie  to  the  breadth  of 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be- 
cause the  telegram  certainly  implies  the 
compulsory  occupation  of  the  Hues.  The 
telegram  implied  that  the  Forte  had 
protested,  and  that  the  Porte  had  been 
compelled  to  give  up  that  point. 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QXJER :  My  right  hon.  Friend  will  par- 
don me  for  interrupting  him  that  I  may 
remind  him  that  in  the  statement  which 
I  made  yesterday  I  pointed  out  upon 
the  information  which  came  from  Mr. 
Layard  that  it  might  mean  that  tiie  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  within  the  terms  of 
the  Armistice. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  finding 
fiault  with  the  statement  of  the  Ohan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer;  I  am  only 
speaking  of  the  words  of  the  telegram 
itseH  and  the  misapprehensioA  which 
they  caused.  But,  at  the  same  time,  I 
wish  to  say  that  it  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  quite  innocent  on  the  part  of 
the  Ambassador;  because,  heanng  of 
movements  of  the  Bussian  Army,  and 
not  being  acquainted  with  the  terms  of 
the  Armistice,  he  naturally  put  that  con- 
struction upon  them.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  do  not  see  with  regard  to 
Oonstantinople  that  the  facts  as  they 
are  now  bel&re  us  give  us  a  titie  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  of  Bussia.  I  ad- 
here to  what  I  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion as  to  the  Memorandum  dated  the 
1 1th  of  November.  I  xmderstand  it  to 
be  in  perfect  conformity  with  what  was 
said  on  a  former  occasion  by  the  Emperor 
of  Eussia,  and  which  precluded  any  oc- 
cupation of  Oonstantinople  except  from 
a  bond  fide  military  necessity.  That 
military  necessity  has  passed  by  with 
the  Armistice.  I  hope  we  shall  not  cavil 
with  Bussia  if,  by  a  purely  friendly 
arrangement^  and  without  any  military 
occupation  whatever,  Oonstantinople 
were  to  be  made  use  of  as  a  mere 
vehicle  of  easy  embarkation  and  easy 
passage  home  for  the  Bussian  troops. 
[''No,  no!"]  Well,  hon.  Qentiwnen 
opposite  can  state  their  views  if  they 
insh.     That  is  my  opinion.     I  have 
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stated  strongly  what  I  think  the  real 
engagements  of  the  Bussians  are,  and 
so  long  as  those  engagements  are  ob- 
served, I,  for  one,  shall  certainly  not  be 
the  man  myself  to  cavil,  or  enoooraffe 
cavil  in  others,  at  arrangements  which, 
especially  in  the  present  state  of  the 
Balkans  and  the  season,  might  be  per- 
fectly reasonable  and  !  natural.  Of 
course,  I  assume  that  they  are  done 
with  the  entire  consent  of  Turkey,  and 
done  in  good  faith  for  the  purpose  of 
passage,  and  not  of  occupaticm.  I  now 
come  to  the  declarations  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to-night — and  important  decla- 
rations I  take  them  to  be.  He  says  that 
we  must  enter  into  the  Oonfarence  for 
two  reasons — in  &e  first  place,  to  main- 
tain British  interests ;  and,  in  Ihe  second 
place,  to  give  effect  to  the  views  which 
this  countiy  may  entertain  upon  the 
great  re-construction  which  is  about  to 
be  effected  in  the  East.  Nothing  can 
be  more  fair  than  that.  The  mainten- 
ance of  British  interests  is  at  all  times 
the  most  immediate,  and  the  most  direct 
of  all  the  duties  of  a  Government.  I 
wiU  not  say  that  in  every  possible  cir- 
cumstance it  is  the  paramount  duty,  but 
it  is  the  most  immediate  duty  at  all 
times  of  a  Gbvemment;  and  as  far  as 
the  first  head,  as  for  as  Ihe  maintenance 
of  British  interests  is  concerned,  I  am 
most  happy  to  think  that  there  is  nothing 
that  has  been  said  by  my  rieht  hon. 
Friend — ^there  is  nothing  thajt  has  been 
suggested — ^that  in  the  dightest  degree 
t&nSs  to  connect  itself  with  the  necessity 
for  an  increase  of  force.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  not  himself  dealt  with  the 
details  of  the  question.  With  respect 
to  the  second  head,  which  relates  to  the 
views  that  England  may  entertain  on 
the  subject  of  a  general  re-construction  in 
the  East,  I  am  Doundto  say  his  use  even 
of  that  expression  was  satis&ctory  to 
me;  fi>r  it  showed  that  he,  and  his  Col- 
leagues I  hope  with  him,  have  not 
attempted  to  (uose  their  minds  against 
admitting  into  them  full  perception  of 
the  great  magnitude  of  the  events  that 
have  been  proceeding,  and  that  they 
will  endeavour  to  oast  off  all  the  narrow 
diplomatic  traditions  whidbi  might  pre- 
vent them  from  giving  fiiU  scope  to  the 
consequences  of  these  events.  Under 
the  second  head  my  right  hon.  Friend 
enumerated  three  points.  He  spoke 
first  of  the  navigation  of  the  Stndts, 
with  Bespeot  to   the  freedom  of  com- 

Mr.  Gladitons 


merce,  and  with  respect  to  the  passage 
of  vessels  of  war.  1  cannot  admit  into 
mv  mind  the  supposition  that  the  ab- 
solute freedom  of  commerce  in  the 
Straits  has  even  the  smallest  danger 
from  any  imaginable  person.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  if  such  a  danger  were  to 
arise,  it  is  inevitably  the  interest  of  the 
civilized  world  to  maintiain  the  perfeot 
freedom  of  those  Straits.  It  is  quite  im- 
possible to  suppose,  in  my  view,  that 
Kussia  should  attempt  to  apply  any  re- 
straint up<m  them;  for,  undoubtedly, 
whatever  disposition  there  may  be  to 
disown  admitting  any  obligation  to 
Bussia  under  any  circumstances,  it  is  to 
Bussia,  acting  doubtless  in  her  own  in- 
terest, and  not  upon  principles  of  wide 
philanthropy,  that  de  faeto  we  owe  the 
nee  navigation  of  these  Straits  for  the 
purposes  of  commerce.  Nothing  could 
be  more  equitable  and  fair  than  the 
language  of  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheque  on  the  point  as  to  the  naviga^ 
tion  of  the  Straits  by  vessels  of  war. 
He  laid  down  no  rigid  dogma;  he 
evoked  no  phantoms;  he  proposed  to 
himself  no  impossibility ;  he  carefully 
avoided  separating  tiie  interests  of  this 
country  in  regard  to  the  passage  of  the 
Straits  by  vessels  of  war  from  the 
general  interests;  he  referred  the 
matter  fairly  to  the  Oonference;  and  the 
only  objection  he  was  disposed  to  take 
was  to  an  exclusive  arrangement  in 
favour  of  any  one  Power.  On  this  point, 
fully  admitting  that  we  cannot  expect 
the  Qovemment  to  enter  into  details  or 
anticipate  the  form  questions  may 
assume  when  they  are  under  considera- 
tion, I  am  satisfied  with  what  fell  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend — and  not  only 
satisfied,  but  gratified— because  I  think 
it  will  tend  to  discourage  the  circulation 
of  many  absurd  and  ime  notions  which 
have  received  too  much  currency  and 
too  much  favour  with  certain  portions  of 
the  public.  When  he  spoke  of  our 
communications  with  the  East,  I  suppose 
he  referred  particularly  to  the  Suez 
Oanal.  I  am  persuaded  that  there  can 
be  no  subject  of  quarrel  between  ua 
there ;  but,  what  is  yet  more  important, 
there  can  be  no  difference  in  the  views 
of  the  Powers.  The  interest  of  the 
Powers  in  the  Sues  Oanal  is  the  interest 
of  the  whole  world.  It  is  true  it  is  the 
interest  of  England,  at  the  head  of  all 
the  world,  as  ue  first  and  tiie  greatest 
of  comnmoial  Powers.    If  I  may  ven- 
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ture  to  say  so,  the  interest  of  the  Medi- 
terranean Powers  in  the  Suez  Canal  is 
still  greater  ^m  one  point  of  view  than 
the  interest  of  England.  It  is  not, 
perhaps,  observed  by  all ;  bnt  the  rela- 
tive benefits  of  the  Suez  Canal  are  far 
greater  to  the  Mediterranean  Powers 
Sian  to  England;  because,  by  the  old 
route  to  the  Cape  of  Gh>od  Hope,  the 
Mediterranean  Powers  stood  at  a  disad- 
vantage with  us.  By  the  new  route 
through  the  Suez  Canal  the  Mediter- 
ranean Powers  reap  the  whole  benefit, 
and  are  so  far  advanced  on  their  way  to 
India,  whereas  we  have  to  start  £rom 
behind.  It  is,  therefore,  altogether  vi- 
sionary to  treat  the  question  of  the  Suez 
Canal  as  one  out  of  which  difficulties  can 
arise,  even,  I  should  think,  difficulties  of 
argument;  and  I  do  not  understand 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  speak  of  it  with 
anythmg  approaching  to  apprehension. 
We  now  come  to  that  whi<^  is  un- 
doubtedly the  heart  of  this  question — 
namely,  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  introduced  as  a  fair, 
probable,  and  endurable  settlement  of 
the  countries  now  to  be  re-organized. 
No  doubt  the  condition  of  12,000,000 
or  15,000,000  of  peofde  in  Europe  or 
Turkey  is  the  heart  and  root  of  this 
matter.  He  is  astonished  there  should 
have  been  any  doubt  or  misgiving  as  to 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  under 
this  head.  I  think  I  can  pointout  to  him 
the  reasons  that  made  this  misgiving 
▼ery  natural  and  very  reasonable.  Was 
not  the  first  recommendation  made  to 
the  Porte  to  put  down  sharply  and 
summarily  the  insurrection  in  the 
Provinces  ?  Was  not  the  first  object  of 
the  policy  of  the  Qovemment  to  restore, 
if  possible,  the  status  quo  of  the  Turkic 
Empire?  Was  not  objection  taken  on 
principle,  at  the  time  of  the  Conference, 
to  the  interference  of  Bussia  between 
the  Porte  and  the  subjects  of  the  Porte  ? 
I  do  not  want  to  dwell  on  these  matters, 
which  were  matters  of  difference  at  the 
time ;  but  I  am  sure  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  measure  the  distance  ^m 
the  state  of  facts  which  then  eiisted  to 
the  state  of  facts  which  now  exists,  he 
will  find  it  is  not  at  all  to  be  wondered 
at  that  we  should  be  somewhat  exacting 
on  this  head — ^we  who  have  all  along 
felt  that  these  countries,  after  all,  existed 
in  the  main,  not  for  the  sake  of  Bussia, 
not  ikfr  the  sake  of  Austria,  not  for  the 
sake  of  tks  Tarkiih  power  estaUkhed 


in  them  as  a  governing  military  Power  ; 
but  for  the  sake  of  the  populations 
occupying  them,  and  among  whom 
sociid  happiness  and  civilization  had 
prevailed  until  they  were  subverted  by 
the  Turkish  conquest.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  says  he  has  no  desire  to  fetter 
the  extension  of  free  and  good  govern- 
ment ;  but  when  he  read  out  the  original 
terms  of  the  bases  of  peace,  he  said  that 
they  cut  deep  into  the  heart  or  frame- 
work of  Ihe  Turkish  Empire.  But  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  feel  that — ^I  do 
not  say  what  he  said,  because  it  appeared 
more  from  what  he  did  not  say — when 
he  went  over  the  terms  of  the  bases  of 
peace  the  reception  of  them,  in  the 
language  of  his  own  speech,  was  not 
that  of  a  man  who  is  greatly  pleased 
with  their  substance,  and  the  reception 
of  them  on  the  benches  behind  him  was, 
I  must  say,  nothing  less  than  a  silence 
Ihat  was  profound  and  almost  lugubrious. 
I  dare  say  that  was  because  of  an  appre- 
hendon  of  the  abuses  to  which  it  was 
supposed  that  these  terms  might  lend 
themsdves.  "V^^iat  has  my  right  hon. 
Friend  given  us  now  on  the  sul^ect  of  this 
extension  of  free  government?  He  has 
given  us  some  good  words  on  this  subject 
also.  He  says  he  has  no  desire  to  fetter 
the  extension  of  free  and  good  govern- 
ment. That  is  well.  He  said  that  this 
country  is  at  the  head  of  the  cause  of 
freedom,  and  has  traditions  of  freedom 
to  which  she  ought  to  be  fMlMul.  That 
is  better  still.  I  would  not  wish  any- 
thing better  than  what  I  think  the 
genuine  development  of  such  a  principle 
as  that.  My  right  hon.  Friend  pointed 
out  that  there  is  justice  in  some  sense  to 
be  done  to  Turkey.  On  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  in  England,  when  we  abolish 
useless  and  mischievous  establishments, 
we  always  grant  terms  of  surprising  and 
almost  romantic  generosity  to  those  we 
put  down,  and  in  the  same  way  it  may 
be  right  to  ease  this  great  transition  to 
the  Ij^presentatives  of  the  Ottoman  Porte 
who  are  men  like  ourselves,  and  who,  if 
they  have  been  led  into  di^ulfy  cu»d 
crime,  no  doubt  owe  this  unha^^  cir- 
cumstance to  the  overpowering  strength 
of  the  temptation  and  the  presumed 
neeessity  of  the  situation.  I  do  not 
object  to  doing  that  which  can  be 
done  onbehtdf  of  the  Ottoman  Power 
without  infringing  the  new  liberties 
belonging  to  we  new  state  of  things. 
My  right  hon.  Frie&d  has  said  you  most 
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take  care— and  there  undoubtedly  you 
have  fair  reason  for  watching  even  the 
most  beneficial  operations  of  theBussian 
power  with  jealousy — ^that  justice  is 
done  between  the  Slavs  and  the  Hellenes. 
Unquestionably,  Bussia  is  the  protector 
of  the  Slays ;  she  has  earned  by  great 
sacrifices  the  title  to  protect  them ;  to  all 
appearances  she  has  offered  them  a 
service  as  splendid  and  durable  as  ever 
was  conferred  by  a  great  State  on  an 
oppressed  and  unhappy  people.  The 
Hellenes  have  no  such  claim  on  Eussia. 
I  have  been  forward  to  point  out  how 
appropriate  an  opportunity  was  open  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  charge 
themselves,  within  reasonable  limits, 
with  the  interests  of  the  Hellenic  race 
and  the  Hellenic  Provinces.  I  am  not 
going  to  fasten  on  my  right  hon.  Friend 
any  pledge,  for  he  did  not  give  any;  but 
I  am  not  at  all  sorry  to  find  the  tone  of 
his  speech  is  such  as  does  not  exclude 
the  hope  that  that  graceM  duly  may  be 
assumed  and  discharged  by  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  these  negotiations.  Nevertheless, 
there  is  apprehension,  which  has  been  to 
some  extent  expressed  already  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Haroourt),  which  has  relation  to 
one  of  the  Powers  thai  will  take  part  in 
the  Conference— I  refer  to  Austria.  It 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  vig^ant 
eye  ofthis  country  should  be  directed  to 
the  proceedings  of  Austria.  For  60  vears 
past  it  has  been  the  unfortunate  lot  of 
Austria,  in  every,  or  nearly  every,  Euro- 
pean combination  in  which  there  were 
two  sidesto  be  taken,  to  be  on  the  wrong 
side.  She  has  imhappily  adopted,  I 
know  not  from  what  amount  of  interior 
pressure — ^but  it  has  been  her  custom  to 
adopt — the  principle  of  insisting  that 
the  relations  and  conditions  of  the  people 
of  the  Provinces  outside  her  borders 
should  be  governed  by  conditions  af- 
fecting her  domestic  convenience.  I 
will  quote  a  case  which  is  among  the 
most  recent.  I  own  I  cherish  a  hope 
that  better  motives  may  now  influence 
Austrian  policy.  I  make  no  charge 
affainst  the  present  distinguished  head 
of  the  Austrian  Government;  and  I 
recollect,  with  pleasure,  that  the  present 
Ambassador  to  England,  when  ne  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Austrian  Government, 
recommended  the  plan  of  provincial 
tributary  autonomies  for  the  Ohristian 
States  as  a  solution  of  the  great  Eastern 
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problem.  But  Austria  has  to  contend 
with  internal  difficulties,  the  tendency 
of  which  is  to  tempt  her  to  insist  on  the 
regulation  of  the  affeurs  of  the  adjoining 
Provinces  in  a  manner  to  suit  her  in- 
ternal convenience.  The  case  I  wish  to 
cite — not  the  worst,  but  the  nearest  to 
her  own  borders — ^isthat  of  the  Danubian 
Principalities  at  the  period  of  ihe 
Crimean  War.  The  great  question  arose 
affcer  that  war  whether  they  were  to  be 
united  or  not.  Upon  that  subject  I,  for 
one,  had  a  very  strong  view.  I  believe 
it  was  the  only  question  of  foreign  poli- 
tics down  to  last  year  upon  which  I 
felt  it  my  duty  to  offer  a  Motion  to 
this  House.  I  moved  the  House  in  sup- 
port of  the  union  of  the  Danubian  Prin- 
cipalities. The  Austrian  Government 
were  opposed  to  that  union,  because  it 
would  give  strong^  and  solidity  to  the 
Boumanian  State,  and.  Austrian  policy, 
unfortunately,  was  to  keep  all  these  Pro- 
vinces and  races  disunited.  In  my  opi- 
nion the  uniting  of  the  Danubian  Prm- 
cipalities  was  the  best  and  wisest  mea- 
sure Eurone  ever  adopted  in  dealing 
with  the  Turkish  Empire.  Boumania 
was  a  real  barrier,  in  proportion  to  her 
strength,  even  under  the  exciting  cir- 
cumstances of  the  last  three  years.  For 
18  months  or  more,  while  rebellion  was 
raging  elsewhere,  and  when  Servia  and 
Montenegro  were  at  war  with  Turkey, 
Boumania  never  stirred,  but  fulfilled  the 
duty  of  a  neutral.  When  Boumania 
afforded  a  highway  to  the  Bussian  troo|>8 
it  was  under  coeroion ;  but  if  Boumania 
had  been  divided  instead  of  being  tmited 
— if  she  had  had  no  freedom,  no  national 
existence  of  her  own  to  defend — ^the  pro- 
bability was  she  would  have  been  in- 
volved in  troubles  far  sooner  than  she 
was.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if 
there  be  ambition  in  Bussia — ^I  suppose 
there  is,  as  thero  is  in  this  ooxmtry  and 
in  every  country  —  I  look  upon  the 
free  and  independent  national  existence 
of  united  Boumania  as  one  of  the  best 
and  soundest  barriers  that  can  be  erected 
against  that  ambition.  It  may  come  to 
be  a  Belgium  in  the  East  of  EJurope — ^it 
may  come  to  be  a  home  of  freedom,  an 
obstacle  to  dynastic  greatness  and  terri- 
torial aggrandizement.  It  is  a  most  ad- 
mirable ^provision  that  has  been  made 
for  the  mtroduction  of  a  new  living 
Power — a  free  State ;  but  that  principle 
was  opposed  pertinaciously,  and  vitally 
opposed,  by  the  whole  strengUi  of  Aus- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1369         The  Supphimntary      (Fbbbttaby  8,  1878}    SsUmaie.^ Committee.   1870 


tria.  The  fear  I  cannot  exclude  from 
my  mind  is  this — ^that  again  it  may  be 
the  unfortunate  temptation  of  Austria, 
upon  consideration  of  her  own  internal 
circumstances,  and  her  relation  to  races 
within  her  own  border,  to  limit  the  great 
boon  that  is  about  to  be  conferred  on 
the  subject-races  of  Turkey.  The  prin- 
ciple I  lay  down  is  this — which  I  shall 
develop  at  far  greater  length  if  I  find  it 
necessary  to  do  so — ^that  if  it  should  be  so, 
I  see  no  reason  why  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land ought  to  be  associated  with  Austria 
for  any  such  purpose.  I  hop^  that  Aus- 
tria, haying  changed  in  Constitution,  may 
have  unlearnt  those  ideas ;  but  I  must 
say  this — if  it  be  not  so,  in  this  House 
many  a  voice  will  be  raised  to  prevent  a 
mischief  which  might  not  be  due  to  any 
obliquity  of  view  in  the  Government, 
but  which  they  might  be  induced  to 
tolerate.  On  that  subject  we  have  a  fair 
right  to  ask  that  the  Government  shall 
exercise  a  careful  jealousy.  What  we 
have  a  fair  right  to  ask  firom  the  Govern- 
ment I  will  endeavour  to  state  in  very 
plain  and  simple  words.  Certain  terms 
have  been  arrived  at  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey.  Eussia  has  demanded,  and 
Turkey  has  granted,  certain  concessions 
in  behalf  of  the  subject-races.  What  I 
ask  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
that  their  influence  shall  not  be  used  to 
diminish  the  total  amoimt  of  these  con- 
cessions upon  which  Bussia  and  Turkey 
have  agreed.  That,  I  think,  is  a  fair 
proposal  ["  No  1 "]  Then,  Sir,  it  ap- 
pears there  are  some  Gentlemen  in  tlus 
House  who  think  that  England  may 
lawfully  and  justifiably  go  into  the  Con- 
ference to  join  hands  with  some  other 
Power  for  the  sake  of  cutting  down  and 
emasculating  the  boons  which  Bussia 
and  Turkey  have  agreed  should  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  subject-races.  I  wiU 
not  enter  into  questions  between  one 
subject-race  and  another ;  but  my  pro- 
position is  this — We  are  not  to  join  with 
Austria  or  any  other  Power  in  curtailing 
and  diminiflhiTig  the  boon  which  Bussia 
and  Turkey,  jointly  at  the  dose  of  this 
^eat  war,  propose  to  confer  on  the  sub- 
ject-races. I  hope  that  this  proposition, 
in  the  main,  commends  itself  to  the  view 
of  the  Government;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  must  say  it  is  one  which  I  am 
prepared  to  contest,  and  for  which  I  shall 
contend  to  the  utmost  of  my  poor  power. 
There  was  another  point  on  which  my 
right  bon.  Friend  dxd  not  speak,  but  I 


have  great  confidence  that  if  he  had  men- 
tioned it  his  statement  would  have  been 
received  with  general  concurrence  and 
unanimiiy .  He  did  not  mention  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Biver  Danube ;  but  I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  all  the  efforts  of  the 
Government  will  be  directed  beyond  all 
question  to  the  absolute  liberty  of  the 
navigation  of  the  Biver  Danube.     [The 

CHANOELLOBof  th&ExCHEQlTEB  aSSCntod.] 

I  do  not  understand  that  navigation  to 
be  in  the  slightest  degree  threatened 
by  any  arrangement  of  the  conditions  of 
the  Annistice.  I  apprehend  that  the  Bus- 
sians  have  had  the  police  of  that  river  in 
their  hands  from  the  first,  and  the  condi- 
tion in  the  Armistice  is  another  form  of 
saying  that  it  is  intended  to  set  it  a-going 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  But 
my  right  hon.  Friend  proceeded  to  con- 
nect these  declarations  of  policy  with 
the  Vote  before  the  House.  I  have  not 
spoken  of  these  declarations  of  policy 
in  an  inequitable  spirit  or  with  any  other 
desire  than  that  of  substantial  agree- 
ment. I  have  heard  them  with  much 
satisfaction.  That  which  I  continue  to 
be  anxious  about  is  this — ^that  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  by  any  single  agency 
of  their  own,  and  are  not  by  any  con- 
currence and  combination  with  any  other 
Power,  to  set  about  the  odious  work  of 
diminishing  the  boons  which  Bussia  and 
Turkey  have  agreed  to  grant  to  the  sub- 
ject-populations. Then,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  says  he  wants  to  go  into  Confer- 
ence, where  these  matters  are  to  be  dis- 
cussed, armed  with  the  power  of  speaking 
his  mind.  He  says  a  sudden  emergency 
may  arise,  and  he  may  want  transports 
and  other  means  to  meet  the  emergency. 
If  a  sudden  emergency  did  arise,  the 
Gt>vemment  must  know  their  duty  too 
well  to  wait  for  a  Vote  of  this  House. 
No  Government  worthy  of  its  place  but 
would,  upon  a  sudden  emergency,  give 
the  orders  which  the  circumstances  of 
the  time  might  demand,  and  then  come 
down,  at  the  earliest  moment  in  their 
power,  to  ask  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  in  what  they  had  done.  Un- 
doubtedly that  is  the  principle  on  which 
all  Governments  have  acted  in  this  coun- 
try, a  principle  which  has  never  been 
challenged.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
says  he  wants  to  go  into  Conference 
armed  with  the  power  of  speaking  his 
mind.  Has  he  not  got  the  power  of 
speaking  his  mind?  What  cause  has 
he  to  be  a£ri44?    There  is  but  one  sub-^ 
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jeot  of  difficulty  before  the  Omferenoe, 
and  that  is  the  adjustment  of  this  ques- 
tion with  the  new  nationalities  of  the 
liberated  Provinces.  The  proceedings  of 
the  Gbyemment  ought  to  be  viewed  in 
the  spirit  of  equity  and  indul^nce ;  but 
why  vote  £6,000,000  to  enable  him  to 
speak  his  mind?  Of  whom  is  he  afiraid? 
Of  Bussia?  If  he  were  going  to  enlarge 
what  Euasia  proposes,  he  might  be 
afraid ;  but  no  one  asks  him  to  enlarge 
what  Eussia  proposes.  It  would  be 
gross  inconsistency,  indeed,  for  Bussia 
to  challenge  one  who  adopts  and  sup- 
ports her  own  proposition.  In  the  pro- 
secution of  this  end  he  will  have  Bussia 
as  an  Ally.  He  wishes  to  have  this 
money  in  order  to  pursue  the  pur- 
poses he  has  indicated.  Now,  which 
of  those  purposes  has  the  slightest 
likelihood  of  involving  him  with 
Bussia?  He  says  he  is  to  secure 
what  has  never  been  interrupted — ^the 
free  passage  of  commercial  vessels  in 
the  Straits.  Is  there  any  apprehension 
of  violent  resistance  to  that?  He  is 
going  to  submit  an  equitable  proposal 
to  the  Congress  with  refBrence  to  the 
passage  of  war  vessels  through  the 
Straits.  Who  will  oppose  his  talking 
that  measure?  Bussia  is  bound  by  most 
solemn  and  reiterated  pledges,  and  every 
other  Power  in  Europe  is  known  to  be 
precisely  on  the  same  side.  He  is  ffoing 
to  deal  with  the  navigation  of  the 
Danube.  He  does  not  himself  antici- 
pate the  slightest  difficulty.  He  is 
going  to  deal  with  the  immunities  of 
ihe  subject  Provinces;  and,  though  he 
would  need  both  more  Army  and  Navy 
if  he  wanted  to  cut  down  tiiose  immu- 
nities, he  can  want  no  such  assistance 
in  giving  effect  to  what  has  been  agreed 
upon  by  Bussia  and  Turkey.  I  want, 
then,  to  know  whether  the  argumente 
which  have  been  advanced  in  this  House 
have  in  the  slightest  degree  been  met 
in  this  debate  ?  I  make  no  complaint 
against  the  demand  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  if  they  think  fit  to  ask  for 
a  Constitutional  expression  of  support 
in  reference  to  the  coming  negotiations. 
I  adhere  in  full  to  what  I  offered  for 
myself  on  a  former  night,  although  the 
appropriate  reward  1  then  received  was 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
iChsers  and  counter  eheereJ]  I  learn  from 
these  cheers  that  a  number  of  Oentle- 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
think  it  was  an  appropriate  reward.    If 
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^ey  are  right,  it  only  adds  force  and 
significance  to  what  I  now  say — ^that, 
notwithstending  that  reception,  I  do  not 
in  the  slightest  recede  from  the  offer  I 
made.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  on  in- 
telligible bases,  to  be  a  pariy  to  give 
every  Constitutional  support  to  l^e  Go- 
vernment during  these  negotiations. 
But  why  is  more  to  be  asked  for?  Why 
are  we  to  be  told  that  we  are  going  to 
stop  the  SuppHes  ?  I  think  tluit  is  an 
abuse  of  language — it  is  a  daring  abuse 
of  language — and  it  is  a  phrase  that  no 
Minister  ought  to  use,  except  upon  the 
occurrence  of  a  real  occasion  for  it.  It 
is  perfectly  well  known  in  our  histoiy 
that  the  withholding  Supplies  is  an  ex- 
treme remedy  in  the  hands  of  Parliament 
for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  liber- 
ties of  the  country.  The  principle  of 
our  Constitution  is  to  vote  the  sums 
necessary  for  the  service  of  tiiie  State, 
and  not  the  sums  which  are  not  neces- 
sary for  the  service  of  the  Stete.  The 
principle  of  our  Constitution  is  also  that 
the  Government  is  to  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  for  those  sums,  and  those  only, 
which  it  believes,  on  the  best  informa- 
tion, to  be  necessary  for  the  public  ser- 
vice. But  where  is  the  connection,  I 
would  ask,  between  that  and  asking  for 
a  sum  which  is  not  necessary  ?  Well, 
then,  is  this  money  to  be  spent  for 
the  public  service  or  not?  Any  of 
our  Constitutional  authorities  would 
laugh  at  the  man  who  would  say 
that  any  Supply  was  necessary  for 
the  pubUc  service  except  when  it  was 
intended  that  it  should  be  expended  in 
that  service.  Are  those  £6,000,000 
required  for  that  purpose?  Certainly 
not.  What  has  my  right  hon.  Friend 
told  us  to-night  ?  He  has  told  us  that 
some  of  it  will  be  spent.  He  qualified 
that  a  little  with  that  we  heard  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Colonel 
Stanley),  in  a  speech  to  which  I  am 
very  anxious  to  render  a  tribute,  for  I 
heard  it  with  unfeigned  delight.  And 
here  I  would  say  that  40  years  ago  the 
father  of  the  hon.  and  g^ant  Gentle- 
man exercised  a  command  over  the  feel- 
ings of  this  House  perhaps  greater  than 
any  other  man  who  then  sat  within  its 
wiJls.  At  his  pleasure  he  could  rouse 
the  House,  not  only  to  approval,  but  to 
ecstasy;  and  I,  who  remember  vividly 
the  scenes  of  that  day,  rejoice  to  see  the 
highest  and  most  valuable  qualities  of 
that  eloquence  r^kvoduced  in  the  hon. 
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and  gallant  Gentleman  who  now  sits 
opposite  to  me.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  told  us  that  scarcely  any,  or 
perhaps  none,  of  this  money  would  be 
wanted.  That  statement  has,  however, 
since  been  qualified  by  his  ofiBldal 
superior,  who  has  given  us  the  autibentic 
assurance  that  some  portion  of  the 
£6,000,000  will  be  required.  But  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  ask  only  for  as  much  as  he 
thinks  will  be  required,  and  there  is  no 
precedent  for  departing  from  tiiat  rule 
of  proceeding.  And  then  I  am  told  that 
it  shows  an  old  womanish  regard  for 
dusty  antiquily  to  look  for  precedents. 
But  Ihold  that  on  this  question  of  taxation 
and  public  charge  precedent  is  the  very 
life  of  our  proceedings.  The  precedents 
upon  which  we  throw  burdens  upon  the 
people  are  not  the  chance  events  of  this 
or  that  Government  when  emergencies 
of  any  particular  state  of  Party  com- 
bination arise ;  but  they  are  the  mature 
and  ultimate  results  of  many  centuries 
of  Constitutional  practice,  and  which 
have  been  brought  home  to  the  minds 
of  many  generations,  under  which  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people  can,  on 
the  one  hand,  make  a  liberal  supply  for 
the  wants  of  the  State,  and  can,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  making  that  supply, 
preserve  a  jealous  control  over  the 
liberties  of  the  people.  Out  of  hundreds 
of  precedents  there  is  only  one  instance 
of  a  singular  and  peculiar  Ismd  that  has 
been  mentioned,  and  excepting  that 
there  has  not  been  the  slightest  attempt 
to  establish  a  precedent.  But  tms 
Vote,  I  venture  to  say,  is  an  unreal 
Yote,  because  the  money  cannot  possibly, 
consistently  with  the  rules  of  the  Service, 
be  spent  between  this  and  the  31st  of 
March.  I  am  astonished,  I  confess,  at 
the  way  in  which  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  first  expenditure  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Crimean  War.  It  might 
be  supposed  from  what  had  been  said 
on  that  subject  that  no  preparations  had 
been  made  to  defend  the  country  at  the 
outset  of  that  war.  But  the  first  six 
months  were  six  monl^  during  which 
Lord  HardingewasCommander-in  COiief, 
and  Mr.  Si£iey  Herbert,  one  of  the 
best  administrators  of  his  generation, 
was  Secretary  for  War.  I  should  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  present  Se- 
cretary for  War  will  remember  that 
during  that  time  the  old  Board  of  Ord 
nance  was  in  operation,  and  that  Board 


of  Ordnance  was  &e  special  creation  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  and  upon  which 
he  looked  with  the  partiality  of  a  parent, 
so  admirably  did  he  think  it  was  adapted 
for  the  de&nce  of  the  country;  and 
whatever  may  be  the  other  defects  of 
our  public  Departments,  I  never  heard 
that  any  one  of  them  had  failed  in  the 
faculty  of  spending  money.  So  much, 
then,  for  what  has  been  said  upon  this 
point  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
tibe  head  of  the  War  Department.  As 
to  precedent,  he  has  told  us  that  the  Vote 
of  1870  furiiished  a  precedent  for  the 

roposal  now  under  discussion,  and  that, 
would  observe,  is  the  only  one  to 
which  reference  has  been  made.  There 
are,  however,  several  points  of  difference 
between  the  two  proposals ;  but  I  will 
not  dwell  on  more  than  one.  The  Vote 
of  1870  was  asked  for  to  be  spent,  while 
this,  which  is  three  times  the  amoimt,  is 
asked  for  by  some  Members  of  the 
Government  saying  that  they  hope  none 
of  it  will  be  spent,  and  others  at  last 
telling  us  that  they  are  quite  certain 
some  of  it  will  be  spent,  but  they  cannot 
state  how  mudi.  I  am  jealous — ^perhaps 
it  may  be  the  weakness  of  old  age — ^but 
still  I  am  jecdous  of  this  Constitutional 
innovation.  I  know  no  question  in- 
volving more  of  Parliamentary  solicitude 
than  to  hand  over  to  a  Government,  as  a 
mark  of  confidence,  a  very  large  sum  of 
money,  the  greater  part  of  which,  we  are 
given  to  understand,  there  is  no  likeli- 
hood they  will  want.  It  is  no  part  of 
the  business  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  do  so.  Our  business  is  promptly  and 
freely  to  meet  the  public  demands  for 
expenditure  as  they  are  developed ;  but 
there  is  no  instance  with  which  I  am 
acquainted  in  which,  on  the  eve  of  a 
peaceful  Conference  at  the  close  of  a 
war,  for  the  purpose  of  winding  up  and 
of  settling  or  re-settling  the  questions 
opened  in  connection  with  the  war,  that 
one  of  the  Powers  before  going  into 
the  Conference  should  arm  itself  with  the 
strength,  or  the  supposed  strength,  of  a 
sum  for  increased  military  and  naval 
armaments.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  answered  that 
argument  the  other  ^ght  by  pointing  to- 
the  mobilization  of  the  Bussian  Army 
in  1 876.  But  the  plan  of  the  Conference 
then  held  was  not  a  Bussian,  it  was  an 
English  plan.  Bussia  had  adopted  a 
separate  mode  of  action.  She  did  not 
mobilize  her  Army  with  a  view  to  the 
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operation  of  that  step  on  the  nrooeed- 
ings  of  the  Oonference,  bat  becaTue, 
she  said — ''We  are  determined  to  foroe 
justice  upon  Turkey  if  she  will  not  do  it 
under  the  influence  of  persuasion;''  and 
it  had  no  reference  whatever  to  forcing 
it  on  the  Conference.  But  that  is  not 
all.  My  point  was  that  there  was  no 
precedent.  But  what  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  of  his  precedent?  He 
said  it  was  most  mischieTOus  in  its 
operation.  Now,  I  am  most  anxious  to 
be  in  agreement  with  the  Government 
on  this  occasion ;  but  they  must  supply 
us  with  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
little  reason  before  we  can  give  our 
assent  to  a  proposal  for  charging  our 
constituents  with  a  sum  of  £6,000,000. 
Ihave  seenagreatmanyresolutions  which 
have  been  passed  in  support  of  the 
Government  at  excited  meeting's.  ["  No, 
no!"]  WeU,  I  think  I  am  not  far 
wrong,  in  describing  as  exciting,  meet- 

Xat  which  persons  are  burnt  in 
.  I  have  seen,  I  repeat,  a  great 
many  resolutions  passed  at  such  meet- 
ings ;  but  not  one,  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
in  favour  of  this  speciflc  proposaL  I 
had,  I  may  add,  a  very  short  time  ago, 
some  anonymous  verses  given  me,  con- 
sisting of  a  parody  of  the  verses  of 
Tennyson's  weU-known  ode  on  the  Battle 
of  Balaclava.  The  verses  are  headed 
Tennyson  to  the  Eeeeue,  The  poet  is 
ar^^uing  in  favour  of  the  present  propo- 
sition.   He  says — 

"  Ring  out  your  battle-cry. 
Vote  thia  War  Supply, 
This  must  we  have  or  die — 
Vote  the  Six  Millions! 

Yours  not  to  reason  why, 
Outs  not  to  make  reply. 
Ours  but  say  *  You  he,* 

Vote  the  Six  Millions  r* 

That,  I  think,  gives  a  veiv  fair  and  a 
very  spirited  summary  of  what  has  been 
said  in  support  of  the  Vote.  There  have 
been  other  pleas.  The  Eju^ht  of  the 
Shire  for  Mid  Lincolnshire— [0^o«»^»bn 
cheers] — oh,  I  am  not  going  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  of  his  references  to 
myself.  When  I  have  an  opportunify 
in  fedr  debate  of  following  the  hon. 
Member,  I  shall  not  be  perhaps  un- 
willing to  answer  him;  but  I  do  not 
intend  to  strain  the  rules  of  debate  by 
goiuK  back  to  any  of  the  harangues  of 
which  he  made  me  the  subject.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

Mr.  Gladstone 


<*  We  are  agreed  as  to  the  end  in  Tiew,  and 
when  we  are  so  agreed,  you,  who  are  in  a 
minority,  ought  to  agree  with  the  majority  as 
to  the  choice  of  means." 

That,  no  doubt,  is  a  plausible  principle, 
but  l^ere  are  limits  to  it.  The  end  in 
view,  as  to  which  we  are  all  agreed,  is 
that  everything  should  be  done  for  the 
best,  and  that  the  honour  and  interests 
of  the  country  should  be  upheld;  but 
we  are  by  no  means  yet  in  full  possession 
— although  we  are  gradually,  I  hope, 
niRln'Tig  our  way  to  such  possession — of 
the  views  of  the  Gt)vemment  as  to  the 
means  by  which  that  honour  and  those 
interests  should  be  upheld.  Suppose, 
for  example,  that  it  was  proposed  to  es- 
tablish in  this  country  that  which,  I 
believe,  prevails  in  Germany  for  the 
military  security  of  that  Empire — a  chest 
containing  20,000,000  of  gold  locked  up. 
We  should  all  be  agreed  as  to  the  end  in 
view — ^namely,  our  military  security ;  but 
it  would  be  rather  a  strong  measure  to 
say  that  a  minority  of  this  House  shoidd 
be  bound  to  lock  up  £20,000,000  in  a 
chest.  There  are  limits  in  a  matter  of 
that  kind;  and  much  more,  then,  are 
limits  to  be  set  to  some  other  propositions 
which  I  have  heard  laid  down.  I  heard 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  deliver  a 
speech  last  night  which  wasloudly  cheered 
firom  the  other  side  of  the  House ;  and 
the  principle  which  I  understood  my 
hon.^Viend  to  lay  down  was,  that  it  is 
all  very  well  for  us  to  have  our  dif- 
ferences on  questions  of  domestic  policy, 
but  that  when  it  is  a  question  of  policy 
abroad  we  ought  to  cast  aside  all  our 
differences  and  adopt  what  the  Govern- 
ment proposes ;  and  anything  else,  the 
hon.  Member  said,  was  preferring  your 
Party  to  your  country,  which  he  would 
be  the  last  man  to  do.  Ear  be  it  ^m 
me  to  ask  him  or  to  ask  any  other  hon. 
Member  to  prefer  his  Party  to  his 
country.  To  do  so  would  be  a  great  and 
a  grave  mistake,  but  not  a  greater  nor  a 
graver  mistake  than  was  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  himself  when  he  said  that 
in  a  question  of  foreign  policy  we  were 
to  surrender  the  liberty  of  our  opinion 
and  judgment,  and  simply  to  support 
that  which  might  be  proposed  by  AOni- 
sters.  To  what  does  it  amount?  It 
amounts  to  this — that  in  questions  of 
foreign  policy  we  are  to  have  no  remrd 
to  right  and  wrong ;  that  we  are  aU  to 
be  ^glishmen^  and  that;  whatever  pro- 
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posal  is  made,  or  is  ] 
in  the  name  of  7^ 


osed  to  be  made, 
1,  we  are  to  make 
no  inquiiy  as  to  how  fiar  it  is  right  or 
wrong — tikat,  sinking  that  inquiry  and 
repudiating  it,  we  are  to  do  our  best  to 
support  the  Government  in  its  proposal. 
In  my  opinion,  such  a  proposition  as 
that  is  most  shallow  in  ^ilosophy  and 
most  xmwise  in  policy.  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  it  in  other  coimtries  ?  If  it 
is  good  for  us,  it  is  good,  also,  for  them. 
If  every  EngUshman  is  to  rally  to  the 
policy  of  the  English  Government-— of 
course  there  are  cases  in  which  there  is 
an  obedience  due  to  them,  and  I  do  not 
speak  of  these— if  every  Euglishman  is 
to  have  a  foregone  condusion  and  to  be 
bound  by  the  policy  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Mimsters,  whatever  it  may 
be,  every  Russian  is  to  be  bound  to  what 
the  existing  Government  of  Eussia  may 
propose,  and  there  can  be  no  discussion 
as  to  the  right  or  wrong  of  that  policy. 
And  BO  it  would  be  in  every  country  of 
the  world.  I  hold,  on  the  contrary, 
that  we  are  as  much  bound  to  apply 
the  laws  of  right  and  wrong  aoooromg 
to  our  best  judgment  and  conviction 
to  all  great  and  broad  issues  that  arise 
iu  questions  of  policy  abroad,  as  we 
are  boimd  to  apply  them  in  questions 
of  policy  at  home.  My  right  hon.  EHend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  reminds  me  that  it  is  more  ne- 
cessary— and  more  necessary  indeed  it 
is — ^because  when  we  discuss  matters  at 
home  the  crossing  of  interests  is  such  as 
to  balance  pretty  fairly  opposite  opinions. 
On  the  contrary,  in  questions  of  contro- 
versy with  foreign  countries  there  is  an 
amoimt  of  prejudice  and  predisposition 
in  favour  of  our  own  view,  whatever  it 
may  be,  which  places  in  the  utmost 
hazard  the  highest  interests  of  all — ^the 
interests  of  justice  and  truth.  I  have 
no  disposition  at  all  to  create  or  to  mag- 
nify causes  of  difference  with  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  their  policy.  Again,  I 
thank  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
for  what  he  has  given  us,  and  I  hope  he 
will  yet  give  us  a  little  more ;  but  1  can- 
not be  satisfied  until  I  know  that,  as  to 
the  general  scope  of  our  Ministers  or 
Bepresentatives  in  the  Oonference,  it  is 
not  to  be  to  limit  the  concessions  which 
Bussia  and  Turkey  are  jointiy  ready  to 
make.  Upon  that  proposition  I  take  my 
stand  as  upon  a  principle— not  to  be  ap- 
plied with  unmeaning,  mathematical 
rigour,  but  to  be  applied  in  its  sense, 

VOL.  OCfXXXVn.  [thibd  asRiBS.] 


spirit,  and  substance.  With  any  Oonsti- 
tutional  and  established  methods  of  sup- 
porting the  Government  in  their  efforts 
to  give  effect  to  that  principle  and  to  the 
other  principles  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  so  well  announced  to-night, 
I  am  most  ready  to  concur.  I  am  most 
ready  to  concur  in  any  measure  for 
giving  support  to  the  Cfovemment  for 
purposes  such  as  those ;  but  I  am  really 
not  able  to  give  my  support  to  a  Vote 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  utterly 
failed  to  connect  with  the  objects  he  has 
in  view,  which  is  contrary  to  the  wise 
and  establiflied  rule  on  which  the  most 
vital  of  all  the  functions  of  this  House 
has  for  generations  been  uniformly  per- 
formed, and  which  even  in  worse  times 
than  these,  and  in  worse  hands  than 
those,  might  prove  to  have  estab- 
lished a  precedent  dangerous  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  country. 

After  a  pause, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  again  rose,  and 
said :  I  am  told  that  I  used  an  expres- 
sion towards  the  end  of  my  speech  which 
may  be  regarded  as  ambiguous.  What 
I  meant  to  say  was,  that  I  could  not 
support  the  proposed  Ghrant,  and  that  I 
intended  to  vote  against  it. 

Me.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  all  hon. 
Members  would  agree  in  supporting 
British  interests  if  thev  were  taken  to 
mean  the  honour  of  our  flag,  the  freedom 
of  our  commerce,  the  peace  and  secufity 
of  our  Colonial  depenoencies,  or  the  right 
and  liberties  of  British  residents  in 
foreign  countries.  But  in  some  quar- 
ters the  maintenance  of  the  independence 
and  territorial  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire  had  been  included  in  the  cate- 
gory of  British  interests.  Where  should 
we  find  that  definition  acknowledged 
now?  Certainly  not  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  and  not  by  many  en  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  too,  had  at  one 
time  or  another  disembarrassed  them- 
selves of  that  fiction.  Still,  it  was  one 
which,  if  we  might  judge  from  the  do- 
cuments laid  before  the  House,  had 
existed  till  quite  recently  in  the  minds 
of  the  Turkish  Ambassador  in  London 
and  of  the  Enddsh  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople. Until  this  House  and  the 
coimi^  received  a  distinct  assurance 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  integrity  and  inde- 
pendence of  Turkey  was  no  longer  an 
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article  of  British  interests,  they  would 
never  be  able  to  oome  to  a  oondnsion  as 
to  the  course  they  ou^ht  to  adopt  as  a 
united  people.  Befemng  to  the  public 
excitement  of  the  past  day  or  two,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  characterized  the 
reception  of  the  deputation  of  medical 
students  which  took  place  on  Thursday 
evening  as  a  deplorable  exhibition.  No 
one  could  faU  to  admire  the  devotion 
with  which  medical  men  had  given  their 
aid  in  this  war  to  the  sick  and  wounded 
of  both  Armies ;  and  these  young  n^en 
were  probably  animated  with  the  same 
enthusiastic  devotion  to  the  exercise  of 
their  noble  profession ;  but  they  should 
not,  he  thought,  have  permitted  tneirpro- 
fessionai  zeal  to  make  them  forget  that, 
as  Ohristian  men,  they  were  disciples  of 
the  Prince  of  Peace.  The  Government 
had  asked  for  this  Vote  as  a  Yote  of 
Confidence,  thereby  placing  their  siip- 
porters  in  a  very  difficult  and  painM 
position.  When  confidence  was  chal- 
lenged by  the  Opposition  the  Govern- 
ment had  a  right  to  require  their  sup- 
porters to  maintain  them  in  their  place ; 
but  in  this  case  the  challenge  Was  volun- 
tarily thrown  out  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  his  own  side.  If  they 
had  at  the  outset  asked  for  money  to 
put  the  Army  and  Navy  in  a  fit  position 
for  active  service,  there  would  probably 
have  been  no  objection  raised  to  tiie 
proposal ;  but  the  money  had  been  asked 
for  ^  be  used  in  certain  exigencies.  In 
the  International  Congress  which  was 
about  to  meet  the  I^lenipotentiaries 
would  derive  their  influence  £rom  the 
greatness  of  the  Power  they  represented, 
and  not  &om  the  amoimt  of  money 
which  had  been  voted  by  the  Parlia- 
ments of  those  Powers.  He  could  not  see, 
therefore,  that  the  Bepresentatives  of 
England  would  derive  any  influence 
fcoxn  this  Yote.  He  disliked  the  cha- 
racter of  the  proposal  very  much,  and 
he  could  not  vote  for  it  with  anything 
like  satisfaction.  Still,  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  it  was  essen- 
tial to  the  Government,  he  had  to  con- 
sider whether  he  should  be  doing  right 
or  wrong  in  voting  for  it.  He  believed 
the  Vote  to  be  comparatively  harmless, 
and  he  should  therefore  give  his  vote  in 
its  favour.  The  country  was  now  look- 
ing forward  to  the  solution  of  this 
Eastern  Question  with  exciting  interest ; 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  a  general 
desire  to  see  an  end  put  to  the  terrible 

Mr.  J.  G.  £ubhard 


calamities  which  now  afflicted  the  East 
of  Europe.  Nothing  would  more  tend  to 
unanimity  of  opimon  and  action  in  the 
House,  in  reference  to  a  general  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  than  an 
explicit  declaration  from  them  of  the  po- 
licy theywould  pursue  in  the  Conferenoe. 
Mb.  HAYTEB  said,  that  he  listened, 
in  common  with  the  whole  House,  with 
great  interest  to  the  important  ^eech  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  he 
failed  to  connect  it  with  this  Yote.  He 
was  desirous  of  making  some  inquiries 
as  to  its  special  items,  and  he  i^pre- 
hended  the  present  was  the  fitting  op- 
portunity for  doing  so.  There  were  in- 
cluded in  this  Yote  the  following  ser- 
vices : — Field  allowances,  staff  pay  and 
allowances,  land  transport  and  horses, 
medicines,  and  surgical  instruments. 
He  contended  that  it  was  a  war  Yote 
that  was  asked  for  by  the  Government ; 
and  he  thought  it  odd  that  while  we 
were  going  into  the  Conference  no  pre* 
parations  were  being  made  by  other 
I^oweris.  It  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  we  voted  large  sums  of  money  for 
military  expenditure,  and  yet  when  any 
panic  arose  we  were  called  upon  to  fur- 
nish additional  resources.  They  were 
asked  to  accept  a  Yote  of  Credit  which 
would  give  the  (Jovemment  the  power 
of  spending  £6,000,000  in  six  weeks  or 
two  months,  or  at  the  rate  of  £36,000,000 
in  a  single  year.  Such  an  expenditure 
could  not  be  justified  even  if  this  country 
were  6nfi;aged  in  hostilities.  He  would 
not  grudge  the  £6,000,000  if  it  were  to 
be  spent  on  the  Navy,  and  the  sending 
of  tne  Fleet  to  the  Dardanelles  was  a 
measure  of  which  they  all  approved. 
But  to  spend  the  money  in  equipping 
and  seniung  out  an  expeditionary  lana 
force  to  a  place  where  England  had  no 
interests  to  defend  would  be  a  most 
reckless  proceeding.  The  wordins^  of 
the  Besolution  proposed  by  the  Cnan- 
ocUot  of  the  Exchequer  was  objection- 
able, because  it  spoke  of  the  Yote  being 
expended  in  increasing  the  efficiency  of 
the  Naval  and  MiHta^  Services  at  the 
present  crisis  of  the  war  between  Bussia 
and  Turkey.  Why,  the  crisis  was  past 
— ^he  had  almost  said  the  war  was  at  an 
end.  Had  not  the  Ghrand  Duke  Nicholas 
telegraphed  to  the  commanders  in  Europe 
and  Asia  along  the  whole  line  to  desist 
from  further  operations?  The  Govern- 
ment, then,  were  taking  power  to  put  in 
the  field  a  small  force,  whiok  mignt  act 
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as  a  menaoe,  andposttUj  eaiBfoaoumg^ 
ment  to  Torke  j,  but  would  hare  no  em^ 
tivo  influexiee  oyox  the  niilitary  dtaation. 
We  sorely  did  not  require  £6,000,000 
to  prepare,  not  to  send  out,  a  small 
expeditionary  foroe  ?  If  so,  our  naval 
and  military  preparations,  notwithstand- 
ing our  vast  expenditure,  must  be  sadly 
in  arrear.  Our  Orimean  expenditure, 
^ctended  over  two  years  and  a-half,  was 
measuired  by  Sir  George  Lewis  at 
£77,000,000,  or  at  the  rate  approxi- 
mately of  £31,000,000  a-year.  This 
Vote  must  be  intended  either  to  carry  on 
war  or  to  seoure  peaoe.  If  to  oarry  on 
war  it  was  too  small  for  its  object ;  if  to 
seoure  peace,  it  was  surely  unwise  to 
enter  into  Oonference  with  a  veiled  me- 
nace to  Bussia  in  one  hcmd,  and  an 
ambiguous  [promise  to  Turkey  in  the 
other.  For  the  reasons  he  had  given  he 
should  vote  against  the  Motion. 

LoBD  ESUNOTON  said,  that  a 
great  number  of  oompkdnts  had  been 
made  against  the  (Government,  and  the 
sight  hon.  Q^itleman  the  Member  for 
Qreenwioh  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  his  won- 
derfully fertile  and  imaginative  mind, 
had  framed  a  lonfi^  biU  of  indictment 
iM^ainst  them  for  what  they  might  do  at 
the  Conference.  There  was,  however, 
one  complaint  which  could  not  be  made 
against  them^namely,  that  they  had 
been  backward  in  furnishing  informa- 
tion, because  the  House  had  obtained 
information  up  to  this  afternoon.  He 
wanted  to  ask — To  what  did  that  infor- 
mation amount?  To  this — ^that  the  whole 
of  European  Turkey,  indnding  the  Oity 
of  Constantinople,  was  absolutely  at  the 
mercy  ai  Bussia.  He  did  not  wii^  to 
be  an  cdarmist,  or  to  ofBend  the  suscep- 
tibilities ^  foreign  nations ;  but  tms 
was  a  state  of  things  which  neither  Eng- 
haxd  nor  any  other  Power  could  affo^ 
to  regard  with  indifEbrenoe  or  without 
some  mixture  of  apprehension.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  WOMd  Lawson)  had  said  that  if  the 
question  was  whe^er  Constantinople 
was  to  be  occiuned  by  Bussia  or  Turkey 
he:  would  rather  it  was  occupied  by 
Bussia.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  not 
looked  more  serious  than  usual  when 
saying  so,  he  should  have  thought  he 
was  indulging  in  one  of  his  best  jokes  ^ 
but  if  his  hon.  Friend  really  entertained 
that  opinion,  he  stood  alone  in  England 
at  this  momenta  The  interests  of  Eng- 
land and  of  Europe  alike  forbade  any 


such  oooupation.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  war  in  this  debate,  and 
Members  on  the  Ministericd  side  had 
been  taxed  with  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly advocating  it.  But  it  diould  be 
remembered  that  there  was  one  thing 
quite  as  bad  as  war,  and  that  was  a 
dangerous  peaoe,  because  enich  a  peace 
contained  within  it  the  seeds  and  germs 
of  many  wars.  A  dangerous  peaoe  was 
prolific  of  innumerable  sources  of  dis- 
content and  disturbance;  and  it  was 
that  the  Government  might  go  into  the 
Conference  armed  with  authority  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  a  dangerous  peace  being 
agreed  to  that  the  House  was  asked  to 
pass  this  Yote.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ureenwich,  on  a 
former  occasion  and  again  to-night,  and 
also  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Bichard),  used  some  arguments  as  to  the 
danger  of  going  into  the  Conference 
armed  with '^  a  war  Yote,  and  that  had 
been  designated  '^  a  policy  of  menace." 
Menace  to  whom?  He  could  not  see 
that  a  State  going  into  a  Conference  to 
discuss  with  other  States  a  most  difficult 
issue— or  rather,  many  difficult  issues — 
could  be  justly  described  as  assuming  an 
attitude  of  menace  because  it  was  pre- 
pared for  any  contingency.  He  wanted 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  re- 
member whom  they  had  to  meet  at  this 
Oonference.  They  were  going  to  meet 
all  the  great  military  Powers  of  Europe, 
every  one  of  them  armed  to  the  teeth, 
and  able  to  send  large  armies  into  the 
field  at  a  few  days'  notice.  He  was  not 
altogether  satisfied  that  Bulgaria  was  fit 
for  self-government.  The  experiment, 
however,  was  about  to  be  tried,  and  it 
was  as  well  to  see  what  were  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  have  to  be  encoun- 
tered in  carrying  it  out.  A  large  por- 
tion of  the  popmation  of  the  Province 
consisted  of  Mahomedans,  and  the  re- 
mainder was  divided  into  various  Chris- 
tian sects ;  and  the  religious  differences 
now  existing  between  them  would  be 
perpetuated  and  embittered  by  the 
miserable  memories  of  this  unhi^py 
war.  There  would  thus  be  vast  diffi- 
culty in  giving  Constitutions  to  these 
autonomous  States.  There  was  also  the 
question,  who  was  to  have  the  Protecto** 
rate  over  them  ?  He  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  if  they  were  to  become 
the  mere  vassal  States  of  Bussia,  the 
last  state  of  the  South-Eastem  portion  of 
Europe  would  be  even  worse  than  the 
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first;  while  the  danger  to  the  peace  of 
Europe  and  to  EngHsh  interests  would 
be  even  greater  than  that  caused  by  the 
misgovemment  of  the  Porte.  The  sup- 
porters of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  taunted  with  entertaining  a 
feeling  of  mistrust  of  Russia.  He  did 
not  deny  that  such  a  feeling  existed  in 
this  country ;  but  it  was  not  confined  to 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  it  being  exhibited  quite  as  much 
by  hon.  Members  opposite.  He  de- 
plored its  existence,  and  he  should  wish 
to  see  it  brought  to  an  end ;  for  as  long 
as  it  existed,  it  was  impossible  that  we 
could  enter  into  satisfactory  negotiations 
or  could  form  a  cordial  alliance  with 
Eussia.  It  was  not  our  fault,  however, 
that  it  existed,  but  that  of  Bussia  her- 
self. If  Bussia  would  conduct  her 
diplomacy  in  a  straight  and  not  in  a 
tortuous  line ;  if  she  would  make  it  clear 
and  not  mysterious;  if  she  would  say 
what  she  really  meant  and  prove  to  us 
that  what  she  said  she  meant,  then  the 
distrust  of  her  which  existed — ^wide- 
spread and  deeply-rooted  as  it  was — 
would  disappear,  and  the  world  would 
soon  see  England  and  Bussia  carrying  out 
together  the  great  work  of  civilization  in 
which  both  countries  professed  to  be  en- 
gaged. The  noble  Lord  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  asked  how 
this  money  was  to  be  used;  but  that 
question  had  been  fully  answered  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  G^ntlemEin 
the  Secretarv  to  the  Treasury  (Oolonel 
Stanley).  The  noble  Lord  had  fiirther 
complained  that  he  could  not  ascertain 
what  the  policy  of  the  Government  at 
the  Conference  would  be;  but  he  had 
heard  a  very  elaborate  exposition  of 
that  policy  horn  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  Of  course,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  enter  into  all  the  details  of  that 
policy,  which  might  have  to  be  varied 
in  order  to  suit  the  different  combina- 
tions of  circumstances  that  might  arise. 
He  could  have  wished  that  the  tone  and 
manner  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
had  been  more  moderate  and  more  re- 
served. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
referring  to  Austria,  had  assumed  that 
she  intended  to  use  her  influence  at  the 
Conference  to  restrict  the  liberties  of  the 
different  nationalities;  but  that  was  a 
gratuitous  assumption  on  his  part,  there 
being  no  ^roof  whatever  that  such  was 
her  intention.    He  hoped  that  a  cordial 
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alliance  would  be  formed  between  Aus- 
tria and  this  country;  and  that  they 
would  go  hand-in-hand  in  doing  their 
duty  in  the  Conference  by  resisting  a 
dangerous  peace,  and  in  securing  for 
these  different  communities  freedom  and 
good  government.  The  right  hon.  G^n- 
ueman  had  referred  to  Koumania  as 
having  formed  a  check  to  the  advanoe  of 
Bussia  to  the  South.  That  was  a  most 
unh^py  reference ;  because  the  fact  waa 
that  Koumania  had  been  the  point  d^appui 
of  Bussia  in  her  progress  to  Constanti- 
nople. He  very  much  doubted,  there- 
fore, whether  great  reliance  could  be 
placed  in  the  formation  of  a  number  of 
^[iMMi-independent  States  as  a  barrier  to 
Bussian  ambition.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  remarked  upon  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen);  but  he  himself  had 
listened  with  admiration  to  the  manly 
and  patriotic  course  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  taken,  and  he  had  con- 
fined his  remarks  to  the  present  position 
of  affairs  in  the  East,  so  that  the  larger 
construction  put  upon  them  by  the  i%ht 
hon.  Gentieman  was  not  justUied.  The 
Vote  itself  had  been  granted  already 
by  a  large  majority,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  so  granted  i^ain ;  because  he 
firmly  believed  the  maiority  represented 
very  f  airlv  and  fully  tiie  opinion  of  the 
people  of  England  upon  the  question. 
Further,  he  trusted  the  Vote  would  be 
granted,  because  it  was  one  to  which 
uie  old  aphorism,  BU  dat  qui  cito  dot, 
eminendy  applied. 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  the  important  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  was  not  set- 
tied  yesterday,  when  the  House  was  in 
an  excited  state,  not  to  say  a  state  of 

Sanic.  Yesterday  tiie^  were  unable  to 
iscuss  this  question  m  a  calm  atmo- 
sphere. The  atmosphere  was  very  calm 
now.  He  thought  it  would  have  been 
very  disgraceful  to  them  if  it  could  have 
been  said  tiiat  the  Pashas  in  Constanti- 
nople had  forced  our  hand.  Though  it 
was  Mr.  Layard  who  sent  the  alarming^ 
telegrams,  it  was  strange  that  he  could 
believe  the  officials  of  the  Porte,  who 
had  declared  they  did  not  know  the  terms 
of  their  own  armistice,  and  such  asser- 
tions should  not  have  sufficed  to  throw  us 
off  our  balance.  He  was  an  old  official, 
and  knew  well  the  degree  to  which  it  was 
neoessaiy  to  trust  those  wha  bad  the  ad- 
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ministration  of  afiPairs  in  times  of  diffi- 
culty and  danger.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  asked  for  a  moderate 
sum,  and,  what  was  more  important,  had 
asked  for  it  in  a  moderate  tone,  he 
should  not  have  been  prepared  to  resist 
the  demands  made  upon  the  Govern- 
ment's responsibility.  But  the  demand 
was  not  moderate  in  amount,  and  it  was 
made  in  what  was  not  a  moderate  tone. 
As  regarded  the  amount,  seeing  it  was 
to  be  spent  in  the  next  six  weeks,  it  had 
been  clearly  shown  that  the  amount  was 
really  excessive.  It  was  not  suggested 
that  an  emergency  existed  that  rendered 
it  necessary  that  that  sum  should  be 
spent  at  once.  But  they  had  been  told 
very  clearly  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  to  some  extent  by  the 
OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  we 
should  be  prepared  with  the  means  for  a 
warlike  expedition.  If  such  an  emer- 
gency really  arose,  and  the  Gt>vemment 
came  to  Parliament,  he  believed  it  would 
be  willing  to  supply  what  was  wanted. 
Meantime,  if  the  Government  had  said 
there  were  certain  things  that  required  to 
be  got  for  putting  the  troops  on  a  more 
efficient  footing,  and  had  asked  for,  say, 
£2,000,000,  he  would  not  have  objected. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  a 
war  Vote,  and  therefore  a  Vote  he  would 
not  encourage.  As  he  had  said,  he  had 
still  more  objection  to  the  tone  in  which 
the  demand  had  been  made.  If  the 
speeches  of  those  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
who  had  hitherto  been  considered  the 
safest — tbe  OhanceUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  Home  Secretary— had  been 
in  the  same  tone  as  their  speeches  of 
last  year,  he  would,  for  his  part,  have 
been  ready  to  place  confidence  in  them. 
But  the  tone  of  these  Gentlemen  was 
very  different  from  what  it  was  formerly. 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary was  a  long  indictment  ag^nst 
Bussia,  and  a  long  suggestion  of  dupli- 
city on  the  part  of  Bussia — ^an  accusa- 
tion that  she  was  exhibiting  bad  faith. 
It  was  very  objectionable  that  they 
should  have  such  insinuations  made  in 
presenting  a  Vote  of  this  kind  unless 
they  could  be  proved.  It  was  an  evil  that 
once  done  could  scarcely  be  remedied. 
The  effects  of  these  suggestions,  in  in- 
citing hatred  amongst  peoples,  lasted 
for  generations.  He  had  seen  it  stated 
in  the  Bussian  Press  that  Bussia  did  not 
desire  war  with  England ;  but  if  there 


should  be  such  a  war,  it  would  be  an 
exceedingly  popular  one  in  Bussia. 
Looking  to  the  conduct  of  our  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople,  he  thought  our 
neutrality  had  been  of  a  very  one-sided 
character.  Things  had  been  said  by 
responsible  men  which  were  calculated 
to  engender  in  this  country  a  hatred  of 
Bussia.  These  were  things  that  made 
him  unwilling  to  give  the  Government 
larger  Supplies  than  were  necessary  for 
peaceful  precaution.  As  regarded  this 
question  of  the  duplicity  of  Bussia,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Bussia  had  given 
very  definite  pledges  in  the  most  cate- 
gorical terms,  and  that  nothing  could  be 
more  satisfactoir  than  these  assurances. 
It  came,  indeea,  to  this — that  we  must 
either  believe  these  very  definite  pledges 
of  Bussia,  or  we  must  suppose  tnat  the 
Government  of  Bussia,  from  the  Emperor 
downwards,  were  engaged  in  some  grand 
conspiracy  to  throw  their  pledges  to  the 
wind  and  take  advantage  of  this  country. 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  in 
possession  of  information  that  enabled 
them  to  prove  to  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  Bussia  were  engaged  in  a 
great  conspiracy,  it  was  right  that  they 
should  state  it  to  the  House,  and  not 
merely  insinuate  such  things.  Last  year 
a  pamphlet  was  published  in  Constan- 
tinople by  an  obscure  Greek  at  the  in- 
stigation of  a  Turkish  Pasha,  and  it  had 
since  been  translated  into  English,  and 
was  recently  circulated  amongst  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  asked  if  it  was  au- 
thentic. He  did  not  repudiate  that 
pamphlet ;  he  said  he  believed  some  of 
the  documents  to  be  authentic;  and 
the  tone  in  which  he  said  it  insinuated 
against  Bussia  things  which  amounted 
to  a  great  conspiracy.  What  was  the 
nature  of  that  pamphlet  ?  It  professed 
to  be  a  revelation  of  documents  passing 
between  the  Prince  Imperial  of  Bussia 
and  great  diplomatists  and  other  people, 
which  meant  nothing  unless  it  meant 
there  was  a  grand  conspiracy — not  a 
holy  crusade  on  the  part  of  the  Slav 
cause,  but  a  conspiracy  couched  in  the 
tone  of  Jack  Sheppard  or  the  Artful 
Dodger.  If  the  Government  was  pos- 
sessed of  information  that  would  lead 
the  House  to  believe  that  there  was 
truth  in  that,  he  should  be  quite  ready 
to  withdraw  his  opposition  to  this  Vote. 
But  till  that  was  done  he  could  not 
support  it.    Our  highest  interests  were 
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not  attacked,  and  we  were  totally  in- 
capable of  putting  an  army  into  &e 
field  that  could  cope  with  the  sreot 
armies  of  the  Continent.  He  did  not 
believe  it  was  the  interest  or  wish  of 
Bussia  to  open  the  Straits  to  war  yessels, 
seeing  other  fleets  were  stronger  than 
her  own.  He  contended  that  in  the  ac- 
tion which  the  Qovemment  would  have 
to  take  in  connection  with  these  compli- 
cated affairs  thej  i^ould  cultivate  with 
the  Bussians  a  give-and-take  policy ;  be- 
cause he  saw  that  by  meeting  them  half- 
way we  would  stave  off  vast  difficulties 
which  otherwise  mi^ht  result  in  a  serious 
outbreak  of  hostilities.  Bussia  gave  it 
as  her  great  reason  for  going  to  war 
that  she  desired  to  relieve  the  Ohristian 
population  of  Turkey.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  thwe  was  a  lai^e  num- 
ber of  Christians  in  Armenia  and  in  that 
S>rtion  of  Armenia  occupied  by  the 
ussians.  Bussia  might  very  plausibly 
seek  to  free  these  people  m>m  the 
Turkish  yoke,  and  she  might  thus  make 
advances  there  which  would  alarm  us. 
Therefore,  he  again  asserted  that  we 
should  meet  Bussia  in  a  Mendly  spirit, 
otherwise  much  harm  might  be  done. 
The  only  way  to  stave  off  Bussia's  de- 
mands in  Asia,  he  believed,  was  to  main- 
tain a  give-and-take  policy.  And  what 
would  be  the  result  supposing  this  coun- 
try was  involved  in  a  war  regarding 
this  Asian  question  ?  Why,  they  would 
require  not  only  £6,000,000,  or  even 
£60,000,000,  but  £600,000,000.  Then 
there  was  the  question  of  our  Indian 
Empire,  and  all  the  help  that  could  be 
derived  from  that  country  would  be  re- 
quired with  our  own  in  the  event  of  a 
war,  while  possibly  even  then  we  could 
not  beat  Bussia  in  the  field  so  far  from 
our  own  bases.  If,  therefore,  it  would 
seem  so  difficult  to  meet  Bussia  by 
force,  he  was  justified  in  urging  the 
Gt>vemment  to  enforce  a  friendly  and 
not  an  imfriendly  policy.  It  was  ad- 
visable to  take  the  best  bargain  they 
could,  for  he  would  have  the  House  re- 
member that  upon  this  question  the 
country  stood  isolated  and  alone,  be- 
cause there  were  no  other  Powers 
directly  interested  in  this  question. 
The  only  thing  left  open  for  us  to  do 
was  to  obtain  the  support  of  Austria 
on  the  stipulation  that  we  should  sup- 
port her  interests  in  Europe.  But  that 
course,  he  was  aware,  had  been  repu- 
diated in  the  House.    What  would  be 
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ihe  circumstances,  he  asked,  in  iiie  event 
of  this  counlay  goin^  to  war  wi&  Bussia? 
It  would  be  scnnethmg  like  the  man  and 
the  fish— ^tiiey  would  not  be  able  to  get 
near  to  one  another.  England  might 
blockade  the  Black  Sea  and  the  Baltic ; 
but  if  that  would  not  be  cutting  off  the 
nose  to  spite  the  f^use  he  did  not  know 
how  to  describe  it.  Our  own  trade 
throughout  the  ooimtiy  would  be  se- 
riously injured.  In  nis  own  consti- 
tuency (Kirkcaldy)  tiiey  were  very  mudi 
opposed  to  ike  Yote,  and  in  the  eveot 
of  a  war  they  well  knew  that  they 
would  be  among  the  first  to  suffer  for 
want  of  Bussian  flax  and  Bussian  custom. 
Their  trade,  in  fact,  would  stand  idle. 
In  this  sense,  therefore,  the  war  would 
do  a  vast  deal  of  harm.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  India.  He  was  not  one 
who  feared  for  anything  that  Bussia 
could  at  present  do  with  r^ard  to  India ; 
but  the  question  was  one  which  excited 
much  feeHng  in  this  country.  The 
A%han  was  always  ready  to  play  off 
Biusia  against  England  and  England 
against  Bussia ;  and  a  war  with  Bussia 
would  create  excitement  and  much  ex- 
pense in  India,  and  ruin  the  Indian 
finances.  He  would  venture  to  suggest 
that  responsible  Ministers  of  the  C^wn 
should  change  their  tone  with  regard  to 
Bussia.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  words 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ihat 
the  Government  did  not  desire  war,  and 
so  long  as  they  exerted  themselves  to 
preserve  an  honourable  peace  he  had  no 
fear  of  the  result  As  regards  the  objects 
of  the  Conference,  no  doubt  most  mo- 
mentous questions  would  have  to  be 
considered.  It  was  now,  he  thought,  an 
accepted  fact  that  Turkey  in  Eurone  had 
come  to  an  end.  That  fact  must  be  ac- 
cepted, l^ou^h,  he  feared,  grudgingly ; 
and  that  being  so,  they  MK>ula  exert 
themselves  to  secure  for  Turkey  a  good 
soHd  power  in  Asia.  He  believed  the 
Pashas  might  make  a  solid  reliaUe 
Power  in  Asia,  as  they  had  shown 
themselves  a  brave  people  in  Europe. 
He  advocated  this  course,  and  believed 
thatit  would  be  the  means  of  combining 
the  present  struggling  Mahomedan 
peoples.  He  trusted  the  Greeks  would 
achieve  freedom,  but  they  must  not  put 
forward  false  and  exaggerated  daimt. 
The  whole  population  of  Hulippopolia 
was  only  50,000,  and  only  one-seventh 
were  Greeks;  while  in  the  district  the 
Bishop  daimed  onfy  12,000  adhevents 
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of  the  Greek  Ohurch.  The  Greeks  in- 
jured their  cause  by  overstating  their 
ease.  With  respect  to  Bulgaria,  he  was 
surprised  at  the  statements  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  respect  to 
the  location  of  that  people,  as  Lord 
Salisbury  had  specially  delineated  the 
two  Bulgarias.  The  Bulgarians  were 
a  steady,  plodding  people,  and  it  would 
be  hard  to  make  them  pay  a  tribute 
because  they  had  not  rebelled  and 
fought  more.  Their  position  in  the 
midst  of  Mahomedans  was  different 
from  that  of  the  Montenegrins,  who  had 
always  been  independent.  He  believed 
they  would  be  found  extremely  capable 
of  governing  themselves.  Much  had 
been  said  about  good  government  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  very 
little  about  freedom,  and  he  hoped  that 
freedom  would  not  be  sacrificed  for  the 
establishment  of  what  might  mean  good 
government  in  a  foreign  point  of  view. 
If  the  Servians  were  pig  drivers,  they 
were  the  pioneers  of  freedom  and  self- 
government  among  the  Slavs,  and  were, 
werefore,  not  likely  to  be  treated  too 
well  by  Bussia.  She  miffht  desire  to 
maintain  vassal  States,  and  it  would  be 
our  duty  in  the  Conference  to  advocate 
freedom  as  opposed  to  vassalage  for  the 
liberated  States. 

Mb.  HEEMON,  with  regard  to  a 
statement  by  an  hon.  Member  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  that  he  would  have  supported 
a  Vote  of  £2,000,000,  said,  there  md  not 
seem  to  him  to  be  any  principle  in  such  a 
proposal,  for  the  case  was  not  one  which 
could  be  made  a  mere  question  of 
amount.  It  was  denied  that  anything 
had  occurred  which  could  justify  the 
Vote.  In  Her  Majesty's  Speech  it  was 
stated  that  no  money  would  oe  asked  for 
unless  some  unexpected  occurrences  took 
place.  Was  not  tike  delay  in  signing  the 
armistice  an  unexpected  occurrence? 
and  was  not  the  delay  in  communicating 
the  terms  of  peace  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  another  unexpected  occur- 
rence? No  one  could  be  in  favour  of 
new  taxes;  but  when  the  Gt)vemment 
placed  all  the  Papers  before  them,  and 
stated  that  they  required  this  Vote,  the 
Committee  ought  to  support  them.  What 
did  the  bankers  of  London  do  when  there 
was  a  crisis?  Why,  they  husbanded 
their  resources  and  prepared  for  an 
emergency.  The  Gtovwnment  wished  to 
do  that  now.    The  Vote  being  necessary, 


the  state  of  trade  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter.  It  was  no  pleasure  to  the 
Government  to  propose  the  Vote,  but 
only  the  discharge  of  an  imperative  duty. 
At  the  same  time,  he  woiQd  beseech  of 
the  Government  to  use  every  endeavour 
to  avoid  the  dire  necessity  of  resorting 
to  war.  He  was  glad  the  House  seemed 
to  have  calmed  down  a^ain,  for  he  be- 
lieved feeling  ran  high  m  some  parts  of 
the  country,  and  that  a  very  little  fuel 
added  to  the  flcune  would  excite  a  feeling 
which  might  almost  drive  Ministers  to 
do  that  which  their  better  judgment 
would  not  impel  them  to  do.  TkQ  speech 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
imbued  (with  freedom  from  beginning  to 
end ;  but  while  we  were  just  to  others 
we  must  be  just  to  ourselves.  At  the 
same  time,  one  of  our  greatest  interests 
was  that  there  should  be  secured  the 
glorious  liberty  of  responsible  free  go- 
vernment for  the  peoples  who  had  so 
long  groaned  under  oppression  and  mis- 
rule. If  he  thought  that  the  Vote  asked 
for  by  the  Government  was  likely  to  force 
the  countiy  into  war,  he  would,  if  he 
stood  alone  in  that  House,  resist  its  being 
granted,  and  use  all  the  forms  of  Par- 
liament to  prevent  the  money  being 
granted ;  but  he  looked  at  it  as  a  peace 
vote,  calculated  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Government  at  &e  forthcoming 
Conference,  and  therefore  he  came  pre- 
pared to  give  it  all  the  support  he  could. 
Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVEE  said,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  even- 
ing had  been  in  every  respect  the  most 
satisfactory  one  which  had  been  deli- 
vered by  any  Member  on  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  during  the  discussion  on 
this  Vote,  and  was  in  striking  con- 
trast to  those  of  the  Home  Secretary 
and  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War. 
If  it  had  been  delivered  on  the  previous 
evening  many  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
have  gone  into  the  Lobby  in  better 
spirits  and  with  more  expectation  that 
peace  would  be  maintained.  That  speech 
had  been  eminently  pacific,  and,  con- 
sidering the  state  of  opmion  out-of-doors, 
eminently  calculated  to  do  good.  He 
hoped  the  explanation  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  in  regard  to  send- 
ing the  Pleet  to  Constantinople  would 
prevent  any  further  misconception.  It 
was  worthy  of  observation  that  the  posi- 
tion thus  assumed  would  be  almost  iden- 
tical with  that  offered  to  this  country  by 
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Boesia  before  the  Oonferenoe,  when  she 
proposed  to  occupy  Bulgaria  herself, 
and  that  England  should  send  its  Fleet 
to  Constantinople.  In  proportion  as  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
satisfactory  and  pacific,  and  just  in  pro- 
portion as  his  explanation  of  the  attitude 
of  this  country  was  satisfactory,  did  the 
Vote  itself  become  unintelligible  andmost 
unnecessary.  For  what  purpose  were  they 
to  be  called  upon  to  vote  £6,000,000  if 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  were 
thoroughly  pacific,  and  if  they  were 
going  into  the  Conference  not  in  a  spirit 
of  antagonism  to  Eussia,  but  to  carry 
out  the  policy  which  had  been  an- 
nounced ?  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  the  best  means  of  securing 
pKsace  was  to  prepare  for  war.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  had  described  Europe  as  full 
of  inflanunatory  material  to  which 
a  spark  might  set  fire  in  a  moment. 
Was  the  risk  of  conflagration  not 
increased  by  our  adding  fre&  barrels  of 
gunpowder  to  these  inflammatory  mate- 
rials ?  The  result  of  our  policy  already 
had  been  that  Eussia  had  called  out 
45  fresh  battalions,  thus  adding  not 
less  than  120,000  to  her  Army.  It  was 
in  that  way  that  preparations  for  war  in 
one  country  led  to  corresponding  prepa- 
rations in  another.  The  proposal  to 
taking  this  Vote,  therefore,  was  not  wise 
at  the  present  time.  There  had  been 
one  blank  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  for  he  had  not  touched  on 
the  legal  and  constitutional  points  in- 
volved in  this  Vote.  The  only  answer 
he  had  made  to  the  precedents  which 
had  been  quoted  was  that  they  were 
cases  under  different  oircumstanoes ;  but 
he  had  not  explained  what  those  dif- 
ferent circumstances  were,  nor  had  he 
brought  forward  a  single  precedent  for 
the  course  which  the  Government  now 
proposed  in  asking  the  House  to  ^ve  a 
vote  which  would  place  a  discretionary 
power  of  going  to  war  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  without  the  necessity  of 
consulting  the  House  on  the  subject. 
The  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Pontefraot  (Mr.  Childers), 
who  had  shown  that  there  had  never  been 
a  Vote  of  Credit  given  by  the  Hoase  at 
the  commencement  of  negotiations,  had 
not  been  answered.  It  was  true  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  l^e  Treasury  (Colonel  Stanley) 

Mr.  Shaw  Ziftvre 


had  characterized  the  preoedents  cited 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  "  pre-historio." 
But  that  term  could  not  fairly  be  ap- 
plied to  the  precedents  of  1718,  1791, 
and  1841.  Surely  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  was  not  so  recent  that  pre- 
cedents acted  upon  so  late  as  40  years 
ago  could  be  called  pre-historic.  The 
important  point  was  that  if  this  coarse 
were  adopted  it  would  be  possible  on 
future  occasions  for  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  come  down  to  the  House  at 
any  time  and  ask  for  a  Vote  of  Credit 
without  explaining  their  objects  or  policy 
and  then  engage  the  country  in  war 
without  again  coming  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  a  Constitutional  manner. 
To  prove  that  that  was  not  mere  hypo- 
thesis on  his  part  he  would  refer  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff),  who 
had  given  that  very  ground  as  his 
reason  for  supporting  5ie  Vote.  [Sir 
H.  Druiocoio)  Wolff  dissented.]  That 
was  his  impression  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said;  and  it  was  so  re- 
ported in  The  l^mes.  He  considered 
the  proposition  before  the  House  a 
great  innovation  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  country,  and  that  was  fully  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate).  He 
contended  that  they  were  laying  down  a 
very  bad  precedent  for  a  future  occasion 
in  this  matter— one  which  was  extremely 
dangerous,  although  at  present  it  might 
not  be  followed  by  danger,  inasmuch  as 
the  interval  between  the  end  of  the  pre- 
sent flnandal  year  and  the  commence- 
ment of  the  next  was  short ;  and  he  did 
not  expect  that  in  that  interval  the  Con- 
ference would  meet,  or  that  any  difficulty 
would  arise  out  of  the  Conference.  Then 
there  remained  one  other  important 
matter,  and  that  was  the  attitude  of  this 
country  at  the  coming  Conference.  He 
understood  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  introducing  this  Vote  to 
the  House  that  it  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  go  into  the  Conference 
with  the  object  of  minimizing  the  terms 
of  peace  in  the  interests  of  Turkey  and 
of  mending  the  condition  of  the  Chris- 
tian Provinces.  The  English  people  un- 
derstood the  word  freedom,  but  they  did 
not  understand  mending.  They  ought 
to  go  into  the  Conference,  not  with  the 
intention  of  minimizing  the  terms  of 
peace,  but  of  oo-operatmg  with  Busda 
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for  the  purpose  of  securing  autonomy 
not  only  to  Bulgaria,  but  also  to  Bosnia 
and  the  Greek  Provinces  of  Turkey. 
With  reference  to  the  terms  of  peace, 
he  regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  been  able  to  say  something  on 
this  subject.  Nothing  had  been  said 
with  respect  to  the  Hellenic  Pro- 
vinceS;  and  he  thought  that  something 
ought  to  be  done  to  secure  to  them 
that  autonomy  which  it  was  proposed 
to  ffive  to  Bulgaria.  This  was  not 
the  nrst  time  that  terms  of  peace  had 
been  dictated  at  Adrianople,  and  made 
the  subject  of  Conference,  in  which 
Bussia  had  been  able  to  impose  terms 
detrimental  to  the  Turkish  Empire. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington,  although  he 
was  not  behind  any  statesman  in  his 
belief  that  the  integrity  and  indepen- 
dence of  Turkey  were  important  to  the 
balance  of  power  in  Europe,  did  not 
fiend  a  Fleet  to  Constantinople,  or  come 
to  the  House  to  propose  a  Vote  of  Credit 
in  1829,  when  Kussia  was  able  to  dic- 
tate peace  at  Adrianople  and  to  propose 
terms  detrimental  to  the  Turkish  Empire. 
From  a  letter  which  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington wrote  to  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
about  the  time  of  the  Treaty  of  Adri- 
anople, it  was  evident  that  although  he 
believed  in  the  importance  of  maintain- 
ing the  integrity  of  Turkey,  yet  when 
the  Bussians  were  at  Adrianople,  and 
could  have  entered  Constantinople  if 
they  had  thought  fit,  he  believed  it 
would  be  better  that  they  should 
enter  Constantino^e  and  put  an  end 
to  the  Turkish  Empire.  At  present, 
the  position  of  afi&irs  was  almost 
identical  with  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Treaty  of  Adrianople.  Mr.  Layard  had 
told  us  that  the  terms  of  peace  practi- 
cally involved  a  destruc&on  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  in  Europe.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  endeavour  to  re-arrange  the 
subject  Provinces  of  Turkey  in  Europe, 
and  to  obtain  autonomy,  and,  as  far  as 
possible,  free  government  for  them. 
What  was  Turkey  in  Europe  ?  It  was 
the  rule  of  a  Mussulman  minority  over 
a  Christian  majority,  and  the  destruction 
of  that  Empire  meant  the  destruction  of 
the  rule  of  the  Mussulmans  over  the 
Christians  of  those  Provinces.  He  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  the  Government  in 
the  Conference  would  use  the  influence 
of  England  to  secure  an  extension  of  the 


principle  of  autonomy  as  far  as  possible. 
There  was  one  other  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  refer.  The  Treaty  of  Adri- 
anople was  followed  by  the  Conference 
of  lx>ndon,  and  the  Correspondence  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  showed  that  this  country 
went  into  that  Conference  with  the  ob- 
ject of  minimizing  the  terms  of  peace 
as  far  as  possible,  and  the  object  which 
our  Government  had  in  view  was  the 
protection  of  British  interests  in  respect 
of  the  Ionian  Islands.  It  was  thought 
by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  that  any  ex- 
tension of  Greece  would  be  dangerous 
to  English  interests  in  the  Ionian  Islands, 
and  he  did  what  he  could  to  limit  the 
territory  of  Greece.  Unfortunately,  the 
Government  succeeded  in  effecting  that 
limitation;  and  Lord  Palmerston,  Earl 
Bussell,  and  many  other  statesmen  had 
expressed  their  regret  that  the  territory 
of  Greece  had  been  so  limited.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  on  this  occasion  the 
Government  should  consider  the  strong 
claims  of  Greece  to  an  extension  of 
territory.  He  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  claims  of  Ghreece  would  not  be 
disregarded  in  the  coming  Conference, 
and  that  care  would  be  taken  that 
what  was  done  for  the  Slav  Provinces 
should  also  be  done  for  the  Hellenic 
Provinces  of  Turkey.  If  the  Govern- 
ment adopted  that  course,  they  would 
speak  the  voice  of  united  England,  and 
there  would  then  be  no  necessity  for  that 
Vote  of  Credit,  which  would  form  a  pre- 
oedent  of  a  dangerous  character.  The  Earl 
of  Derby  had  said  that  the  highest  interest 
of  England  was  peace.  The  sentiment 
was  a  noble  one ;  and  did  credit  to  the 
noble  Earl;  but  peace  in  Eastern  Europe, 
in  order  to  be  lasting,  must  be  founded 
on  just  principles  and  free  institutions. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  go  into  the  approaching  Con- 
ference determined  to  make  the  best  of 
the  present  opportunity  in  its  widest 
sense — ^not  to  take  up  a  position  of  an- 
tagonism towards  Bussia,  but  rather, 
wmle  exercising  watchfulness  over  her, 
to  co-operate  m  obtaining  the  widest 
measure  of  freedom  for  those  races 
which  had  for  centuries  been  subject  to 

a  galling  despotism.  

Mb.  STA yELEY  HILL :  Sir,  there 
are  two  subjects  which  we  are  discussing 
to-night  with  reference  to  the  course 
that  should  be  adopted  with  regard  to 
them  at  tihe  ooming  Conference — ^namely. 
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the  re-setHement  of  the  nationalities,  and 
to'what  extent,  and  at  what  point,  are  we 
to  limit  the  successful  advance  of  Eussia. 
Upon  the  former  of  these,  I  limit  myself 
to  saying  that  I  most  sincerely  trust  that 
any  Qoyemment  under  which  they  may 
be  placed,  that  any  power  that  may  be 
set  over  them  to  rule  them,  may  have  no 
inspiration  from,  and  may  in  no  way 
take  for  its  examplar  the  corrupt  despo- 
tism of  Bussia.  It  is  the  second  of  these 
subjects,  however,  to  which  I  wish  espe- 
cially to  direct  attention.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone)  has  asked  in  what 
way  can  anyone  suppose  that  Bussia 
would  interfere  with  the  freedom  of  the 
Straits  ?  But  do  we  not  know  well  the 
views  of  Bussia  with  regard  to  com- 
merce? Do  we  not  know  that  with 
Bussia  in  command  of  the  Bosphorus  not 
one  ton  of  traffic  will  be  allowed  within 
the  Black  Sea,  except  under  duties  prac- 
tically prohibitory.  If,  indeed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  Bussia,  we  might  have  no 
such  fears ;  and  perhaps  I  may  here  men- 
tion, as  a  subject  ios  consideration  by 
him,  that  when  I  was  in  Bussia,  in  the 
last  autumn — ^it  was  during  the  failures 
before  Plevna,  and  when  they  were  in 
very  low  spirits  on  the  subject  of  the 
war — ^more  than  one  Bussian  said  to  me 
— ^'I  wish  your  Mr.  Gladstone  would 
leave  foreign  politics  cdone,  and  come 
and  put  our  finances  into  the  same  good 
condition  that  yours  are  in;  we  could 
afford  him  a  million  roubles  if  he  would 
undertake  the  work."  It  was  in  the 
autumn  of  1876,  after  the  beginning  of 
the  troubles,  but  before  the  Conference 
on  the  war,  that  in  conversation  with  a 
friend  of  mine,  who  had  lived  in  Bussia 
some  40  years,  and  who,  of  all  men  whom 
I  know,  is  about  the  most  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  Bussian  subjects  and 
Bussian  views,  I  said — "Does  Bussia 
intend  to  take  Constantinople  ?  "  **  No," 
said  he;  "of  course «he  would  like  it, 
but  the  voice  of  Europe  is  against  her, 
and  she  won't  go  in  the  face  of  that." 
What  they  want  is  a  port  on  the  ^gean 
or  the  Mediterranean — Smyrna  or  some 
port  further  south  in  the  Bay  of  Isken- 
deroon;  and  then  what  would  be  her 
position?  Whether,  Sir,  the  story  of 
the  will  of  Peter  the  Great  is  true  or 
not  is  comparatively  immaterial;  like 
many  other  legends,  it  sufficiently  well 
formulates  a  fact,  and  the  fact  thus  ex- 
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pressed  is  the  one  continuous  and  una- 
bated determination  of  Bussia  to  oocnpy 
a  position  in  South  Eastern  Europe  or 
in  Western  Asia.  Suppose  her,  then, 
with  a  port  such  as  I  have  mentioned — 
shehasfiatoum  ontheBlacksea — andrun 
a  line  of  some  450  miles  from  Batoum 
to  the  Bay  of  Iskenderoon,  a  little 
longer,  perhaps,  but  an  even  easier  line 
to  Smyrna,  and  she  has  a  port  nearer 
far  to  her  great  arsenal  at  Nic(^aieff 
than  Malta  is  to  Woolwich,  and  from  it 
she  can  completely  threaten  Alexandria 
and  the  North- Western  approaches  to 
the  Sues  Canal.  Let  her,  then,  move 
on  the  great  chess-board  some  heavy 
pieces  to  a  point  on  the  Persian  Ghilf — 
say  Bushir,  or  some  still  more  convenient 
port  in  the  Strait  of  Ormaz — and  she 
equally  commands  the  south-eastern  ap- 
proaches to  our  waterway  to  India,  while, 
by  the  same  means,  she  effectually  blocks 
any  possible  land  route  along  the 
Euphrates  Valley.  Well,  Sir,  I  am  not 
going  to  speak  of  a  power  in  Bussia  to 
attack  with  material  forces,  at  present 
at  any  rate,  our  North- Western  Pro- 
vinces inlndia ;  but  everyone  who  knows 
the  history  of  Bussia  for  the  last  half- 
century  Knows  well  her  unrivalled 
ability  in  stirring  up  trouble  and  dis- 
sensions among  hidf-civilized  tribes;  and, 
if  she  sought  to  use  that  power  among 
the  tribes  on  the  frontiers  of  our  North- 
western Provinces  in  India,  it  might  be 
a  source  of  serious  danger.  **Well, 
but,"  say  the  Bussians,  **  we  are  a  young 
country,  why  should  we  not  have  our 
ambition  ?  You  in  England  are  the  last 
people  who  ought  to  blame  us  for  ambi- 
tion." And  this.  Sir,  brings  me  to  these 
two  questions — Has  England  the  right — 
and,  if  she  has  the  right,  has  she  the 

r)wer — ^to  curb  the  ambition  of  Bussia  ? 
wiU  take  the  latter  question  first.  I 
am  not  going  to  draw  a  comparison  of 
the  material  powers  of  England  and  of 
Bussia ;  that  would  take  too  long  a  time, 
and  might  be  unsuitable  to  the  present 
occasion,  and,  therefore,  I  will  rather 
put  the  question  in  these  words — "  Can 
England  command  the  attention  of 
Bussia?"  Before  the  war  broke  out, 
and  when  the  Emperor  had  still  not 
made  up  his  mind  for  war,  what,  think 
you,  led  him  to  believe  General  Ignatieff 
when  he  uromised  him  an  easy  success  ? 
What  led  him  to  trust  one  whom  no 
other  of  his  countrymen  would  believe ; 
what  made  him  act  upon  Uie  statement 
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that  the  Toiks  wonld  accept  &e  rider 
to  ^e  Protocol  ?  Itwasthathebelieyed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  and  those  who  were 
acting  with  him  were  i^eakingthe  Toice 
of  the  people  of  England,  and  that  Eng- 
land was  willing  to  aid  Euseia  against 
Turkey,  and  he  «ive  orders  fcnr  the  war. 
Well  then,  Sir,  I  say  that  we  can  com- 
mand the  attention  of  Bussia.  But  hare 
we  a  right  to  curb  her  ambition  ?  What 
has  led  so  many  of  the  Liberals,  in  com- 
mon with  those  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
to  join  in,  I  will  not  say  the  hatred,  bnt 
the  distrust  of  Bussia  ?  It  is  l^at  we 
detest  her  despotism — ^that  despotism 
which  enables  one  man  on  the  advice 
and  to  gratify  the  ambition  of  a  circle  of 
corrupt  and  himgry  aspirants  to  power 
around  the  Throne,  to  deluge  countries 
with  blood,  and  to  squander  the  lires 
and  treasure  of  his  subjects  without  the 
consent  of  those  who  so  severely  Bu£f<Bfr. 
What  a  contrast  does  this  present  to  the 
case  of  this  free  and  constitutionaUy 
governed  country,  where,  when  it  is  only 
a  question  of  £6,000,000,  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  move  a  step  without  taking 
the  whole  country,  by  th^  Bepresen- 
tatives,  into  their  counsels.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  doubted  whether  the 
largely-attended  meetings  that  we  have 
heard  of  had  spoken  distinctly  their 
views.  I  have  it  in  command,  in  the 
absence  of  the  two  hon.  Members  for 
Wolverhampton,  whom  I  do  not  see  here 
now,  to  inKnm  the  House  that  at  two 
meetings  there,  of  8,000  and  10,000  each, 
the  strongest  feeling  of  c6nfidence  was 
expressed,  almost  unanimously,  that  the 
Government  had  done  wisely  in  asking 
for  this  Vote.  Sir,  I  have  every  wish 
for  the  happiness — aye,  and  for  the 
greatness— of  the  people  of  Bussia ;  and 
if  my  words  could  r€«koh  the  Sovereign 
of  that  Empire,  I  would  say,  addressing 
him  in  no  hostile  tone,  but  by  that  title 
which  his  subjects  love  the  best — 
*'  Gossudar  of  Muscovy,  Master  of  Mil- 
lions, if  a  voice  may  reach  you  from  the 
British  House  of  Oonmions,  let  it  tell 
you  this— England  has  no  jealousy  of 
you  or  of  your  Empire.  Gladly  would 
she  welcome  you  as  her  competitor  in 
arts,  in  trade,  in  commerce,  m  manu- 
factures, aye,  and  even  as  her  rival  in 
all  that  may  raise  humanity  or  enlighten 
life ;  but  of  your  despotism  she  will  have 
none,  and  so  long  as  such  a  rule  con- 
tinues she  will  stdl  regard  the  progress 


of  Bussia  as  the  advance  of  barbarism 
over  civilization." 

Me.  FAWOETT  said,  he  considered 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Membw 
for  Newcaeftle(Mr.  J.  Oowen),  with  refer- 
«ice  to  tiie  motives  which  had  actuated 
the  conduct  of  the  Opposition,  were  both 
unjust  and  ungenerous,  and  whatever 
might  be  the  taunts  which  were  levelled 
against  them,  in  such  a  crisis  as  this  he 
would  rather  that  they  were  treated 
with  silence.  The  question  they  had 
now  to  discuss  was  one  that  need  not 
involve  personalitiee ;  it  was  one  of  prin- 
ciple, and  it  was  distinct,  dear,  and  con- 
cise. The  Gt>vemment,  no  doubt  sin- 
cerely, thought  that  the  granting  of  &e 
Vote  would  strengthen  meir  position  at 
the  Oonferenoe,  and  that  being  so,  it 
was  their  duly  not  to  spare  any  effort  to 
pass  the  Vote.  But,  on  the  otiLer  hand, 
it  was  believed  none  the  less  sincerely 
by  the  Opposition  that  the  Vote  was 
calculated  not  to  promote  but  to  en- 
danger British  interests.  The  Opposi- 
tion si  the  present  moment  occupied  a 
very  difficult  position.  At  a  great  crisis 
in  our  country's  history  it  was  a  well- 
known  Constitutional  maxim  that  the 
Opposition  had  to  play  a  part  scarcely 
second  in  importance  to  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try miffht  be  materially  affected  by  whe- 
ther l£at  part  was  well  or  ill  played. 
Nothing  would  grieve  him  more  than  to 
utter  a  single  word  of  unnecessary  ob- 
jection to  a  course  which  the  noble  Lord 
-—of  whom,  since  he  had  become  his 
Leader,  he  had  expressed  himself  in  no 
termis  of  stinted  priCise — ^might  deem  it 
his  duty  to  pursue ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  would  be  wanting  in  candour 
if  he  did  not  say  that  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  noble  Lord,  and  those  who  acted 
wilh.  him,  had  been  abrogating  their 
functi<ms  in  a  great  crisis  uke  3ie  pre- 
sent. On  the  previous  night  the  noble 
Lord  and  those  who  sat  on  the  Opposi- 
tion front  bench  did  not  vote  one  way  or 
the  other,  but  withdrew  from  the  House, 
just  as  if  they  had  not  an  opinion  on  the 
subject.  The  question  was  a  simple  one, 
and  might  be  decided  independently  of 
Party;  it  was  either  right  or  it  was 
wrong.  If  it  was  ri^ht,  fiien  they  were 
all  bound  to  support  it ;  if  it  was  wrong, 
then  they  were  all  bound  to  oppose  it. 
He  thought  that  nothing  more  imfortu- 
nate  comd  happen  than  that  strong 
words  and  strong  expressions  of  opinion 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The  BuppUmmUary  (COMMONS)     JBdkuOs.-^CommMse.      1400 


1399 

shonld  not  be  followed  by  corresponding 
actions.  He  did  not  know  what  conrae 
was  going  to  be  jmrsned  that  night  by 
the  right  hon.  GTentleinen  on  the  front 
Opposition  bench,  but  he  knew  the  course 
they  pursued  on  the  prerious  night.  He 
could  not  understand  that  course,  con- 
sidering the  speeches  they  had  made  in 
that  debate.  Circumstances  had  not 
changed.  When  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
first  gave  Notice  of  his  Eesolulion  he 
did  not  know  the  terms  of  the  armistice, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
walked  out  of  the  House  on  the  previous 
evening  he  did  not  know  what  were 
the  terms  of  the  armistice ;  so  that  cir- 
cumstances had  not  entered.  Why,  &en, 
was  the  Besolution  abandoned  ?  It  was 
abandoned  in  a  scare  —  after  a  four 
nights'  debate  od  an  unconfiirmed  ru- 
mour, when  they  came  down  to  the 
House  they  abandoned  the  Amendment, 
and  left  their  followers  without  guides. 
What  was  it  that  caused  such  deep  ex- 
citement in  the  House  on  the  previous 
night?  It  was  not  the  rumour  that 
Eussia  had  occupied  a  particular  posi- 
tion in  Turkish  territory,  or  that  they 
had  taken  this  or  that  particular  post ; 
but  it  was  the  rumour  that  three  days 
after  ^e  armistice  had  been  reported  to 
be  si^ed  they  had  abrogated  the  solemn 
promise  made  in  that  armistice.  He 
was  not  going  to  express  an  opinion  on 
the  terms  of  the  armistice.  That  was  a 
question  between  Bussia  and  Turkey ; 
but  the  most  serious  aspect  of  the  ru- 
mours in  circulation  had  been  entirely 
dissipated,  and  now  there  was  not  the 
slightest  shadow  of  evidence  that  Bussia 
had  disregarded  her  plighted  word. 
Many  of  the  speeches  made  on  the  front 
Opposition  benches  had  made  a  deep 
impression  on  the  followers  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  those 
strong  words  that  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  were  going  to  vote.  If  they  were 
to  be  told,  as  they  were  told  on  that  night 
week  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  I^ndon  (Mr.  Lowe),  that  he 
should  not  give  a  vote  which  implied 
confidence  in  the  Government  on  this 
question,  and  when  he  went  on  to  say 
tnat  there  were  some  things  which  the 
Government  might  do,  but  what  the 
Government  now  proposed  to  do  was 
beyond  the  limits  of  human  endurance, 
he  (Mr.  Fawoett)  thought  he  had  a  liffht 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 

Mr.Fmoetti 


had  induced  him  so  entirely  to  change 
his  mind  that  he  now  regarded  the  ques- 
tion as  one  of  sudi  insignificant  import- 
ance Ihat  he  did  not  vote  at  all?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  in  bring- 
ing fbrward  his  Motion,  said  that  the 
Vote  was  entirely  unnecessary,  it  was 
unprecedented,  and  would  establish  a 
bad  and  dangerous  precedent.  If  the 
Vote  was  unnecessary  yesterday  week, 
he  asked  how  was  it  tiliat  it  was  now 
necessary  and  so  little  dangerous  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think 
it  worth  his  while  to  go  into  one  Lobby 
or  the  other  about  it  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
that  if  he  had  changed  his  mind,  they 
who  had  been  influenced  by  his  strong 
expressions  had  a  right  to  know  what 
had  brought  about  we  change  in  his 
opinion.  With  regard  to  the  question 
before  the  Committee,  most  of  the  ob- 
servations he  had  to  make  had  been 
anticipated  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich. He  had  listened  to  that  speech 
with  delight,  and  he  believed  in  refer- 
ence to  mat  speech  the  country  would 
say  to-morrow  morning  that  a  more  elo- 
quent, and,  what  was  far  more  valuable, 
a  more  useful  and  timely  speech  was 
never  delivered  in  the  House;  and  he 
believed  what  he  had  said  about  the 
duty  of  England  to  use  her  influence  to 
secure  good  terms  for  the  Christian 
populations  of  Turkey,  and  especially 
the  Bulgarians,  would  be  fruitful  of 
ffood.  ^ttle  had  been  said  about  the 
financial  aspects  of  the  question.  The 
other  day  he  read  a  statement  which  was 
made  by  a  supporter  of  the  Government, 
and  which  if  not  repudiated  would  be 
fraught  with  the  gravest  possible  perils. 
At  me  great  meeting  held  in  Exeter 
Hall  to  express  confidence  in  the  Gt>- 
vemment,  me  speaker  whose  utterances 
were  the  most  loudly  dieered  was  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  (Sir  Bobert  Peel).  The  resolu- 
tion passed  at  that  meeting  in  support 
of  the  Gbvemment  was  obtained  by  an 
appeal  which,  if  made  by  a  working 
man,  would  have  been  described  as  the 
worst  and  most  sinister  influence.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  said, 
aooordinff  to  the  report  in  I%e  Tiw^et — 
**  You,  me  working  classes,  have  been 
told  that  this  proposed  Vote  will  burden 
you  with  taxation."  [<<  Hear,  hear ! "] 
Tea;  but  the  right  hem.  Baronet  went 
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on  to  aay — ''If  any  burden  is  imposed 
on  the  people,  I  can  assure  you  it  will 
be  in  me  form  of  taxation  wbioh  will 
not  touch  a  single  working  man."  They 
oould  estimate  at  its  true  value  any  Vote 
of  Oonfidenoe  obtained  for  the  Qoyem- 
ment  upon  such  a  miserable  and  dis- 
ereditaMe  appeal  as  that. 

Sm  EOBEET  PEEL  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  interrupt  his  hon.  Friend,  but 
he  had  never  made  that  statement  at  all. 
What  he  said  was,  that  he  felt  quite 
certain  that  if  it  were  necessary  to  im- 
pose a  burden  on  the  coimtry  the  work- 
mg  dass,  as  well  as  all  otiier  classes, 
would  willingly  bear  their  share  of  the 
burden,  in  order  to  support  i^e  honour 
and  the  interests  of  the  country. 

Mb.  FAWGETT  admitted  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  made  the  remark  he 
h^  just  repeated,  but  prefaced  it  by 
immediately  telling  them  beforehand 
that  if  any  taxation  were  proposed  it 
would  not  touch  a  single  working  man. 
Gbeatly  to  their  credit  a  portion  of  the 
audience  discarded  the  appeal  made  to 
them,  and  received  it  with  derisive  cheer- 
ing. With  an  enfranchised  democracy  no 
imaginable  policy  could  be  fraught 
with  sudi  great  peril  to  the  well-bemg 
of  the  country  as  the  advocating  of  a 
war  policy  ana  supporting  it  by  taxation 
which  did  not  fall  on  the  majority,  but 
only  on  the  minority.  When  they  got 
either  into  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  or  passed  a  Eesolution  for  raising 
the  money  by  Exchequer  Bills,  tiiey 
would  have  a  right  to  demand  from  the 
GK)vemment  a  clear  and  explicit  decla- 
ration that  if  this  Vote  should  involve 
additional  taxation,  that  taxation  should 
not  be  in  a  form  which  would  fall  only 
upon  the  minority.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  debate  had  not  been  creditable 
to  the  House  of  Commons  or  usefal  to 
the  country.  If,  however,  they  con- 
trasted the  speech  which  the  right  hon. 
Gbntieman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer made  last  night  with  that  which 
he  delivered  this  evening,  they  would 
admit  that  the  seven  nights'  debate  had 
rendered  great  service  to  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentieman's  speech  was 
most  judicious  and  temperate,  and  con- 
tainea  not  a  single  word  which  the  most 
fastidious  or  sensitive  foreign  Power 
oould  possibly  have  objected  to.  Exclud- 
ing personalities,  the  substance  of  Ihe 
debate  was  this — ^the  Gbvemment  had 
asserted  that  their  policy  was  one  of 


neutrality  and  peace ;  no  single  respon- 
sible person  in  that  House  had  advised, 
nor  had  the  Qovemment  said,  that  any- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  save  Turkey 
frrom  the  consequences  she  had  brought 
upon  herself ;  ihere  was  a  settied  deter- 
mination, emphasised  to  a  most  impor- 
tant extent  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  this  evening,  that  the  influ- 
ence of  England  should  be  used  on  be- 
half of  the  subject  -races  of  the  Porte ; 
and,  lastiy,  there  was  a  common  agree- 
ment to  support  British  interests,  includ- 
ing the  free  passage  of  the  Dardanelles 
to  all  the  ships  of  Europe.  Now,  if 
they  considered  the  position  of  affairs 
six  months  ago,  it  seemed  that  the  de- 
bate had  been  useful  when  it  had  ]^- 
duced  such  conclusions  as  these.  The 
reason  why  he  could  not  give  up  his  op- 
position to  the  Vote  was  that  whatever 
the  policy  of  the  Government  might  be, 
however  excellent  it  might  be,  he 
believed  that  that  policy  would  not  be 
promoted,  but  would  be,  on  the  contrary, 
retarded,  and  the  chances  of  success 
hindered  and  suspicion  among  foreign 
Powers  aroused,  by  the  passing  of  the 
Vote.  This  debate  would  enable  Europe 
to  know  that  in  one  respect  England 
was  united;  that,  whether  we  were  Tories, 
or  Liberals,  or  Badicals,  we  were  all 
alike  fervent  in  the  desire  to  maintain 
the  honour  and  interests  of  the  country. 
There  was  one  other  thing  we  were 
also  anxious  to  maintain.    We  would 

S've  to  Europe  no  opportunity  of  saying 
at  we  had  lost  an  opportunity  of  pro- 
moting freedom,  or  that  we  were  no 
longer  anxious  to  extend  a  helping 
hand  to  all  who  were  striving  to  throw 
off  the  yoke  of  the  oppressor. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  felt 
that  a  few  words  were  due  from  him  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) 
and  to  the  Committee  generally.  He 
wished  first,  however,  to  make  one 
remark  upon  a  question  which  was  not 
yet  before  the  Committee,  but  which 
he  thought  of  importance,  and  on 
which  he  believed  there  would  be 
a  eeneral  agreement,  although  it 
would  not  excite  any  feeling  on  either 
side  of  the  House.  Some  remarks  had 
been  made  as  to  what  the  Gbvemment 
should  press  for  at  the  Conference ;  but 
there  was  one  other  matter,  and  that 
was  that  the  influence  of  the  Gbvemment 
ought  to  be  used,  as  far  as  it  oould  be 
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used  in  reaioiiy  in  feMronr  o£  Ubortjr 
of  eonidanoe  &r  all  the  inliabi* 
tants  <^  the  Turkiah  Empire,  and  ea- 
peoiaUy  of  the  inhabitants  of  i^e  Danu- 
bian  IVovinoea,  whether  they  were 
tributary  or  nnder  administratiTe  aato- 
nomy.  He  did  i^ot  make  that  remark 
without  some  reason.  He  had  looked 
into  this  question  during  his  recent  visit 
to  Oonstantinople,  and  he  thought  it  ad- 
mitted of  proof  that  there  was  a  tempta- 
tion to  persecution  on  the  part  of  the 
Oreek  Cnureh  and  also  of  the  Bulgarian 
Ohurch ;  and,  indeed,  reliable  information 
lately  obtained  proved  that  there  had 
been  persecution  of  Bulgarian  Protes- 
tants. He  believed  there  eould  be  no 
greater  boon  to  those  rising  nationalities 
than  that  the  influence  of  England 
[^ould  be  used,  as  far  as  possible,  not 
only  on  behalf  of  all  persecuted  people, 
whether  Jews  or  Protestants,  but  to 
save  the  majority  horn  the  haxm  and 
misery  they  would  bring  upon  them- 
selves if  tfaiey  encouraged  a  persecuting 
spirit.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hac^ey 
had  asked  him  how  he  could  justify  his 
course  yesterday,  and,  also,  me  course 
his  hon.  Friend  supposed  he  would  take 
this  eveniuff.  He  would  be  perfectly 
£rank  with  me  Oommittee  as  to  the  with- 
drawal of  his  Amendment  He  with- 
drew that  Amendment,  not  because  he 
liked  to  do  so— for  no  one  Uked  to  do 
such  a  thing — ^butbecauseon  eooiBultation 
not  only  with  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  but  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gmenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  his 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mmgham  (Mr.  John  Bright),  and  othera 
with  whom  he  was  in  the  habit  of  acting, 
they  all  came  to  the  conclusion  that  in 
the  interest  of  the  objects  they  had  at 
heart  the  Amendment  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn. Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  it 
was  because  they  knew  they  were  going 
to  be  in  a  minority.  He  was  not 
frightened  at  being  in  a  minority;  he 
had  been  in  a  minority  many  times  in 
the  country  and  the  House,  and  he  ex- 
pected that  before  the  conclusion  of  his 
political  existence  he  would  often  be  in 
that  predicament  again.  But  it  was 
impossible  to  slight  the  seriousness  of 
the  information  which  came  yesterday. 
His  hon.  Friend  su{^>osed  that  they 
acted  upon  the  exaggerated  reports  in 
the  newiqpapers  and  on  the  Stock  Ex- 
change.   No ;  they  waited  for  the  state^ 

Mr.  W.  E.  IbrtUr 


ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlaman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer;  andif  that 
statement  had  not  given  such  import- 
ance to  the  information,  he  would  not 
have  taken  the  course  he  had  fc^wed. 
There  was  no  denying  that  the  infiMcmf^ 
tion  as  it  was  nroduoed  then,  and  even 
as  it  was  explained  to-day,  did  show 
ihat  the  Bussian  GKyvemmeit,  without 
d(Mng  anything  which  they  had  not  a 
right  to  do  as  a  conqjuering  Power,  yet 
were  remarkably  silent  on  the  matter, 
andy  perhaps  for  purposes  suffideit  for 
themselves,  had  given  little  information 
either  to  the  Porte  or,  so  fEtr  as  he  knew, 
to  our  Qovemment  or  to  other  European 
Powers.  But  the  chief  motive  wnich 
influenced  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  and  himself 
was  this — ^they  were  exceedingly  anxious 
not  to  be  betaiyed  into  war  upon  thia 
matter.  He  did  not  himsdf  believe 
there  was  any  ground  why  England 
should  flght.  He  did  not  consider  our 
interests  in  danger,  our  honour  insulted, 
or  that  there  was  any  attempt  to  make 
us  unfaithftil  to  our  duty.  But  he  did 
feel  that  every  hour  he  kept  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House  and  the  country 
after  the  news  of  yesterday  had  been 
proclaimed  he  was  increasing  the  strength 
of  the  war  party  throughout  England. 
That,  indeed,  was  his  diief  motive  for 
withdrawing  the  Amendment,  and  in 
withdrawing  it  it  was  necessary  for  him 
to  state  that  he  would  o£Ber  no  further 
opposition  to  the  Speaker's  leaving  the 
Cnisur.  And  now  ne  would  state  the 
reasons  why  he  should  to-night  take  the 
course  which  he  believed  would  be  alao 
taken  by  hia  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Badnor  Burghs  —  a  course 
always  requiring  explanation — ^that  of 
not  voting  at  all.  He  had  three  or  four 
j  special  motives  for  objecting  to  the  Vote 
'^when  it  was  proposed.  One  was  that 
Turkey  and  Bussia  were  then  at  war, 
and  he  very  much  feared  that  the  Vote 
as  moved  and  as  pressed  would  endanger 
the  neutrality  of  the  Government. 
That  fear  had  been  removed  by  the 
cessation  of  hostilities.  But  he  had 
other  reasons.  First  in  order,  though 
not  in  importanee,  was  the  unprece- 
dented and  unoonstitutioaal  form  and 
manner  in  which  the  Vote  was  pressed. 
Nothing  which  had  passed  in  the  debate 
had  removed  his  objjsetions  on  that  score; 
and  they  had  been  still  farther  conflrmed 
by  tibbe  exhaustive:  speedi  ef  h»  right 
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hon.  Friend  ibe  Member  ior  Tfmtebmt 
(Mr.  Ohilden),  and  the  eloquent  speeck 
of  the  hi^est  financial  authorify,  his 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Green* 
wich  (Mr.  Oladstone).  But  a  still 
stronger  objection  was  that  he  feared — 
to  speak  quite  plainly — ^that  the  Gkyyem* 
ment  would  make  a  bad  use  at  the  Oon- 
ferenoe  of  the  influMice,  be  it  small  or 
be  it  great,  which  they  would  obtain  by 
this  Vote.  He  had  believed,  taking  the 
interpretation  which  had  been  &irly 
put  upon  the  speech  in  which  the  rigl^ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  first  mored  the  Vote,  but 
which  interpretation  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman had  this  eyening  disavowed, 
that  whatever  influence  was  obtained  by 
this  Vote  would  be  used  at  the  Oon- 
ferenoe  by  the  Government,  honestly,  no 
doubt,  to  minimize  the  terms  that  might 
be  obtained  for  the  Christian  subjects 
of  the  Porte.  He  joined  with  his  ri^ht 
hoiL  Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  in 
their  expressions  of  satis&otioa  at  the 
explanations  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
given  on  the  points  referred  to ;  and  he 
would  onlv  say  that  if  the  speech  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  this 
evraiine  had  been  made  when  he  brought 
forwara  the  Motion,  the  feeling  on  the 
subject  would  have  been  very  different. 
There  still  remained  the  very  strong 
ground  of  opposition — ^the  unprecedented 
and  unconstitutional  nature  of  the  Vote. 
But  now  he  had  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  other  side.  He  did  not  go  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  Hiat  they  ought 
to  agree  with  the  Government  in  what- 
ever plans  they  produced  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  dealing  with  a  foreign 
question.  It  was  their  duty  to  look 
most  seriously  into  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  Gbvemment,  and  to  oppose  it  if  &6y 
thought  necessary.  At  the  same  time, 
he  admitted  that  they  ought  to  have  a 
very  strong  reason  for  opposing  it.  He 
did  not  believe  the  (Government  would 

C  weight  by  this  Vote;  but  they  might 
weight  bv  strong  (^position  to  it. 
Having  made  his  protest  against  the  un- 
preoedented  nature  of  the  Yote,  he  might 
have  entered  again  into  an  active  oppo- 
sition to  it  ontlmt  ground;  or,  ashelmew 
the  Yote  must  pass,  he  might  re&ain 
from  further  active  o|^positiony  in  order 
not  to  weaken  the  Govenunent  in  the 


Coundlscrf  Burope.  He  had  decided,  on 
&e  whole,  that  tne  second  was  the  better 
oourse,  and  therefore  he  should  take 
the  same  course  as  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington) ;  and  while 
he  regretted  to  say  he  could  not  support 
the  Gbvemment  iji  this  matter,  yet,  re- 
mmnbering  how  difiOloult  was  their  posi- 
tion, he  was  not  one  of  those  who  were 
going  to  add  to  their  weakness  by 
swelHng  l^e  numbers  of  the  Opposition. 
G^iey  would  have  a  dif^ult  task,  not 
only  with  regard  to  British  interests,  but 
the  interests  of  other  people,  espeoaally 
&e  interests  of  the  HeUooic  race,  and  he 
was  not  goinff,  by  his  vote,  to  give  the 
appearance  of  disunion  in  ilieir  e£E(»rts. 

M&.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  given  very  good  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  the  oourse  which  the  (Government 
asked  the  Committee  to  adopt.  The 
position  of  the  (Government  was  one  of 
great  responsibility,  great  anxiety,  and 
one  which  involved  a  task  of  no  (ordinary 
difficulty  and  labour.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that,  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
not  to  weaken  the  Gbvemment  in  the 
Councils  of  Europe  by  adding  to  the 
number  of  those  who  apparently  in  that 
House  differed  from  their  policy.  He 
wished  the  right  hon.  G^itleman  had 
gone  a  little  further,  and,  this  not  hemg 
a  Party  question^  given  his  support  to 
the  (Government  in  an  honest  endeavour 
to  give  expression  to  that  policy.  He 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  sure  liiat  no 
effort  that  could  be  used  would  be  spared 
to  secure  good  government  for  the  people 
who  were  about  to  pass  under  a  different 
government  from  that  which  they  had 
previously  eigoyed.  The  right  hem. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  (Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said  he  desired  to 
strengthen  the  (Government  in  the  Om- 
ference  in  which  ihey  expected  shortly 
to  take  part.  He  was  wiUin^  to  give 
the  great  support  of  his  name  m  favour 
of  the  expression  of  their  views  in  the 
Congress;  but  he  thought  it  right  to  say 
that  he  refiised,  on  the  ground  of  pre- 
cedent and  financial  p<diey,  to  give  the 
£6,000,000.  What  was  the  difference 
between  the  two  propositions?  The 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to 
support  the  (Government  so  that  they 
mi^ht  ^ak  with  the  voice  of  (Great 
Britain  in  the  Councils  of  Europe,  and 
inour  ft  respcmsibility  which  was  not  to 
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be  measured  by  £6,000,000 ;  and  yet  he 
would  not  give  them  this  Vote.  Thus 
it  appeared  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man revised  to  give  the  Oovemment  a 
cheque  for  £6,000,000,  but  he  would 
give  them  a  blank  cheque,  without 
money  expressed,  to  be  filled  up  by  them- 
selves at  the  right  time.  Now,  if  the 
Cbvemment  were  not  to  be  trusted  with 
the  responsibility  of  spencUn^  so  muoh 
as  they  thought  neoessary  m  making 
preparations  for  guarding  the  safety  of 
their  interests,  in  strengthening  them- 
selves where  they  thought  strei^^  was 
needed,  then  he  said  they  ought  not  to 
be  trusted  in  going  into  the  Conference 
to  roeak  for  England,  and  to  commit  her 
to  the  decisions  which  would  be  airived 
at.  He  had  taken  part  in  financial 
questions  during  the  past  few  years, 
and  he  knew  no  higher  duties  than  to 
require  the  most  exact  accounts  for  the 
administration  of  public  money ;  but  he 
must  say  he  thought  there  were  times 
when  high  financial  doctrinaires  incurred 
enormous  risks  if  they  pushed  their 
theories  too  fSu;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  safer  thing  to  give  the  money 
which  the  Oovemment  required,  and  of 
which  they  would  have  to  give  an  ac- 
count, than  to  run  the  risk  of  having  to 
face  the  possibility  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gbntleman  r^erred  the  other  night, 
when  he  said  that  in  times  of  war  all 
financial  authority  was  gone,  and  that 
the  expenditure  could  not  be  checked. 
It  was  the  most  earnest  desire  and  hope 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 
issue  of  war  might  be  avoided;  and  no 
one  except  those  who  had  occupied  po- 
sitions as  Ministers  of  the  drown  could 
conceive  the  amount  of  responsibility 
which  rested  upon  a  Minister  when  he 
expressed  an  opinion  on  such  a  ques- 
tion. They  believed  that  the  course 
they  were  asking  the  House  of  Commons 
to  adopt  was  one  which  would  tend  in 
the  most  complete  and  secure  manner  to 
save  England  ^m  the  horrors  of  war. 
They  believed  that  if  they  had  the 
means  entrusted  to  them  of  mlaking  such 
preparations  as  they  might  deem  to  be 
necessary,  those  preparations  would  be 
a  security  against  war.  They  did  not 
intend  to  spend  a  single  farthing  more 
than  was  absolutely  necessary  of  the 
money  which  might  be  vot^.  Events 
were  occurring  ^m  day  to  day ;  and, 
during  the  last  10  days  in  particular, 
circumstances  had  happened  which  the 

Mr.  jr.  M.  Smith 


Oovemment  foresaw  to  some  extent,  but 
of  which  they  had  no  perfect  knowledge 
—events  which  showed  that  the  opinion 
of  the  country  and  the  House  was  tend- 
ing in  the  direction  pointed  out  by  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  a  fortnight  ago. 
Events,  as  he  said,,  had  justified  the 
course  which  the  Oovemment  asked  the 
House  to  take  some  time  back,  and  which 
tiiey  again  suggested  as  the  wisest  and 
most  T>olitio  one  to  follow.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Oreen- 
wich  said  ihe  other  day  that,  if  it  were 
necessary  that  expenditure  should  be 
incurred,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  €K>- 
vemment  to  make  proper  prepara- 
tion, and  then  come  down  and  ask 
the  House  to  meet  that  expenditure. 
He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  ventured  to 
think  that  such  a  course  involved  far 
more  unsound  financial  doctrines  than 
that  the  Oovemment  had  proposed  to 
the  House.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
stated  that  the  sum  named  would  be 
suffidentforalimited  period;  buttheright 
hon.  Oentieman  opposite  said — "Do  not 
come  and  ask  for  any  particular  sum 
beforehand,  but  act  on  your  own  re- 
sponsibility;  make  your  preparations, 
engage  your  transports,  take  aU  the 
steps  you  think  necessary  for  the  defence 
of  the  nation." 

Mb.  OLADSTONE  said,  he  had  not 
recommended  that  preparations  should 
be  completed  before  money  was  asked, 
but  that  they  should  simply  be  com- 
menced, and  the  probable  cost  of  com- 
pleting them  ascertained,  before  a  Vote 
was  taken. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  right 
hon.  Oentieman  knew  perfectiy  well 
what  that  would  involve.  The  com- 
mencement of  prepcurations  was  the  com- 
mittal of  the  country.  A  letter  written, 
an  order  given,  implied  liabilities  which 
must  be  met  in  some  shape  or  way. 
Virtually,  what  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man said  could  only  be  understood  to 
mean — Gtive  no  warning  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  commence  your  prepara- 
tions, and  then  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity afterwards  ask  for  the  fimds ;  but 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  rather 
come  down  first  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  say — "  On  our  judgment,  as 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  we  undertake 
serious  responsibilities ;  but  we  believe 
the  circumstances  are  grave  and  impera- 
tive, and  we  ask  for  funds  to  meet  the 
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by  sayinff  that  we  are  the  friends  of 
freedom  for  the  Ohristians  in  the  East, 
tempered  with  eomething  more  than 
distrust  of  the  Power  which  destroyed 
the  eallant  Polish  nation.  I  wish,  before 
the  debate  closes,  to  claim  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  for  a  few  words,  not  as 
the  authorized  exponent  of  any  Party, 
though  I  am  able  to  speak  for  many  Irish 
Members,  as  to  their  attitude,  so  that  this 
House,  England,  and  Europe  may  not 
misunderstand  the  feelings  and  emotions 
of  the  Irish  people  upon  this  question. 
Seeing,  then,  that  their  attitude  should 
not  be  misunderstood,  I  feel  I  cannot 
pass  unnoticed  a  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  the  other  day 
at  Oxford.  I  am  afraid  the  House  has 
been  wearied  by  the  too  many  references 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  the 
alleged  orrealutterancesof  LordBeacons- 
field,  and  I  had  not  the  remotest  idea 
of  adding  a  contribution  to  that  feature 
in  the  debate  by  accusations  against  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  or  against 
him  who  held  that  position  a  few  years 
ago.  But  in  yindioation  of  my  Eriends 
in  this  House  against  words  used  at  Ox- 
ford, I  daim  a  Httle  of  your  attention. 
In  the  course  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 


demands  which  may  possibly  be  made 
on  us."  A  few  days  ago  he  read  some 
remarks  made  in  1870  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ghreenwich 
when  he  came  to  the  House  and  asked 
for  a  Vote  of  Credit.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'^We  haye  maturely  weighed  what  the 
country  Teqnires,  and  we  now  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment the  result  of  our  deliberationfl,  in  the 
belief  that  what  we  ask  is  calculated  to  fit  us  for 
ike  discharge  of  our  duty,  to  enable  us  to 
TuaiutaiTi  sudi  a  dignified  and  friendly  position 
as  will  carry  with  it  no  suspicion,  and  will  not, 
under  the  idea  of  securing  safety,  introduce  new 
elements  of  danger  and  disturbance ;  to  nye  us 
the  best  ho^e  we  can  possess  of  accomplishing 
that  which  is  the  object  nearest  our  hearts — 
namely,  to  maintain  intact  the  character  and 
fame  of  England  while  this  unhappy  war  shall 
continue,  and  possibly  at  some  blessed  moment 
to  be,  either  alone  or  along  with  others,  the 
chosen  bearers  of  a  message  of  peace." — [3 
Mansard,  cdii.  1818.] 

These  words  were  not  exactly  applicable 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  present  time, 
but  they  represented  the  state  of  mind 
in  which  the  Govem^ient  now  ventured 
to  ask  for  the  support  they  hoped  to  re- 
ceive at  the  hands  of  the  House.  The 
events  now  passing  were  even  more 
grave  than  mose  of  1^0.  They  were 
now  witnessing  the  fall  of  an  Empire 
which  had  been  an  object  of  solicitude, 
if  not  of  fear,  to  statesmen  during  the 
last  half  century ;  and  the  belief  of  the 
Government  was  that,  backed  by  the 
support  of  the  people,  they  could  steer 
the  country  safely  through  the  dangers 
which  now  so  thickly  beset  the  course 
they  had  to  pursue,  and  secure  good 
government,  happiness,  and  peace  for 
that  part  of  the  world  which  was  afficted 
with  the  horrors  of  war. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  Upon  the  occasion 
of  a  former  debate  on  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion last  year,  I  ventured  to  say  to  the 
House  of  Commons  that,  without  impugn- 
ing the  judgment  of  any  section  of  the 
House,  if  any  men  here  were  in  a  position 
to  hold  the  balance  impartially  between 
Tiirkey  and  Eussia  those  men  were  the 
Insh  Members  amongst  whom  I  sit.  An 
hon.  Member  spoke  last  night,  one  who 
seldom  interferes  in  debate ;  but  whose 
words,  when  he  does  so,  carry  with  them 
the  influence  of  sagacity  and  impartiality 
— ^the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  ^Mr. 
Walter).  That  hon.  Member  described 
this  discussion  as ''  a  war  debate  tempered 
by  telegrams."  Now,  I  will  express  the 
feelings  of  myself  and  those  around  me 

VOI^.  CCXXXYn.  [Tmw)  seeim.] 


**  There  is  another  thing  on  the  side  of  m^ 
fears  that  the  Vote  may  be  carried,  and  that  is 
the  condition  of  Irish  representation.  Now,  as 
I  am  a  man  without  any  personal  hopes  or  fears 
in  politics,  I  am  the  man  to  speak  out  on  a 
question  of  this  kind,  and  I  say  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  repreeentotion  is,  in  my  view,  de- 
plorable — " 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  report  has 
not  "my  authority.  In  listening  to  the 
words  quoted,  I  think  there  is  unques- 
tionably an  error  in  them.  I  was 
commenting  freely,  and  perhaps  not 
favourably,  on  the  tendencies  of  Irish 
Bepresentatives.  I  cannot  recall  the 
expression  I  used,  but  I  do  not  think  I 
referred  to  the  condition  of  Irish  repre- 
sentation as  deplorable. 

Mr.  SULLTy  an  :  In  a  great  sense  I 
feel  I  am  repaid  for  having  interfered  in 
the  debate,  as  I  have  called  forth  such  a 
correction  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
One  of  the  most  important  events  which 
has  happened  during  the  last  generation 
in  Irish  public  life  was  the  visit  to  Ire- 
land made  a  few  months  ago  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Although  it  may 
be  said  there  is  a  strong  anti-Englii^ 
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feeling  in  that  country,  they  are  always 
happy  to  welcome  an  English  firiend. 
I  was  absent  from  Ireland  when  the 
visit  took  place ;  but  I  felt  the  deepest 
anxiety  that  my  countrymen  should 
receive  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
a  manner  befitting  his  position  and 
their  own  dignity  and  self-respect. 
Great  was  the  regret  I  felt  upon  finding 
the  attitude  of  Irish  Members  so  pain- 
fully misconceived  in  the  words  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Passing  on 
to  the  speech,  he  said — 

"  We  were  wont  to  fight  ahoolder  to  shoulder 
with  the  popular  RepresentatiTes  of  Ireland, 
and  to  fight  together  the  battle  of  freedom." 

Against  what  oppressors  ?  Why,  when 
Constitutional  liberty  was  about  to  be 
taken  from  Ireland  some  few  years  since, 
who  Was  it  that  fastened  on  the  fetters  ? 
What  was  the  meaning  of  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? — 

''  I  hope,  for  the  honour  of  Ireland  and  the 
future  prospects  of  Ireland,  that  those  who 
struggleid  to  be  free  themselves  will  show  respect 
and  sympathy  for  the  freedom  of  others ;  but 
if  they  are  determined  to  refuse  freedom  to 
others,  we  will  fight  without  them.*' 

What  is  the  meaning  of  this?  The 
Irish  Members  intend  to  abstain  from 
the  division  upon  this  Ypte.  But  the 
course  they  resolved  to  follow,  and 
which  is  tiiere  referred  to  as  a  dis- 
^ace,  is  the  course  now  adopted  by  the 
front  Opposition  Bench.  Just  change 
the  words  of  the  speech,  leaving  out  the 
word  Ireland.  I  would  say — **  I  hope 
for  the  honour  of  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  I  hope  for  the  future  pros- 
perity of  the  liberal  Party,  that  those 
who  struggled  to  be  free  themselves  will 
show  respect  and  sympathy  for  others." 
I  cannot  out  think  that  it  would  be  said 
— if  they  walked  out  of  the  House  as 
they  did  last  night — if  they  follow  the 
course  which  upon  higher  and  nobler 
grounds  the  Irish  Party  adopted,  it 
would  be  said  they  had  effected  a  re- 
trograde movement  in  the  face  of  the 
enemy.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  in 
that  miraculous  council  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  has 
alluded,  everything  has  been  considered; 
but  for  my  part  I  will  say  that,  although 
the  Irish  Party  have  the  deepest  sympathy 
with  the  Oluistian  populations  of  the 
East,  they  cannot  give  their  gratitude 
to  a  Power  which,  in  its  own  dominions, 
is  an  enslaver.    We  are  not  willing  to 

Mr.  SuiUvw 


express  our  confidence  in  the  i 
of  the  front  Opposition  Benm ;  and  we 
have  serious  misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  marching  into  battie  behind  Leaders 
who    may    desert   us    at    the   critical 
moment  of  action.     But  whether  the 
judgment  of  the  rieht  hon.  Gbntleman 
is  clear  or  doubtfm,  thwe  is  no  mis- 
take whatever  that  he  has  oonsoientiouB 
feelings  upon  the  question,  and  that  is 
one  feature  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
character  for  whi(£  even    so  young  a 
Member  of  that  House  as  myself  may 
fairly  commend  him,  and  it  is  the  one 
that  has  won  for  him  the  esteem  of  liie 
people  of  Ireland.    We  have  seen  last 
year  change  after  change  on  the  front 
Opposition  Bench,  until  Irish  Members 
feel  they  cannot    trust   that  Bench  to 
lead  them  on  the  Eastern  Question  in 
any  critical  difficulty.     We  are  asked, 
on  the  other  hand,  to  give  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence to  the  Government,  to  send  them 
into  the  Councils  of  Europe  endowed 
with  authority  to  hold  the  proxy  of  the 
united  nation.     like  my  hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle,  I  am  not 
able  to  utter  a  sweeping  condemnation 
of  the  action  of  the  Gbvemment.    The 
balance    of  my   judgment  is,    at    all 
events,  such  that  I  cannot  ofibr  them 
my  confidence  to  go  into  the  Councils  of 
Europe  to  urge  I  know  not  what  views, 
but  to  decide  issues  which  I  'kjiow  to 
be    tremendous.      We    cannot    endow 
the  Government  with  the  proxy  of  Ire- 
land.   I  do  not  want  to  import  the  Irish 
question  into  the  debate,  but  it  is  ne- 
cessaiy,  in  order  to  make  our  position 
understood.    Aiming  as  we  do  at  au- 
tonomy for  ourselves,  as  a  restoration  of 
an  inalienable  right,  we  will  not  give  a 
Vote  to    England   to  prevent    in    the 
East  that  autonomy  of  which  they  deny 
the  restoration  at  home.     W^e  have  some 
difficulty,  also,  in  understanding  what 
Government  really  means,  or  what  its 
policy  is.    No  doubt,  the  Government 
may  be  proud  of  the  intensity  of  feeling 
and  the  loyalty  which  are  manifested 
not  only  in  the  House,  but  by  vast  num- 
bers in  the  country;  but  I  will  express  my 
inability  to  understand  where  the  Gt)- 
vemment  stands  upon  this  question.  My 
own  belief  is,  that  the   Gt)vemment  is 
earnest  and  sincere  in  its  desire  to  avoid 
war ;  but  I  have  often  seen  on  the  wide 
Atlantic  a  noble  and  magnificent  ship 
heading  in  one  direction  but  moving  in 
another,  and  itismy  opinion  tlu^tiUthou^h 
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ike  ship  of  State,  under  the  gcddanee  of 
the  (Joremmenty  is  heading  in  the  di- 
rection of  peaee,  there  are  eddies  and 
tides  bearing  it  dangerously  near  to 
the  shoals  and  quick-sands  of  irar. 
For  the  last  14  months  Her  Majesty's 
€k>yemment  have  been  in  the  crucial 
difficulty  of  endeayouring  to  satisfy  &e 
country  which  demands  peace,  and  of  en- 
deayouring to  preyent  a  muthiy  in  their 
ibllowing  by  trying  to  satisfy  the  section 
of  their  foUowers  who  are  desirous  of 
war.  Without  recapitulating  all  that 
has  been  done,  I  submit  that  we  haye 
been  agitated  by  a  seiies  of  acts  pre- 
sented to  us  as  warlike  one  day,  quali- 
fied the  next  day  by  a  speech  from  a 
Minister  of  the  Grown,  aeclaring  that 
the  position  of  the  Gk>yemment  is  emi- 
nently pacific.  How  could  we  be  ex- 
pected to  entrust  the  Goyemment  with 
our  unrestricted  confidence  ?  We  know 
yery  well  that  in  this  country  there  is  a 
traoitional  feeling  of  Mendship  and 
alliance  with  Turkey.  The  feeling  has 
been  manifest  throughout  the  whole  of 
this  debate.  I  state  the  fact ;  and,  for 
my  own  part,  I  think  the  Sultan  has 
some  ri^ht  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  been  abandoned  during 
the  continuance  of  his  alliance  with  this 
country.  The  Sultan  of  Turkey  visited 
this  country  in  1867,  went  to  the  Royal 
Italian  Opera,  sat  in  the  Eoyal  box  with 
some  of  the  Members  of  the  Eoyal 
Family,  and  after  the  National  Anthem 
of  Great  Britain  had  been  sounded  in 
his  ears,  he  heard  the  anthem  of  ''  God 
preserye  the  Sultan  "  sung,  as  the  news- 
papers told  us,  by  the  full  strength  of  the 
company.     It  ran  as  follows : — 

<^  Gk)d  preserve  thee,  Sultan,  long, 
Ever  keep  thee  from  all  woes ; 
Mav  thy  State  and  thee  be  strong, 
To  dismay  and  resist  thy  foes." 


"Gk)d  of  all  glory. 

Power  and  renown ! 
Grant  he  before  Thee 

May  still  wear  a  crown ; 
Then  may  he  near  Thee 

Praise  and  adore. 
Joyfully  hear  Thee, 

fOs  God  for  evermore.'' 

I  haye  no  doubt  in  the  world  that 
the  yarious  circumstances  which  I  haye 
endeayoured  to  indicate  haye  contri- 
buted to  the  feeling  which  we  know 
exists  around  us;  but  two  wrongs  do 


not  aiake  a  right.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
oppodte  may  talk  of  the  perfidy  of 
dervia,  of  we  aggression  of  Eussia, 
and  of  the  foul  methods  by  which  the 
authority  of  the  Porte  has  been  oyer- 
thrown.  They  may  say  that  there  has 
been  no  general  up-rising  of  the  people, 
that  BuBsian  gdd  has  been  iised  to 
f;e>t  up  agitation  throughout  the  Prin- 
cipalities, and  that  Busaia  subsidized 
secret  societies  for  annexation  purposes 
to  Servia  or  otherwise,  and  seduced  the 
subjects  of  the  Porte  from  their  alle- 
giance ;  but,  surely,  if  that  is  so,  it  did  not 
all  begin  there  ?  Look  at  Italy.  Was 
a  policy  of  annexation  not  pursued  and 
approved  of  in  that  country  ?  And  why 
should  such  a  policy  be  forbidden  to 
Prince  Milan,  if  it  were  allowed  to 
Victor  Emmanuel  ?  I  recall  these  points 
because  evil  principles  come  home  to 
roost ;  and  Europe  has  been  paying,  in 
bloodshed  and  suffering,  the  penalty 
of  allowing  Treaty  faith  and  public  jus- 
tice to  be  mus  violated.  But  a  few  years 
ago  you  allowed  the  strong  hand  to  pre- 
vail in  other  parts  of  Europe ;  and  to-day 
the  Czar  steps  down  with  his  strong 
hand,  and  might  again  prevails.  For 
my  part,  whether  it  be  in  Poland  or  in 
Bulmria,  my  sympathies  must  always 
be  lor  the  oppressed.  We  heard  to- 
night from  llie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a 
speech  which  would  have  been  excellent 
but  for  a  few  things  which  the  right  hon. 
G-entleman  did  not  say,  and  a  few 
phrases  which  he  did  not  use.  I  noticed 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
like  the  Ghancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
spoke  of  good  government,  happiness, 
and  peace  for  the  Eastern  peoples ;  but 
nothmg  was  said  by  either  speaker  in- 
consistent with  relegating  those  peoples 
back  to  Turkish  ride.  It  may  be  that 
what  Ministers  consider  good  goyem- 
ment is  government  under  the  Porte. 
I  trust  it  is  not  so;  and  I  earnestly 
share  the  hope  which  has  been  expressed 
in  the  course  of  our  discussions  that 
there  shall  be  no  expenditure  of  our 
blood  or  money  in  order  to  set  up  again, 
if  possible,  that  which  it  is  to  be  hoped 
has  been  destroyed  for  ever.  The 
moment  is  one  of  peril  and  disquietude ; 
but  the  events  which  we  have  witnessed 
constitute  a  great  historic  retribution  for 
our  having  miled  to  assist  the  CSiristian 
possessors  of  Constantinople  when  they 
endeavoured  to  hold  that  city  against 
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the  Mahomedan  inyadera.  Europe  in 
that  hour,  too  selfish  or  too  mean, 
hearkened  not  to  the  cry  of  the  Christian 
possessors  of  Constantinople.  Wrapping 
itself  in  its  selfishness,  that  day  it  ad- 
mitted the  Turkish  Power  within  those 
'  gates,  and  this  day  we  behold  Con- 
stantine  Xll.  avenged.  Thus  it  wiU 
be  still,  I  may  say,  in  the  future. 
If  we  allow  great  and  noble  principles 
to  be  struck  down,  if  we  allow  great 
crimes  to  be  consummated,  no  matter  in 
what  comer  of  Europe  it  may  be  that 
the  wrong  was  done,  thouffh  Duried  in 
the  earth  in  blood,  thou^  seemingly 
destroyed  by  sword  and  flame,  the  mur- 
dered right  will  rise  again  hereafter  to 
perplex  and  dismay  those  who  wrought 
and  those  who  permitted  the  crime. 

Mb.  DAVTES  observed  that  had  it 
not  been  that  they  had  to  give  a  vote,  he 
should  not  have  said  a  word  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  did  not  intend  to  go  into  the 
details  of  this  Eastern  Question,  es- 
pecially after  so  much  had  been  said 
about  it ;  but  as  he  was  bound  to  give 
his  vote,  and  felt  himself  in  a  very  pain- 
ful position,  he  wished  to  make  a  little 
explanation,  and  to  point  out  to  the 
Government  that,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  they  who  were  to  be 
blamed  for  getting  the  House  into  this 
mess.  He  had  been  there  the  whole 
time  during  every  night  of  this  debate, 
and  in  his  view  the  £6,000,000  now 
asked  for  were  6,000,000  of  policy, 
not  6,000,000  of  money.  Everybody 
knew  perfectly  well  that  England  was 
worth  very  much  more  than  £6,000,000, 
and  if  it  was  to  go  forth  that  the  House 
of  Commons  was  divided  about  such  a 
sum,  surely  it  could  not  be  worth  much 
in  the  way  of  policy?  If  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  the  money  they  would  get 
it ;  but,  so  far  as  policy  was  concerned, 
this  was  hardly  a  proper  way  of  laying 
one  down.  There  must  be  a  division, 
though  his  advice  was  that  there  should 
be  none ;  but,  of  course,  that  was  quite 
impossible  now,  and  he  was  not  going 
to  run  away  without  giving  his  vote. 
He  had  not  been  in  the  House  very 
long,  but  he  had  never  run  away  with- 
out givinfi;  his  vote  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  and  he  had  at  all  times  given  that 
vote  to  the  best  of  his  judgment.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  that  he  could  not  give 
his  vote  on  this  occasion  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  being  so  he  must  give  it 
to  the  Opposition,    The  minorify,  no 

Mr.  Sullivan 


doubt,  would  be  a  small  one,  but  it 
would  be  composed  of  Members  repre- 
senting the  largest  and  most  intelligent 
constituencies.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  Government 
how  it  was  that  they  were  in  the  wrong. 
He  was  present  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave 
the  House  his  word  that  he  would  not 
ask  for  this  money  until  something  had 
happened.  So  far  as  he  (Mr.  Davies)  was 
himself  concerned,  he  put  it  down  in  his 
ownmindatthetimethatthe  "something" 
on  which  the  application  for  the  Vote 
was  to  depend  was  to  be  some  dispute 
with  some  foreign  Government,  and 
that  until  such  a  dispute  arose  the 
money  was  not  to  be  asked  for.  But  it 
was  asked  for  after  all,  and  was  met  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Eorster), 
which  was  afterwards  withdrawn.  So 
far  as  the  Amendment  was  concerned,  he 
(Mr.  Davies)  admitted  that  he  never 
approved  of  it ;  but  he  thought  he  would 
throw  in  his  lot  vrith  his  Leaders,  be- 
lieving that  they  had  well  considered  the 
subject,  and  that  they  could  see  some- 
thing more  than  he  could.  The  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  had  been  told  the 
other  night  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  uiat  they  were  like  a  fish,  and 
that  it  was  the  tail  which  guided  the 
head.  He  supposed  that  was  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  fish,  but  it  certainly 
was  not  the  case  with  regard  to  the  Op- 
position ;  for  the  tail  had  not  guided  the 
head,  but  the  head  had  guided  the 
tail — which  showed  that  they  were  not 
a  fish.  He  knew  that  this  was  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  he  had  no  wish  to 
treat  it  lightly ;  but  he  wished  to  make 
this  appeal  to  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition— ^that  whenever  they  drew  ttieir 
followers  into  a  scrape  like  this,  they 
should  stand  to  their  guns.  He  would 
be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  desert 
his  Party,  but  on  this  occasion  the  Op- 
position Leaders  had  certainly  deserted 
their  followers,  and  left  them  in  a  mess. 
He  charged  his  Leaders  with  withdraw- 
ing their  guns  before  they  were  beaten. 
They  had  proved  to-night  by  their  argu- 
ments that  they  were  in  the  right,  and 
he  agreed  with  them  entirely ;  but  why 
had  thev  not  stood  to  their  guns  ?  No 
doubt  tne  Government,  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  Vote,  hoped  to  carry  it  by  the 
the  united  voice  of  the  House ;  but  that 
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was  not  to  be,  and  he  did  not  belieye 
that  the  Vote  could  be  of  any  good, 
when  it  showed  a  divided  Parliament. 
He  had  no  desire  to  detain  the  House 
any  further,  except  to  repeat  that  he 
should  be  obliged  to  give  his  vote 
against  the  Qt)vemment,  and  he  was 
very  sorry  for  it.  If  the  Government 
had  only  told  the  House  what  they 
wanted  the  money  for  they  certainly 
should  have  had  his  vote,  whether 
the  amount  had  been  £1,000,000, 
£2,000,000,  or  £6,000,000. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  828 ; 
Noes  124;  Majority  204. 


AYES. 


Adderley,  rt.  hn.  Sir  0. 
Agnew,  R.  V. 
Alexander,  Colonel 
Allen,  Msdor 
Allsopp,  C. 
Anstruther,  SirW. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Arkwiight,  A.  P. 
Arkwright,  F. 
Ashbury,  J.  L. 
ABsheton,  B. 
Aatley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barrington,  Yiaoount 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Benett-Stanf  ord,  V.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  Lord  0. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Beresf ord,  Colonel  M. 
Birley,  H. 

Bladcbume,  CoL  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
BouBfield,  Colonel 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Bright,  R. 
Briae,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H, 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Bruen,  H. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
BurwU,  Sir  W.  W. 
Batleisrolmfltone,H^ 


Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  C. 
Cartwright,  F. 
Cave,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Cavendiflh,  Lord  G. 
CecU,LordE.H.  B.G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  Colonel  E. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Charley,  W.T.   . 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.D.W.RB. 
Cole,  CoL  hon.  H.  A. 
Coope,  O.  B. 
Corde8,T. 

Corry,  hon.  H.  W.  L. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cowen,  J. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 

Ciminghame,  Sir  W. 
Cust,  H.  C. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W,  B. 
Deede8,W. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Denison,  W.  E. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  G. 
Duff,  J. 
Dimbar,  J. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,    Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  "W. 
Eldio,  liord 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Elphinstone,SirJ.D.H. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Eslington,  Lord 
Efitcourt,  G.  S. 


Fellowes,  E. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forsyth,  W. 
Eraser,  Sir  W.  A. 
Fremantle,hon.  T.  F. 
Freehfield,  C.  K. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
GWway,  Viscoimt 
Gardner,  J.  T.  Affg- 
Ghtrdner,   R.  Riohard- 

Bon- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gilpin,  Sir  R.  T. 
Gk>ddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  W. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Goulding,  W. 
Granthfum,  W. 
Greenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Halt  A.  W. 
Halsev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  Marquess  of 
Hamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankev,  T. 
Harcourt,  E.  W. 
Hardcastle,  E; 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  S. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,rthn.SirJ.C.D. 
Heath,  R. 

Helmsley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon,  E. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hick,  J. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
HiU,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holf  ord,  J.  P.  G. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Home,  Captain 
Hood,  Captain  hon.  A* 

W.  A.  N. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hubbard,  rt  hon.  J. 
Isaac,  S. 
Jervis,  Colonel 
Johnson,  J.  G. 
Johnston,  W. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Jolliffe,  hon.  S. 
Jones,  J. 

Kavanagh,  A.  MacM. 
Eennard,  Colonel 


Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eing-Harman,  E.  R. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  T. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Learmonth,  A. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Legard,  Sir  C. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  Sir  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewis,  O. 

Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lloyd,  S. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lome,  Marquess  of 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Majendie,  L.  A. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Malcobn,  J.  W. 
Mandeville,  Viscoimt 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Montgomerie,  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Moore,  S. 

Moray,  H.  E.  S.  H.  D. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
MulhoUand,  J. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Mure,  Colonel 
Naghten,  Lt.-Colonel 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscoimt 
Noel,  rt,  hon.  G.  J. 
Nortii,  Colonel 
Northcote,  rt  hon.  Sir 

S  H 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt.-Col.  W. 
Pateshall,  E. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Peploe,  Major 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Pirn,  Captain  B. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  R. 
Polhill-Tumer,  Capt 
Powell,  W. 
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Praed,  C.  T. 
Praed,  H.  B. 
Price,  Captain 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Read,  C.  S. 
Bendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  M.  W. 
Ripley,  H.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
RodweU,  B.  B.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
SackviUe,  S.  G.  S. 
Salt,  T. 

Samuda,  J.  D*A. 
Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sandford,  G.  M.  W. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sdater-Boot^,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.  J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Shute,  General 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simondfl,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  E. 
Smitii,  F.  0. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  rt  hn.  W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  H.  R.C. 
Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Stafford,  Marqmess  of 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope.  W.T.W.S. 
Stanley,  hon.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  R 
Starkie,  J.  P.  C. 
Steere,  L. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 


Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt.  hon.  CoL 
Tennant,  R. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.P. 
Torr,  J. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Trevor,Lord  A.  E.  Hill- 
Tumor,  E. 
Twell8,P. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Wait,  W.  K. 
Walker,  O.  0. 
Walker,  T.  B. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Waterhouse,  S. 
Watney,  J. 
Watson,  W. 
Welby-Gr^ry,SirW. 
Wellesley,  Colonel 
Wethered,  T.  O. 
Wheelhoufle,  W.  S.  J. 
Whitelaw,  A. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Teaman.  J. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TILLBB8. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
"Vnnn,R. 


NOES. 


Anderson,  G. 
Anstruther,  Sir  R. 
Backhouse,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A- 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  Colonel  F. 
Bell,  I.  L. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bristowe,  S.  B. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H* 
Brown,  J.  0. 
Burt,T. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  •  BaxuMnnAD, 
H. 


Cave,  T. 
Chadwick.  D. 
Chamberlain,  J. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cole,  H.  T. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Conyngham,  liord  F. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Davies,  D. 
I)ayie8,  R. 
Delahxinty,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodd8,J. 

Bodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Earp,  T. 
Eyton,  P.  E. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fletcher,  L 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Gladstone,  rt  hn.  W.E. 
Gladst(me,  W.  H. 


Gourley,  B.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Gray^  B.  D. 
Haxnson,  C. 
Harrison,  J.  F. 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  A.  D. 
Henry,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  R. 
Holland,  S. 
Holms,  J. 
Holms,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  hon.  C. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  B.  J. 
Jenkins,  E. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S, 
Leith,  J.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Luah,  Br. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Mackintosh,  a  F. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M»Arthur,  W. 
McLaren,  B. 
Maitland,  J. 
Marling,  S.  8. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Munts,  P.  H. 
Noel,E. 
O'Bonnell,  F.  H. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next; 

Oommittee  to  At  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Monday^  llth  February ^  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Third  SsMUn^— 
linen  and  Yam  HallB  (Buldin)*  (11),  and 
passed, 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— 

THE  BARBANELLES— MOVEMENTS 

OF  'VHK   FLEET. 

P08TP0KEMBNT    OF    NOTIOB. 

(MBSBBYATIOKS. 

LosD  CAMPBELL,  who  had  giren 
Notice  "  To  call  attention  to  the  fiirther 


O'Shaughneny,  B. 
O'Sullivan,  W.  H. 
Parker,  0.  S. 
PamelL  C.  8. 
Pease,  J .  W. 
Pennington,  F. 
PerkinB,  Sir  F. 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Plimsoll,  8. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  J.  0*0. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Stansf eld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  B. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wilson,  C. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELL8B8. 

Courtney,  L.  H. 
Richard,  H. 
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oorreftpondenoe  respecting  the  AfBedrs  of 
Turkey,"  said :  I  shall  not  go  on  with 
the  Notice  I  have  for  to-night.  My  in- 
tention is  to  connect  it  wiSi  a  Motion ; 
but  some  interval  will  be  necessary,  so 
that  your  Lordships  may  not  be  taken 
by  surprise.  The  reason  for  postponing 
observations  on  the  subject  oi  the  Cor- 
respondence is  the  serious  intelligence 
which  has  just  been  received,  to  the 
effect  that  the  British  Fleet  is  not  able 
to  enter  the  Dardanelles.  The  Motion 
and  the  day  will  both  appear  upon  the 
Paper. 

The  Eabl  op  DUNEAVEN  :  I  wish 
to  ask  a  Question  with  regard  to  a  tele- 
gram which  appeared  in  a  newspaper 
this  morning,  and  as  I  do  not  see  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  in  his  place,  I  will  put 
it  to  the  Prime  Minister.  In  The  Standard 
of  this  morning  there  appears  a  tele- 
gram which  says  that  a  large  number 
of  Eussian  Marines  have  crossed  the 
Balkans  en  route  for  the  Sea  of  Marmora 
to  man  Turkish  men-of-war,  which  will 
shortly  become  Eussian  property,  and 
which  wiU  presently  convey  Eussian 
troops  to  Oaessa  and  Sebastopcd.  If 
these  rumours  are  substantially  true 
they  involve  serious  considerations,  and 
I  would  therefore  ask  whether  they  are 
true ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  ships  are 
to  be  used  tempor  wly  as  transports,  or 
whether  they  are  to  become  the  per- 
manent property  of  Eussia  ? 

The  Kakl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  information  on  the  subject  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  addressed  me.  The 
statement  to  which  he  refers  has  ap- 
pecured,  I  believe,  in  some  newspapers ; 
but  we  have  no  reason  to  think  it  is 
authentic,  and  I  hope  it  is  not. 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  I  have  given 
private  Notice  of  a  Question  to  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs ;  but  as  he  is  not  in  the  House,  I 
will  postpone  it  until  to-morrow. 

The  Eakl  OF  BEACONSFIELD:  He 
will  be  here  presently. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE:  My  Lords, 
seeing  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  now  in  his 
place,  I  wish  to  repeat  a  Question  I  put 
to  him  on  Friday  last.  I  then  asked 
him  with  reference  to  the  entry  of  the 
British  Fleet,  or  a  portion  of  the  Fleet, 
into  the  Dardanelles,  whether  Her 
Mi^esty'a   Government    had  obtained 


the  assent  of  the  Turkish  Government 
to  that  proposal,  and  if  there  were  any 
doubts  about  it,  whether  any  instructions 
had  been  given  to  the  Admiral,  as  to  how 
he  e^ould  proceed  ?  The  noble  Earl 
gave  me  an  answer  to  this  effect — that 
the  TurkifiAi  Government  had  on  a  former 
occasion  given  a  firman,  and  he  did  not 
anticipate  any  objection  on  their  part. 
Seeing  in  the  papers  to  day,  that  the 
detachment  of  &e  Fleet  had  not  entered 
the  Dardanelles,  I  wish  to  ask  ^e 
noble  Earl  whether,  consistently  with 
the  exigencies  of  the  public  service,  he 
can  give  any  information  on  that  subject 
to  your  Lordships*  House  ?  There  is 
another  point  on  which  I  should  also  Uke 
to  ask  for  information.  We  were  told  the 
other  night  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  communication  to 
other  foreign  Powers  on  this  subject  of 
the  Fleet,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
has  been  the  result  of  those  communi- 
cations? 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBT  :  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  service  that  I  should 
answer  lae  Questions  of  the  noble  Earl 
except  in  general  terms.  When  the 
detachment  of  the  Fleet  which  had  been 
sent  up  arrived  at  the  forts  of  the  Dar- 
danelles, it  was  found  that  no  notification 
from  Constantinople  had  reached  the 
officers  in  charge  of  those  forts^  and 
thereupon  the  Admiral  very  properly 
declineii  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
passing  the  forts  without  permission, 
and  returned  to  Besika  Bay  for  instruc- 
tions. Communications  have  passed 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Porte,  and  I  do  not  conceal  from  your 
Lordships  that  some  difficulty  of  the 
kmd  adverted  to  in  the  public  papers 
has  occurred;  but  I  have  the  most  en- 
tire confidence  that  the  difficulty  will  be 
surmounted,  and  that  in  a  very  short 
time  the  intentions  announced  by  us  on 
Friday  last  wiU  be  carried  into  effect. 
With  regard  to  the  second  Question, 
I  have  to  say,  that  in  consequence  of 
the  communications  which  we  made, 
three  foreign  Powers  have  instructed 
their  Ambassadorsto  apply  for  a  firman ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  add — for  I  do  not 
wish  to  leave  any  false  impression  on 
the  minds  of  your  Lordships — ^that  it 
does  not  necessarily  follow  from  the 
fact  of  those  firmans  having  been 
filled  for,  that  they  wiU  be  acted  upon 
at  once.     I   apprehend  that  the  Go- 
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Temments  in  question  reeeire  to  them- 
selves the  right  of  considering  whether, 
in  their  opinion,  the  oircumstances  are 
sufficiently  urgent  to  require  action  on 
their  part. 

Houm  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-monrow,  half -past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondaj/f  llth  Fshrmrif,  1878. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «Mi#wfortfrf  in  Committee, 
— BeeolutioH  [February  8]  reported. 

"Wats  awd  Hsaivs — considered  in  Committee — 
£6,000,000,  Exchequer  Bonds,  &c. 

Public  Bills — Second  Beading — Factories  and 
Workshops  •  [3] ;  Election  of  Aldermen  (Cu- 
mulative Vote)  *  [71],  [House  counted  out]. 

Second  Beading— Referred  to  Select  Committee— 
Parliamentary  Electors  Registration*  [33]; 
Borough  Voters  ♦  [68]. 


QUESTIONS. 


INDIA— INDIAN  FINANCE— CIVIL 
EXPENDITURE.— QUESTION. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  If  there  is  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  an  approximate  state- 
ment, with  explanatory  details,  of  the 
head  of  charges  and  amounts  thereof, 
which  wiU  show,  as  Sir  John  Strachey 
states  in  his  financial  speech,  that  a  net 
reduction  of  the  net  Civil  Expenditure 
had  been  effected  in  the  seyen  years 
from  1869  to  1876,  amounting  to  no 
less  than  £1,500,000  a-year? 

LoKD  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table.  The 
figures  of  Sir  John  Strachey  were  based 
on  those  of  the  last  seven  years. 

CHINA— THE    CHEFOO    CONVENTION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  mare  STEWART  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  i^ply  of  the  Indian 
Government  with  rererence  to  the 
Oheefoo  Oonvention  has  been  received ; 

Th$  Earl  of  Derby 


and,  whether  there  is  any  ejection  to 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  the 
answer  of  the  Government  of  India  had 
been  received,  and  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 


THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE,   1876-1877.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  arrived  at 
any  decision  on  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Oommittee  which  sat  in  1876 
and  1877  on  the  employment  of  soldiers 
and  sailors  in  the  Oivil  Service  ? 

T^OHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJER:  No  decision  has  yet  been  ar- 
rived at,  and  the  Treasury  are  in  com- 
munication with  other  Departments  of 
the  Government  on  the  subject. 

THE    EASTERN    QUESTION  —  THE 

DARDANELLES— MOVEMENTS  OF 

THE  FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  re- 
ference to  the  very  important  statements 
in  the  newspapers  this  afternoon,  Whe- 
ther he  can  give  us  any  information  as 
to  the  passage  of  the  Dardanelles  by 
the  Fleet? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OP  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  There  has  been  delay  in  the 
Fleet  going  up  to  Constantinople,  and  I 
am  not  able  at  present  conveniently  to 
enter  into  the  subject  generally.  Nego- 
tiations are  going  on ;  but  there  is  no 
change  in  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject. 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 


SUPPLY— REPORT. 
THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

Resolution  [8th  February]  reported. 

Mb.  0.  S.  PARKER,  who  was  met 
with  persistent  interruptions,  said,  he 
had  a  few  words  to  say  which  would  not 
displease  hon.  Membm  opposite,  being 
directed  to  what  both  sides  of  the 
House  desired — ^that  they  should  at 
the  present  juncture  present  a  more 
united  expression  of  opinion  in  Paxlia- 
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ment.  He  was  not  going  to  condude 
with  a  Motion,  and  he  was  not  going  to 
oflter  any  obstruction,  nor  should  he  de- 
tain the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
The  Vote  of  Credit  had  been  carried  in 
Oommittee  by  a  large  majority,  and  no 
doubt  it  would  be  carried  in  the  House; 
but  the  vote  of  a  majority,  however  large, 
was  not  the  voice  of  a  united  Parliament, 
and  it  had  been  the  general  wish  to 
arrive  at  entire  imanimity.  An  over- 
ture for  that  purpose  was  made  a  few 
nights  ago  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone) ;  but  it  was  not  received 
on  the  other  side— which  was,  perhaps, 
not  to  be  wondered  at — as  it  was  in- 
tended. Upon  this,  most  of  the  Leaders 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  had 
abstained  from  voting ;  and  a  minority  of 
124  had  recorded  their  votes  against  the 
demand  of  the  Government.  As  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  minority,  he  wished  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  how  far  he 
went  with  the  majority,  and  why  he  had 
felt  bound  to  oppose  the  Vote.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  the 
Government,  had  undertaken  to  answer 
two  Questions,  one  as  to  the  policy  to  be 
pursued  by  Great  Britain  at  the  Confer- 
ence, the  other  as  to  the  use  to  be  made 
of  the  £6,000,000.  As  to  the  policy,  the 
assurances  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, without  being  idtoeether  satis- 
factory, had  so  far  relieved  his  appre- 
hensions, that  on  this  ground  he  would 
have  seen  no  reason,  at  the  present 
sta^e,  and  at  this  crisis  of  European 
pohtics,  to  refuse  the  Vote.  But  the 
answer  to  the  second  Question — what 
use  was  to  be  made  of  the  £6,000,000  ? 
— was  to  the  last  degree  scanty  and 
vague.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  said  that  the  greater  part  of 
the  amount  might  not  be  expended  at 
all ;  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  said 
it  was  possible  that  none  of  it,  and  pro- 
bable mat  hardly  any  of  it,  would  be 
spent ;  while  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  evidently  anxious  to  lay  hands  on 
it,  said — "It  is  possible  tliat  we  may 
not  spend  it  all ;  but  I  may,  I  think, 
venture  to  say  that  we  shall  spend 
some  of  it."  When  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  further  pressed  as 
to  how  the  Vote  was  to  be  spent,  he 
indicated  little  else  but  **  transport  " 
and  "boots  and  shoes."  Now,  trans- 
port to  any  large  extent  would  not  be 
required  tmless  and  until  the  GK)vem» 
ment  were  on  the  very  verge  of  war. 


As  to  the  other  item,  everyone  knew 
what  was  meant  by  **  boots  and  shoes." 
During  the  war  with  our  American 
Colonies  some  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  being  also  members  of  the 
Society  of  Friends,  objected  to  voting 
Supplies  of  warlike  stores ;  but  they  did 
not  object  to  voting  money  to  be  spent 
on  "barley  and  other  grain,"  which  was 
wide  enough  to  include  gunpowder.  No 
doubt,  "boots  and  shoes"  would  be 
found  to  have  an  equally  elastic  mean- 
ing. However,  being  thus  left  without 
sufficient  information,  he  had  tried  in 
vain,  by  studying  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates  of  former  years,  to  learn  how 
it  was  possible  in  little  more  than  six 
weeks — ^for  tiie  Vote  would  lapse  on  the 
31st  of  March — to  spend  in  mere  pre- 
paration for  war  so  lcu:ge  a  sum  as 
£6,000,000.  But  without  some  such  in- 
formation he  had  not  thought  it  right  to 
vote  the  money.  He  could  understand, 
though  he  much  regretted,  the  curt  re- 
fusal of  the  Government  to  accept  the 
offer  of  the  late  Prime  Minister,  that 
instead  of  a  money  Vote,  they  should 
receive  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in  their 
proposed  policy.  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  been  prepared  to  vote  as  much 
money  as  was  wanted  for  immediate 
use.  But  this  would  not  satisfy  the  Go- 
vernment ;  though  the  House  was  sit- 
ting daily,  they  insisted  on  a  vote  of 
Credit,  large  enough  to  include  not  only 
what  they  wanted,  but  what  they  might 
or  might  not  want.  For  this  there  was 
no  precedent,  and  in  financial  proceed- 
ings beyond  all  others,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  bound  to  reverence  the  inva- 
riable usage  by  which  it  had  attained  to 
its  present  position  and  power.  There- 
fore, having  reeard  to  the  responsibility 
of  layine  on  the  taxpayer  wnat  was  in 
no  way  shown  to  be  a  necessary  burden, 
and  further  to  the  serious  mischief  of 
creating  a  precedent,  by  voting  a  Credit 
of  £6,000,000  in  so  loose  a  maimer,  he 
and  others  had  felt  themselves  compelled 
to  protest  against  such  a  Vote,  thus  pre- 
senting an  appearance  of  disunion,  which 
mi^ht  nave  oeen  avoided,  had  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  only  asked,  in 
the  usual  form,  for  what  he  actually  re- 
quired, from  time  to  time,  for  present 
use 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN :  I  have  not,  during 
this  or  the  previous  Sessions,  except  for 
a  few  minutes  on  Thursday,  taken  any 
part  in  these  Eastern  debates.  I  would, 
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howerer,  be  glad  to  be  allowed  the 
privilege,  before  the  Vote  passes  its 
final  stage,  of  making  a  few  remarks. 
There  is  no  duty  appertaining  to  the 
office  of  a  BepresentatiYe  that  I  approach 
with  more  nesitation,  and  undertake 
with  greater  reluctance,  than  that  of 
appearing  to  interrupt  the  course  of 
Business  by  troubling  Members  with 
any  utterances  of  mine.  I  would  not 
do  so  now  if  it  had  not  been  for  some 
comments  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Ghreenwich  (Mr. 
G-ladstone)  on  Friday  night.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misunderstood  i^e  ob- 
servations I  made  the  previous  evening, 
and  quite  unintentionally,  I  am  sure, 
misrepresented  them.  I  was  not  present 
when  he  spoke,  or  I  should  have  replied 
there  and  then.  I  do  not  profess  to 
quote  his  precise  words ;  but  in  effect  he 
said  I  upheld  the  doctrine  of  allowing 
the  Gt>vemment  of  the  day  to  have  un- 
controlled authority  in  foreign  affairs — 
that  while  we  might  at  all  times  fight 
over  domestic  politics,  we  had  to  accept 
implicitly,  and  without  criticism,  the 
action  of  any  Parfy  in  power  on  foreign 
questions.  I  thmk  I  have  correctly 
represented  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement.  I  do  not  think  iliere  is  a 
Member  in  this  House  who  will  sub- 
scribe to  such  political  gospel.  It  may 
flourish  in  the  arbitrary  atmosphere  of 
the  Eussian  Oourt,  but  it  cannot  live  in 
England.  I,  at  least,  repudiate  such  a 
faith.  I  spoke  on  Thursday  entirely 
without  premeditation.  I  uttered  the 
feeHngs  and  the  thoughts  that  came  un- 
bidden to  my  lips  on  listening  to  the 
very  grave  statements  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They 
were  only  a  poor  reproduction  of  the 
world-old  sentiment  which  a  Whig 
statesman,  historian,  and  poet  has  put 
into  the  mouth  of  a  Eoman  minstrel, 
who,  when  mourning  the  memories  of  a 
heroic  and  vanished  past,  sung  regret- 
fully of  the  time 

**  When  none  was  for  a  Party, 
And  all  were  for  tiie  State.  * 

A  man  speaking  under  strong  emotions 
ought  not  to  be  made  an  offender  for  a 
word.  If  thatrulewereappliedtotheright 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  have  a  good 
deal  to  answer  for.  I  claim  no  exemp- 
tion, however,  on  that  ground.  The 
exact  phrases  I  used  did  not  bear,  and 
oertaimy  they  were  not  intended  to  bear, 
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the  interpretation  pot  upon  liiem.  I 
said  that,  while  we  might  at  aU  times 
discuss  domestio  questions  fully  and 
fraiddy,  ^en  national  interests  were 
imperilled — national  existence  possibly 
at  stake— then  we  should  dose  our 
ranks,  foreet  that  we  are  Whigs,  Tories, 
or  Badicfus,  remember  only  that  we 
are  Englishmen,  and  present  a  united 
front  to  the  world.  The  time  when,  the 
circumstances  under  which,  this  efface- 
ment  of  Party  landmarks  was  to  take 
place,  constituted  all  the  point  that  was 
in  my  sentence.  I  did  not  say — ^I  did 
not  think — ^it  would  have  been  unpard<ni- 
able  presumption  if  I  had — that  eveoy- 
one  who  agreed  with  me  was  a  patriot, 
and  everyone  who  disagreed  with  me 
was  not.  But  what  I  did  say  was,  that, 
in  my  judgment — ^it  might  not  be  the 
judgment  of  other  people— -patriotism 
and  good  sense  reqiiired  that  the  oourse 
I  indicated  should  be  followed.  The 
general  principles  of  national  action — 
whether  we  are  to  try  to  put  up  a 
Monarchy  in  one  Country,  or  destroy  a 
Bepublic  in  another — whether  we  are  to 
be  partizans  in  a  strife  or  neutrals — 
must  be  decided  by  the  people,  and  by 
them  aloiie.  But  the  policy  having  been 
assented  to,  its  execution  must  be  1^  to 
the  Executive.  If  they  blunder,  you 
may  censure  them,  dismiss  them,  or  im- 
peaoh  them ;  but  in  a  moment  of  national 
peril  do  not  paralyze  their  movements 
by  unneoessary  complications.  In  our 
foreign  relations,  there  are  matters  that 
it  is  undesirable  to  publish,  and  that 
cannot,  with  justice  to  other  nations,  be 
known  outside  the  Foreign  Office.  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  himself  admitted 
on  Monday  last  that,  when  he  aaked  for 
a  Vote  of  £2,000,000  at  the  time  of  the 
Franco-Q-erman  War,  he  did  not  state 
all,  or  even  the  chief  grounds,  for  making 
that  demand.  To  have  done  so  in  Par- 
liament would,  he  said,  at  that  time,  have 
been  attended  with  inconvenience,  if  not 
danger.  Was  it  not  possible  that  in  the 
present  crisis  there  were  circumstances 
known  only  to  Ministers  that  prevented 
them  expLEuning  fully  the  reasons  for 
the  course  they  were  pursuing?  The 
confldence  that  Parliament  gave  the  late 
Government  might  be  fairly  granted  to 
the  present  one  on  such  an  issue.  We 
may  always  with  advantage  dilate  on  the 
broad  principles,  on  the  p^eneral  issues 
that  are  at  stake  in  for^i^  questions; 
but,  when  the  time  for  action  comes,  it 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1429        The  SuppUfMniarif      (Febbttaby  11,  1878)     SstimaU. — Bsport.      1430 


not  unfrequenily  happens  that  the  details 
of  diplomacy,  the  whispers  of  State, 
supply  the  circumstances  that  determine 
the  course   of   Cabinets.      Beasonable 
politicians  recognize  the  position  of  men 
weighted  with  such  responsibility.     I 
regret  that  so  much  feelii^  has  been 
thrown  into  this  dispute.    G-ood,  earliest, 
and  devout  men,  both  in  and  out  of 
Parliament,  sincerely  desirous  of  serving 
what  they  believe  to  be  the  interests  of 
their  country  and  freedom,  have  mani- 
fested   in   the   discussion  a  somewhat 
intolerant    temper.      I    honour    their 
motives,  I  respect  their  intentions ;  but 
I  have  not  been  able  altogether  to  ap- 
prove their  attitude.     Wmle  they  have 
been  keenly  suspicious  of  our  own  Go- 
vernment, thev  have  said,  or  insinuated, 
all  manner  oi  smooth  things,  and  put 
the  best  interpretation  on  the  doings  of 
foreign  rulers.    The  Ozar  and  his  Mini- 
sters have  had  their  designs  appraised  by 
sympathizing  admirers;   but  our  own 
Government   have    been    subjected   to 
constant,  and  I  must  say,  I  think,  unde^ 
served  innuendoes.  There  is  no  Member 
of  this  House,  who,   by  training,   in- 
stinct, and  conviction  is  more  auti-Tory 
than  I  am.    There  is  no  one  who  has 
voted  more  persistently  against  the  policy 
of   ihe  Ministers — not    even  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gavan  (Mr.  Biggar) — ^but  I 
will  trust  my  own  countiymen,  whatever 
their  politics,  before  the  statesmen  of 
either  Kussia  or  Germany.  I  have  more 
fedth  in  British  Ministers,  whether  Whig 
or  Tory,  than  I  have  in  the  Chancellors 
of   any  Imperial    despotism,    however 
pretentiously   pious.       In    considering 
questions  of  foreign  policy,  we  often,  in 
my  judgment,  form  an  inadequate  and 
imperfect  historical  conception  of   the 
position  and  antecedents  of  this  country. 
Some  see  only  gold,  and  coal,  and  cotton 
through    every   national  arrangement. 
Trade  is  with  them  the  measure  of  every 
standard.    Production  and  consumption 
are  the  end  of  being.     I  have  no  wish, 
certainly,  to  disparage  commerce ;  but  I 
do  not  believe  in  this  extreme  epicurean 
philosophy  of  barter.     It  takes  a  low 
and  sordid  conception  of  human  life. 
Man  is  higher  than  the  beast,  and  re- 
quires something  better  than  a  stall  well 
littered  and  a  trough  well  Med.  I  agree 
on  this  point  wiui   the  spirit  of  the 
teachings  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich,  who  has 
striven  to  lift  &e  oonsideration  of  fbreign 


politics  to  a  higher  level.    The  main- 
tenance of  the  independence  and  inte- 
grity of  the  Turkish  Empire  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.    Courtney)     declares    to    be    an 
obsolete  phrase,  and  to  be  ancient  his- 
tory, was  for  years,  if  not  for  genera- 
tions,   a    settled    principle    of  British 
politics.     All  Parties  in  the  State  ac- 
knowledged, accepted,  and  acted  upon  it. 
Twenty-four  years  ago  we  went  to  war, 
spent    many   millions   of  money,   and 
sacrificed  some  thousands  of   lives  to 
uphold  it.    At  the  conclusion  of  the  war 
we  entered  into  Treaties  which  guaran- 
teed the  right  of  Turkey  to  European 
existence,  and  bound  tlus  country,  as 
one  of  the  Great  Powers,  to  defend  that 
right.     In  1871,  the  late  Gt)vernment 
re-endorsed  the  agreement,  and,  along 
with  the  other  Powers,  added  to  the  con- 
tract a  declaration  that  the  arrangement 
should  not  be  altered  without  general 
consent.    No  Government  would  have 
been  warranted  in  reversing  this  unin- 
terrupted   current    of   national    action 
without  some  mandate,  direct  or  indirect, 
fi:om  the  nation.    I  am  not  defending 
these  Treaties.    I  am  not  saying  that 
the  Crimean  War  was  either  just  or 
necessary ;  but  what  I  do  say  is,  that  the 
maintenance    of  the    independence    of 
Turkey  was  as  much  a  principle  of  our 
foreign,  as  ihe  right  of  refuge  is  of  our 
political,  and  as  free  trade  is  of  our 
commercial,   policy.     The  Government 
would  not  have  been  justified  in  changing 
this  policy  vrithout  some  formal  or  in- 
formal   expression  of  public   opinion. 
No  one  can  deny  that  an  expression  of 
opinion  has  been  got.     A  man  must  be 
either  blind,  or  deaf^  or  both,  who  does 
not  see  and  hear  that  a  great  change 
has  taken  place  in  the  minds  of  a  con- 
siderable section  of  the  people  <^  this 
country  on  this  subject.    Many  persons, 
and  those  highly  influential,  are  averse 
to  our  former  policy  with  respect  to 
Turkey.     Opinion  is  in  a  state  of  tran- 
sition.   It  has  manifested  itself  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  where  there  are  not 
two,  but  three  times  two  Parties.     It 
has    been    shown    in    the    Ministerial 
Benches,  and  has  produced   its  efi^ect 
within  the  dose  precincts  of  the  Cabinet. 
When  we  are  in  such  a  state  of  political 
chaos,  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  whether  it  is  either  wise  or 
desirable  to  be  so  intolerant  with  each 
other  ?  Some  have  gone  forward,  others 
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have  gone  back,  and  some  have  been 
stationary  on  tlds  question.  We  shall 
best  promote  the  interests  of  the  nation 
by  showing  liberal  consideration  for  each 
other's  opinions  and  susceptibilities. 
The  question  before  Europe  is,  is  Turkey 
to  be  strangled ;  and,  if  so,  has  Eussia 
to  succeed  to  her  possessions  ?  We  may 
hesitate  to  confront  the  inevitable  issue, 
but  we  cannot  either  postpone  or  evade 
it.  Are  the  Osmanli  to  be  annihilated, 
by  those  who  murder  for  the  love  of 
God,  and  are  their  places  to  be  filled  by 
the  Muscovites  and  their  satraps  ?  That 
is  the  problem  to  which  all  this  diplo- 
macy leads  up.  There  are  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  will  answer  the  interrogatory 
in  the  affirmative — who  will  declare  that 
for  its  bad  government  Turkey's  throat 
should  be  cut.  I  cannot  go  that  length 
with  them.  I  admit  that  the  rule  of  the 
Porte  in  the  past  has  combined  every 
evil  that  can  oe  covered  by  civil  go- 
vernment. In  times  of  peace  it  has 
been  too  weak  or  too  apathetic  to  make 
its  will  respected.  In  times  of  excite- 
ment, it  has  enforced  its  edicts  by  a 
spasmodic  exercise  of  authority— some- 
times cruel,  often  capricious,  and  not 
tmfrequently  sanguinary.  Industry  has 
been  discouraged ;  trade  has  been  looked 
upon  with  contempt ;  taxation  has  been 
little  better  than  legalized  plunder ;  and 
the  whole  administration  of  the  Pashas 
has  been  systematically  and  thievishly 
corrupt.  Their  procedure  has  been  abso- 
lutely indefensible.  But  when  all  this 
has  been  said,  it  is  only  right  to  add 
that  the  Gt)vemment  of  Turkey  is  no 
worse  than  that  of  other  Asiatic  and 
African  States  with  whom  we  hold  close 
if  not  cordial  relations.  The  Gt)vem- 
ments  of  China  and  Persia  are  as  bad ; 
that  of  Egypt,  which  is  propped  up  by 
English  capitalists,  is  worse.  Turkey 
has  most  of  the  vices  common  to  aU 
Oriental  conmiunities,  and  in  her  case 
those  have  been  intensified  by  contact 
with  a  debased  form  of  Christian  civi- 
lization. When  we  remember  the  history 
— ^the  black  history— of  American  and 
West  India  slavery,  when  we  recall  the 
ferocity — for  no  other  word  wiU  express 
it — with  which  Ireland  was,  and  with 
which  Poland  is,  ruled,  we  should  mani- 
fest some  moderation  in  our  denunciation 
of  the  Turks.  I  repeat  that  there  are 
Governments  as  venal,  as  tyrannical,  as 
lawless,  and  as  lazy  who  are  our  Allies, 
and  with  our  own  record  in  Ireland 
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in  the  past)  and  in  India  more  re- 
cently, English  politicians  should  not  be 
so  ready  to  rush  into  hysterics  over 
Turkish  deUni^^uendes.  It  is  either  sec- 
tarian or  partizan  bigotry,  or  imperfect 
historical  knowledge  that  leads  men  to 
declare  that  every  Mussulman  is  little 
better  than  a  wild  beast,  an  anti-human 
specimen  of  humanity,  and  that  the 
Ottoman  Empire  is  the  foulest  political 
organization  in  existence.  Such  exagge- 
rations are  bom  either  of  ignorance  or  re- 
ligious rancour.  It  is  true  that  the  Chris- 
tians in  Turkey  have  been  denied  any 
participation  in  the  civil  administration, 
just  as  the  Catholics  and  the  Jews  were 
in  this  country  till  recently,  and  as  our 
Hindoo  and  MEdiomedan  fellow-subjects 
are  in  India  to-day.  But  as  a  set-off  to 
this  exclusion,  they  have  been  relieved 
fix)m  the  duty — ^the  onerous  duty— of 
bearing  arms.  No  man  is  persecuted  in 
Turkey  because  he  is  a  Christian.  There 
is  there  not  only  coinplete,  but  con- 
temptuous, toleration.  The  Mussulmans 
look  with  pity  upon  the  different  sects 
into  which  Christians  are  divided ;  and 
while  they  refuse  to  treat  them  as  civil 
equals,  they  scorn  to  persecute  them  as 
inferiors.  The  persistent  cry  about  the 
material  misery  of  Bulgaria  has  been 
exjdoded.  It  has  been  proved  by  a 
doud  of  witnesses  that  ihe  Bulgarian 
peasant  is  in  a  vastly  superior  position 
to  the  Eussian  farmer,  and  is  the  equal 
of  the  same  class  in  this  country.  This 
fact  has  been  so  well  attested  that  no  one 
will  attempt  to  gainsay  it.  It  has  been 
urged  with  force  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shef&eld  (Mr.  Mundella) 
and  others,  that  even  if  this  statement 
is  correct,  it  is  not  an  answer  to  the 
demand  of  the  Christians  for  civil  and 
political  equality.  It  is  not  sufficient 
that  they  should  be  commercially  pros- 
perous and  freed  from  all  exclusion 
on  the  score  of  their  religion.  They 
require  something  further  and  more.  1 
admit  the  justice  of  their  claim.  I  grant 
the  necessity  for  its  immediate  conces- 
sion as  completely  as  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Smyth).  On  that  ground  I  am  entirely 
at  one  with  these  hon.  Gentiemen.  We 
are  reminded  that  England  sympathized 
with  the  Italians  in  their  struggle  for 
national  existence,  and  we  are  asked, 
why  refuse  to  Bulgaria  what  we  rejoice 
has  been  conceded  to  the  ooontiyinen 
of  Oavour  and  Garibaldi?    Thecixeom- 
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stances  are  not  analogous.  In  Italy 
there  were  broadly  marked  natural  fea- 
tures and  boundaries — ^the  sea  on  the 
one  side,  the  mountains  on  the  other. 
The  people,  too,  were  homogeneous. 
They  i^Ke  the  same  language,  held  the 
same  raith,  shared  the  same  glorious 
national  memories.  The  same  is  the 
case  with  the  Slavs  in  Montenegro  and 
Servia,  with  the  Latin  races  in  Eou- 
mania,  and  with  the  Ghreeks ;  but  it  is 
not  the  case  with  the  inhabitants  of 
Turkey  proper.  One  village  there  is 
Mahomedan,  the  next  Christian,  and  the 
third  partly  Jewish.  The  people  are 
dotted  about  in  settlements  like  gipsies. 
Bemove  the  Turkish  rule  entirely  from 
Boumelia,  and  you  simply  substitute  a 
Christian  despotism  for  a  Mahomedan. 
Slavs,  Albanians,  Greeks,  adherents  of 
the  Latin  Church,  and  of  the  G^reek 
Church,  Jews,  Mussulmans,  are  all 
gathered  toge^er  in  indescribable  and 
imhappy  confusion.  Heretofore,  the 
Mahomedans  in  those  districts  have 
been  the  dominant  race,  because  they 
have  been  the  most  numerous  and  the 
most  tolerant.  Supplant  it  by  Christian 
ascendency,  and  you  only  replace  one 
bad  form  of  exclusive  nue  by  another. 
Touputthe  boot  on  the  other  leg.  If 
the  Mahomedans  have  hitherto  P^i^bo- 
cuted  the  Christians — which,  as  Chris- 
tians, I  deny,  but  as  citizens  I  admit — 
it  is  certain  that  the  Christians  would  in 
the  future  persecute  the  Mahomedans. 
Bemove  the  restraints,  and  the  fierce 
fanatical  passions  of  hostile  classes  will 
be  let  loose,  and  they  will  fly  at  each 
other's  throats.  We  know  how  the 
Servians  and  the  Boumanians  persecute 
the  Jews,  how  the  adherente  of  the 
Greek  Church  persecute  the  followers  of 
the  Latin  creed,  how  the  Slav  hates  the 
Greek  and  the  Ghreek  hates  the  Slav.  I 
do  not  say  these  difficulties  ought  to 
prevent  the  Christians  from  enjoying  the 
freedom  they  are  entitled  to;  but  I  cite 
the  facts  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 
the  creation  of  a  nationality  amongst 
the  heterogeneous  and  conflicting  creeds, 
races,  and  tribes  in  Turkey  proper  is  a 
very  diflerent  thing  to  the  creation  of  a 
nationality  out  of  the  homogeneous 
people  of  Hungary,  Poland,  and  Italy. 
I^ersons  well  acquainted  with  the  East 
— ^I  do  not  endorse  their  opinion,  but  I 
give  it  for  what  it  is  worth — ^maintain 
that  the  rule  of  the  Turk,  with  aU  its 
drawbacks,  would,  if  reformed,  in  the 


districts  where  the  Mahomedans  pre- 
dominate, be  preferable  to  the  constant 
struggle  for  mastery  between  the  rival 
sects  and  races  who  hate  each  other 
more  bitterly  than  any  of  them  hate  the 
Mussulman.  The  glowing  but  fictitious 
pictures  that  we  have  had  recently  drawn 
m  this  cou|itry  of  the  magnanimous 
Montenegrins,  the  chivalrous  Servians, 
and  the  meek  Bulgarians,  have  been 
rudely  blurred  by  this  year's  war.  I 
fear  an  impartial  historian  will  declare 
that  the  moral  characteristics  of  the 
diflerent  races  do  not  differ  greatly.  In 
a  balance  of  virtues,  the  Mahomedan 
population — I  do  not  mean  the  Pashas, 
or  their  military  or  their  eodesiastioal 
leaders,  but  the  Mussulman  peasantry — 
are  the  equals,  and  in  some  respects  the 
superiors,  of  their  Christian  neighbours. 
We  have  been  often  assured  that  they 
are  dead  or  dying.  But  in  the  blood- 
stained spurs  and  passes  of  the  Balkans 
they  have  recently  given  striking  evi- 
dence that  they  live.  Their  courage  and 
military  skill  were  derided  in  this  House 
last  Session.  It  was  declared,  with 
wearying  iteration,  that  Turkey  con- 
sisted only  of  a  ring  of  corrupt  Pashas 
and  a  horde  of  semi-savage  brigands  from 
Asia.  This  war  has  shown  that  there  is 
a  Turkish  nation  beyond  the  denizens  of 
the  sumptuous  palaces  on  the  Bospho- 
rus,  and  beyond  the  gathering  grounds 
of  the  Bashi-Bazouks.  The  memorable 
struggle  before  Plevna  will  be  associated 
in  history  with  the  sieges  of  Saragossa, 
Toumay,  Londondeny,  Antwerp,  and 
Kars.  The  name  of  Osman  will  be 
linked  with  the  foremost  commanders  of 
modem  times.  It  was  not  the  dinted, 
rusty  scimitar  of  Mahomet  that  that 
gallant  Moslem  wielded.  The  skill  that 
planned  the  fortifications,  the  dauntless 
courage  that  manned  the  deadly  breach 
in  face  of  such  fearful  odds — and  when, 
the  letst  crust  consumed,  the  l6^  cart- 
ridge gone,  that  led  the  final  charge, 
was  the  brilliant,  dazzling,  fire  of  genuine 
patriotism.  A  people  capable  of  such 
intense  energy,  such  generous  and  com- 
plete obedience,  such  utter  self-sacrifice, 
and  such  heroic  devotion,  have  vindi- 
cated their  right  at  least  to  live.  The 
greatest  want  of  the  Turks  has  been 
their  inability  to  adapt  themselves  to 
the  constant  changes  and  the  incessant 
movement  going  on  around.  Their 
traditions,  their  training,  and  their  creed 
have  kept  them  stationary.  While  other 
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nations  have  been  persistenily  prosely- 
tising and  progressing,  the  sons  of  Islam 
have  stood  still.    They  must  move,  or 
they  wiU  be  swamped  by  the  complex 
and  competing  forces  that  are  surging 
around  tnem.      All  intelligent   l\irlra 
recognize  this.    And  their  honest  efforts 
to  improve  their  administration,  to  estab- 
lish tneir  Constitution,  and  their  gallant 
struggle  against  their  domineering  ene- 
mies, ought  to  win  for  the  remnants  of 
the  race  another  opportunity  of  assimi- 
lating themselves  to  the  wants  of  modem 
life.    The  Turldsh  people  are  no  worse 
to-day  than  when  we  fought  for  their 
independence  in  the  Crimea,  and  the 
Turkish  Government  is  better.   All  that 
has  been  said  of  their  lust,  cruelty,  and 
oppression  was  as  true  in  1856,  when 
we  concluded  two  Treaties  for  their  de- 
fence, or  in  1871,  when  the  late  Go- 
vernment   accentuated,    endorsed,   and 
confirmed  that  Treaty,  as  it  is  to-day. 
If  Turkey  is  dying,  lliere  is  no  reason 
why  Bussia  should  day  her  before  her 
time.     Let  her  die  in  peace.     If  she  is 
dying,  that  is  no  justification  for  the 
Northern  vulture  to  prey  upon  the  yet 
quivering  body  of  his  stricken  victim. 
If  the  Osmanli  are  driven  to  the  other 
side  of  the  Bosphorus,  their]^dominions 
will  become  the  spoil  of  their  relentless 
enemies,  whose  fierce  hussars  are  now 
streaming  into  Eoumelia  for  the  double 
purpose  of  a  war  of  conquest  and  a 
religious  crusade.    I  am  not  now  speak- 
ing of  British  interests,  I  am  not  think- 
ing of  the  danger  Eussia  may  be  to  our 
Indian    Empire ;    but  I    ask    English 
Liberals  if  they  have  ever  seriously  con- 
sidered the  political  consequences  of  an 
Imperial  despotism  bestriding  Europe — 
r^axjhing,  indeed,  from  the  waters  of  the 
Neva  to  those  of  the  Amour — of  the 
Head  of  the  Greek  Church,  the  Eastern 
Pope,  the  master  of  so  many  legions, 
having  one  foot  on  the  Baltic,  planting 
the  other  on  the  Bosphorus.      When 
icebergs  float  into  Southern  latitudes, 
they  freeze  the  air  for  miles  around. 
Will  not  this  political  iceberg,  when  it 
descends  upon  the  genial  shores  of  the 
Mediterranean,  wither  the  young  shoots 
of  liberty  that  are  springing  up  between 
the  crevices  of  the  worn-out  fabrics  of 
despotism  ?     Is  it  the  part  of  English 
Liberals  to  encourage  these  sanguinary 
apostles  of  Christianity — who  are  now 
swarming  from  Sarmatian  swamps  and 
Scythian  wilds,  in  their  raid  into  South- 


eastern  Europe— to  plead  for  this 
ooarsestphantom  of  social  and  politioal 
life?  The  Bussian  people  are  an  in- 
offensive, unaggressive,  and  kindly  race 
— ^not  educated,  superstitious,  and  some- 
what intemperate.  It  is  certainly  not  of 
them  that  I  am  afraid ;  but  there  is  a 
ring  of  Christian  Pashas  at  St.  Peters- 
burg as  corrupt  and  cruel  as  the  ring  of 
Mahomedan  Pashas  at  Constantinople. 
They  have  always  been  the  camp-fol- 
lowers of  civilization — as  merciless  and 
unscrupulous  as  camp-foUowere  usually 
are.  They  have  the  ferocity  of  barbarism 
with  the  duplicity  of  civilization.  Their 
first  word  is  gold,  the  second  the  sword, 
the  third  Siberia.  Bribery,  bayonets, 
banishment,  are  the  triple  pillars  upon 
which  their  politico-muitary-ecclesias- 
tical  system  stands.  I  have  no  wish  to 
generate  antipathies  towards  either  the 
Kussian  or  any  other  people.  But,  in 
the  presence  of  existing  circumstances,  it 
is  necessary  that  every  man  should  speak 
the  honest  convictions  of  his  mind ;  and 
I  cannot  regard  this  handing  over  of 
two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  the  Conti- 
nent of  Europe  to  an  Etggressive  military, 
ecclesiastical  autocracy,  otherwise  than 
as  dangerous  to  human  freedom,  peace, 
and  civil  process. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  remarked  that  he 
had  not  spoken  a  word  in  the  House 
on  the  Eastern  Question  either  last 
year  or  this.  He  had  abstained  from 
speakinfi;  because  he  felt  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Government  were  sincerely 
anxious  to  preserve  peace,  and  that  they 
had  no  intention  of  fighting  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  integrity  of  Turkey. 
He  wished  now,  however,  to  notice  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Cowen), 
and  he  should  speak  as  an  Englishman, 
and  not  allude  to  either  cotton  or  com. 
The  House  and  the  Government  ought 
to  act  in  their  collective  capacity  as 
Englishmen  in  the  same  way  as  they 
did  as  individual  Englishmen.  The  other 
day  he  was  speaking  to  a  forei^  diplo- 
matist, who  said — "  England  has  lost 
to  a  great  extent  her  influence  in  the 
affairs  of  the  Continent  because  we 
cannot  understand  how  Englishmen, 
who,  as  individuals,  are  so  seS-respect- 
ing  and  quiet  in  their  demeanour,  should, 
when  dealing  with  public  affairs,  have 
been  of  late  so  violent,  so  riotous,  and 
so  nervous  about  their  own  position." 
He  thought  that,  whether  aa  individuals 
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or  as  a  nation,  we  ought  to  be  guided  by 
the  rule — **  In  quietness  and  in  confi- 
dence shall  be  our  strength."  It  was 
because  he  thought  the  Gbvemment 
and  individuals  had  not  been  ^ded  of 
late  by  this  rule  that  he  ventured  to  make 
these  few  remarks.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  spoke — he  thought  with 
some  justice— of  the  constant  suspicions 
of  our  own  Government  that  had  been 
expressed ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  wrong  when  he  went  on 
to  call  upon  us  to  suspect  every  Qt)vem- 
ment  except  our  own  and  that  of  Turkey. 
Was  it  wise  to  go  on  with  this  constant 
policy  of  distrust  ?  How  did  wise  men 
act  towards  one  another  ?  If  they  were 
obliged  to  act  with  a  man  they  could 
not  always  rely  upon,  did  they  go  on 
treating  him  as  a  rogue?  Certainly 
not.  Then  why  should  they  do  it  with 
foreign  nations?  Putting  aside  the 
past,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  were 
in  Europe  Governments  whose  interests, 
like  our  own,  required  the  establishment 
of  peace  and  good  government  and  as 
much  freedom  as  was  possible  for  the 
Christians  in  the  East.  Why  should 
we  not  consult  with  those  Governments 
as  to  some  basis  on  which  we  could  act 
in  the  Conference  ?  In  his  judgment, 
we  did  not  rely  sufficiently  on  the  great- 
ness of  England.  Englishmen  in  ge- 
neral, and  perhaps  the  Government,  did 
not  recognize  the  increase  in  the  power 
of  England  that  had  arisen  from  the 
changes  which  had  occurred  in  naviga- 
tion  of  late.  When  ships  were  propelled 
by  sails  or  by  steam,  and  had  to  rely 
ujpon  coaling  stations,  a  Fleet  would 
onen  be  delayed  at  Malta  or  Gibraltar 
for  several  days  or  even  weeks;  but 
now  ships  took  their  coal  supply  with 
them,  and  were  directed  in  their  move- 
ments by  telegraph,  and  our  preponde- 
rating naval  power  could  be  directed 
with  rapidity  and  certainty  on  any  point 
where  it  was  needed.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances we  should  not  be  so  nervous ; 
foreign  nations  knew  that  if  they  at- 
tacked any  of  England's  vital  interests 
they  would  have  England  on  their  back. 
Me.  PAENELL  said,  he  cordially 
concurred  in  that  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen),  in  which  that 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  Englishmen  to  combine  for  the 
protection  of  the  interests  of  England  as 
ylngliahnien,    Hq  (Mi.  PameU)  simi- 


larly thought  it  was  the  special  duty  of 
Englishmen  at  that  juncture  to  act  in 
accordance  with  that  invitation ;  but  he 
would  remind  hon.  Members  that  they 
were  not  all  Engli^mien  in  that  House. 
There  were  in  that  Assembly  some  Irish- 
men, who  were  equally  entitled  to  con- 
sider what  iheir  interests  were.  On 
that  rule  he  had  endeavoured  to  act 
from  the  very  first  with  reference  to  this 
question.  When  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
fave  Notice  of  his  Amendment,  he  (Mr. 
'amell)  thought  that,  as  it  was  of  a 
Party  character,  he,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, could  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
Therefore  he  drew  up  a  resolution, 
which  was  accepted  by  the  Party  to 
which  he  belonged,  to  the  effect  that 
they  would  abstain  from  voting  on  that 
Amendment.  But  that  Amendment 
having  been  subsequently  withdrawn, 
he  thought  he  might  be  permitted  to 
carry  out  his  policy  of  acting  in  the  inte- 
rests of  Ireland  in  the  farther  stages  of 
the  question ;  and,  on  the  ground  that 
Ireland  would  have  to  pay  a  portion  of 
the  £6,000,000,  he  had  voted  against 
the  Vote  of  Credit.  The  interests  of  the 
English  Empire  were  involved  in  this 
question  to  a  very  considerable  extent, 
flngland  had  important  interests  in 
India,  and  if  Bussia  took  up  a  powerful 
position  at  Constantinople,  or  put  her- 
self in  the  way  of  obtaining  it,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  interests  of 
a  trading  country  like  England  would 
be  threatened  in  the  East ;  and  if  Bussia 
were  to  find  herself  in  such  a  position  as 
to  desire  it,  she  could  shut  England, 
France,  and  Italy  out  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  arrogate  to  herself  the  right  of 
trading  with  India  alone.  The  ques- 
tion, however,  to  be  considered  was  this 
— was  Bussia  likely  to  be  in  this  power- 
ful position?  Although  that  contin- 
gency was  not  very  probable,  yet  there 
were  other  reasons  which  made  it  de- 
sirable that  England  should  view  with 
extreme  jealousy  any  strengthening  of 
Bussia  in  the  Mediterranean.  England 
had  always  been  unfair  to  Bussia.  Eng- 
land had  always  opposed  Bussian  inte- 
rests, and  kept  her  back  from  enjoying 
her  rights  in  that  sea,  and  had  endea- 
voured to  cripple  her  in  every  way. 
England  undertook  the  Crimean  War 
against  Bussia,  and  spent  a  vast  amount 
of  blood  and  treasure.  It  was,  there- 
forOy   natural   that   Bussia  should  be 
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jealous  of  England,  and  not  look  upon 
her  as  a  friend.  In  his  opinion,  the 
policy  of  theGovemment,  in  so  far  as  they 
had  done  anything  to  keep  watch  and 
guard  over  Bussian  intentions,  had  been 
a  prudent  and  a  just  one,  bearing  in 
mind  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  that  they  were  only  to 
look  at  English  interests  in  this  matter. 
But,  taking  a  wider  view,  considering 
that  Turkey  was  not  a  European  Power, 
that  she  occupied  a  position  to  which  she 
was  not  entitled  save  by  the  strong 
hand,  and  that  in  a  variely  of  ways  she 
was  regarded  as  a  nuisance  to  Europe, 
then  we  might  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  England  to  have 
adopted  a  wiser  policy,  and  to  have 
made  Eussia  a  friend.  He  might  ob- 
serve, however,  that  he  was  mlly  in- 
clined to  think  that  if  England  were 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  Turkey — 
if  she  were  struggling  for  existence 
against  a  tremendous  Power — ^the  ven- 
geance of  England  and  Englishmen 
upon  the  innocent  cause  would  not  be 
less  than  the  action  which  Turkey  had 
taken  with  regard  to  the  Bulgarians. 
It  was  true  that  there  had  been  hangings 
at  Adrianople  after  short  trials ;  but  the 
principal  atrocities  had  been  committed 
oy  the  Bashi-Bazouks  and  other  irre- 
gular forces.  But  when  the  American 
Colonists  rose  in  revolt,  Hessians  and 
other  mercenaries  were  let  loose  on  the 
women  of  the  American  cities  by  the 
deliberate  policy  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment. That  was  also  the  case  in  Ire- 
land, in  Wexford,  when  a  portion  of  the 
people  rebelled.  We  shomd  not,  there- 
fore, blame  the  Turks  so  much  for  what 
they  had  done.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  in  his  speech  at  Ox- 
ford the  other  day,  blamed  the  Irish 
Members  for  not  marching  shoulder  to 
shoulder  with  the  Liberal  Party  in  sup- 
port of  freedom,  and  stated  that  the 
Bulgarians  had  suffered  horrors  a  him- 
dred  times  worse  than  Ireland  had  ever 
undergone.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  carefully  studied  the  history 
of  Ireland,  he  would  have  discovered 
that  Ireland  had  suffered  more  at  the 
hands  of  the  English  Government  than 
had  the  Bulgarians  at  the  hands  of 
Turkey.  The  poet  Spenser  had  written 
of  a  part  of  Ireland,  &r  the  information 
of  his  Eoyal  Mistress,  that  hardly  one 
living  thing  was  to  be  seen  on  the  face 
of  the  earth,  and  that  if  the  people 

Mr.  PamM 


oould  bj  chance  get  some  green  food 
like  watercresses  to  eat,  they  used  to 
creep  forth  from  their  hiding-places  in 
the  night  to  eat  it,  and  that  there  was 
scarcefy  anything  but  corpses  all  over 
the  land.  But  there  were  some  Bulga- 
rians left — a  great  many — ^but  no  at- 
tempt had  been  made  by  the  Turkidi 
Government  to  destroy  the  Bulgarian 
nationality  in  the  way  the  English  had 
done  in  Ireland.  He  denied  that  the 
wrongs  of  the  Bulgarians  were  a  hun- 
dred-fold greater  man  those  suffered  by 
the  Irish  people.  The  Irish  nation  was 
invited  to  join  the  English  Party  to  fight 
shoulder  to  shoulder  in  the  cause  of 
freedom.  The  Irish  people  in  times 
past  had  not  been  ashamed  to  fight  for 
their  own  freedom.  In  that  way  they 
felt  as  much  entitled  to  freedom  as  the 
Bulgarians.  If,  however,  he  was  to 
join  any  Party  in  that  House  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  the  Bulgarians  in 
nghting  for  freedom,  he  must  first  be 
sure  that  that  Party  would  not  at  the 
first  touch  of  steel  throw  down  their 
arms  and  run  away,  as  the  front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  did  the  other  night.  Look- 
ing back  to  the  first  moment  when  that 
Eastern  Question  arose,  he  could  not 
help  seeing  that  the  Opposition  had 
never  been  sincere  in  their  action,  and 
in  enforcing  those  principles  which  they 
said  they  had  at  heart.  Had  he  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  he  would  have 
been  placed  in  a  most  difficult  position 
by  its  withdrawal.  Hence  he  thought 
it  wise  not  to  vote  upon  the  question  at 
aU.  Last  Session,  when  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Gbeenwich  brought  forward 
his  Besolutions,  the  first  tmng  was  to 
'*  whittle  them  down  ;"  the  most  impor- 
tant were  withdrawn,  and  the  fight  that 
followed  was  of  such  a  nature  that  it 
could  only  be  called  a  sham  battle.  The 
other  night,  when  he  was  walking  out 
of  the  House  on  the  first  division,  he  was 
extremely  horrified  to  find  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  on  the  front  Opposition 
bench  was  following  him.  The  Govern- 
ment, on  the  other  hand,  would  do  well 
to  consider  their  real  position.  They 
had  asked  for  £6,000,000,  a  sum  which 
would  be  entirely  inadequate  if  they 
had  any  warlike  purpose  in  view. 
Although  he  believed  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  desired  to 
fight  Eussia — not  to  fight  Bussia  them- 
sdves,  but  to  send  others  to  fight  her 
with  all  speed — yet  he  did  not  believe 
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{hat  the  Prime  Minister  erer  intended 
to  fight  Bussiay  bat  bj  a  policnr  of  bluster 
and  brag  to  frighten  her  and  keep  her 
away  from  Constantinople.  If  they 
really  wished  to  intimidate  Bnssia,  they 
must  tell  her  that  they  would  fight  her. 
In  those  speeohes  made  byjthePremier  at 
the  Guildhall  and  elsewhere/ much  was 
said  as  to  what  would  be  done  did  the 
Bussians  reach  Constantinople,  and  now 
they  had  reached  that  city  the  most  ilie 
Oovemment  did  was  to  send  the  Meet 
to  the  Dardanelles  and  ask  for  a  Vote 
of  £6,000,000.  If  nothing  more  was 
done,  it  was  certain  that  the  Bussians 
would  laugh  at  them,  and  they  would 
be  held  in  contempt  by  Irishmen  and  all 
the  Continental  nations.  He  could  con- 
ceive one  reason  why  the  Vote  was 
asked  for.  The  Straits  were  narrow, 
and  any  Power  that  held  them  might 
easily  prevent  the  Fleet  from  coming 
back.  Perhaps  these  £6,000,000  were 
to  bribe  the  Kussians  to  let  the  Fleet 
back  again.  If  he  thought  that  war 
was  imminent,  that  the  Government 
really  intended  to  go  to  war— cdthouffh 
he  did  not  think  such  was  the  case — -he 
should  very  seriously  consider  whether 
it  would  become  his  duty  to  vote  for 
war  or  ap^ainst  it.  On  me  one  hand, 
the  miseries  which  war  entailed  would 
infiuence  him;  and,  on  the  other,  he 
should  be  swayed  by  tilie  fact  that  if 
England  was  at  war,  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward  various  questions  and 
getting  them  settled.  The  opinion  of 
tiie  Irish  people,  so  far  as  England  was 
concerned,  was  at  present  worth  no- 
thing. They  might  hold  meetings  in 
DubHn  until  they  were  black  in  the 
face,  and  England  would  take  no  heed. 
All  Ireland  might  be  united,  but  the 
English  people  cared  nothing  about  it. 
A  war  with  Kussia  would  direct  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  Irish  evils, 
and  influence  them  to  redress  them.  If 
they  were  asked  to  vote  for  war,  or 
against  it,  it  would  be  the  duly  of  eveiy 
Irishman  to  balance  carefully  in  his 
mind  if  he  would  vote  for  the  interests 
of  Ireland  or  for  the  cause  of  humanity 
generally. 

Mb.  ANDEB80N  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  offer  any  reply  to  the  speech 
to  which  the  House  had  just  listened, 
neither  was  it  his  intention  to  offer  any 
further  opposition  to  the  Vote.  He  only 
wished  to  express,  in  a  few  words,  the  ex- 

VOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thibd  sbbies.] 


treme  pain  with  which  he  had  Hstenedto 
ttie  speech,  eloquent  as  it  was,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen). 
He  had  himself  been  once  or  twice  in 
the  position  of  hearing  the  sentiments 
whicubi  he  uttered  loudly  cheered  from  the 
opposite  benches,  while  they  were  re- 
ceived in  grim  silence  upon  his  own 
side,  and  he  had  never  felt  so  doubtful 
of  the  correctness  of  his  opinions  as  he 
did  on  these  occasions.  If  other  hon. 
Members  felt  like  him  in  that  respect, 
he  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Pembroke,  HiUl,  and  Finsbury,  and 
especially  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle, must  at  the  present  have  very 
uncomfortable  feelings  indeed.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  when  they  came  to  reflect 
more  calmly  over  the  speeches  they  had 
made,  they  would  regret  the  line  they 
had  taken  in  addressing  speeches  entirely 
to  win  the  cheers  of  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  claimed  to  have  made  a 
patriotic  speech.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Anderson)  that  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  founded  on  true  pa- 
triotism. Not  only  were  the  sentiments 
of  liat  speech  not  truly  patriotic,  but 
they  were  very  ill-timed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  have  chosen  for 
the  delivery  of  a  carefuUy-prepared 
oration  in  exaltation  of  the  Turks  the 
very  day  when,  according  to  the  news 
that  had  been  received,  the  Turk  had 
administered  to  this  country  something 
like  a  ioufflet.  Perhaps  the  news  might 
be  entirely  untrue,  like  that  which  was 
received  on  Thursday,  and  which  had 
Mghtened  hon.  Members  opposite  so 
very  much,  and  some  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
bench.  But  if  the  news  of  that  day 
were  true,  it  proved  that  the  present  po- 
sition of  a^airs  was  a  result  which  a  vear 
ago  had  been  foreseen  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
who  had,  about  that  time,  pointed  out  to 
the  House  that  one  of  the  greatest  dan- 
gers of  the  position  of  isolanon  in  which 
Sie  Government  were  placing  the  coim- 
try  in  regard  to  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe  was  that  Bussia  and  Turkey 
might  make  a  peace  between  themselves, 
without  in  the  least  consulting  the  wishes 
or  interests  of  this  country.  That  ap- 
peared to  be  exactly  what  had  taken 
place,  and,  if  so,  it  was  a  very  ill-timed 
opportunity  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  J,  Cowen) 
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to  take  to  speak  in  exaltation  of  the 
Turk. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  said,  he  should  not 
have  addressed  the  House  had  it  not 
been  for  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson), 
who  seemed  to  have  fallen  into  a  muddle. 
Nothing  could  be  more  lowering  in  his 
(Mr.  Beed's)  belief  to  the  character  of 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  than  to 
make  speeches  for  the  purpose  of  being 
cheered  on   the  opposite    side   of  the 
House  to  that  on  wmch  they  usually  sat. 
But  it  must  happen  in  times  of  crisis 
and  difficulty,  ^en  opinions  were  di- 
vided in  a  marked  and  striking  manner, 
that  hon.  Members  speaking  on  one  side 
would  elicit  cheers  from  those  to  whom 
they  were  ordinarily  opposed  in  politics. 
But  he  appealed  to  the  House  whether 
he  did  not  seek  to  do  most  ample  lustice 
to  the  opinions  which  were  held  by  the 
Opposition,  and  whether  he  did  not  go 
out  of  his  way  to  rebuke  what  he  con- 
sidered the  unfairness  which  had  been 
often  shown  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  the  greatest  minds  and  the 
greatest  men  on  his  side.  What  he  said 
the  other  night  he  still  adhered  to — ^that 
they  ought  to  remove  out  of  the  way  the 
mere  money  question,  and  discuss  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government  on  the 
principles  of  their  policy.    He  thought 
great  misapprehension  existed  upon  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  as  to  the 
patriotic  course  taken  by  Members  of 
the  front  Bench.    He  thought  the  most 
patriotic  course  was  to  remove  all  diffi- 
culties out  of  the<  way  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  leave  tiie   responsibility 
with  them.    He  fully  sympathized  with 
those  who  had  committed  themselves  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford ;  but  it 
was  left  to  their  own  judgment  to  vote 
as  they  thought  fit,  and  he  thought  the 
conduct  of  mose  who  refused  to  vote 
showed  a    great  amount  of  prudence. 
We  were  now  in  a  position  in  which 
angry  discussion  and  recrimination  would 
be  unwise.     He  doubted  whether  there 
was  a  single  man  who,  viewing  dispas- 
sionately the  position,   could    question 
that  the  Government  were  placed  in  a 
position  of  the  greatest  possible  diffi- 
culty, and  that  it  behoved  the  Opposi- 
tion to  recognize  that  difficulty,  which 
had  been  arrived  at  through  tJie  Go- 
vernment pursuing  that  policy  of  neu- 
trality which  Liberal  Members  had  con- 

Mr.  Anderson 


tinually  urged  vq^n  them.  It  was  thdr 
duty  m)m  that  time  forward  to  give  the 
most  hearty  support  to  the  Gt>vemment 
in  this  their  time  of  great  difficulty  and 
delicacy,  and  he,  for  one,  believed  that 
the  more  support  they  received  from  that 
side  of  tiie  House  the  more  likely  would 
they  be  to  steer  dear  of  the  very  extra- 
ordinary dangers  of  the  present  time. 

Me.  WADDY  thought  the  time  had 
passed  when  anything  would  be  gained 
by  discussing  the  errors  of  the  GhDvem- 
ment.  Whatever  might  have  been  their 
action  up  to  ihe  present  time,  they  would 
all  of  them  be  (n  opinion  that  they  were 
now  in  the  presence  of  circumstances  of 
the  greatest  possible  gravity,  and  that 
nothing  on  earth  could  be  so  unwise  as 
to  indmge  either,  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other,  in  personal  recriminations,  or  in 
anything  which  partook  of  the  character 
of  violence  and  passion.  He  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  vote  against  the  Grant  of 
£6,000,000,  and  having  done  that,  he 
considered  that  the  re8x>onsibility  of 
taking  the  money  and  of  spending  it 
rested,  not  upon  those  who  had  voted 
against  it,  but  on  those  who  had  voted 
the  other  way,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
patriotic  on  their  part  to  place  any 
further  obstruction  m  the  path  of  the 
Government.  But  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  considering  what  they  had  heaid 
and  the  circumstances  that  had  now 
arisen,  it  became  more  and  more  difficult 
for  some  of  them  to  understand  thepro- 
priety  of  some  of  the  later  acts  or  the 
Government.  He  had  heard  with  some 
little  surprise  the  statement  that  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ghreenwich,  to  the  effect  that  he  con- 
sidered, under  the  circumstances  revealed 
on  Friday,  that  the  Government  were 
entirely  warranted  in  instructing  the 
Admiral  to  take  a  portion  of  the  British 
Heet  to  the  Bosphorus.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone: With  the  permission  of  the 
Porte.]  In  any  case  he  ventured  to  con- 
sider it  a  wrong,  not  a  wise,  step.  He 
had  no  intention  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion in  an  angry  vein,  but  he  desired  to 
point  out  the  radical  fallacy  underlying 
such  a  course  of  conduct.  They  were 
told  it  was  to  be  sent  to  protect 
British  subjects  residing  in  Constanti- 
nople. How  were  they  going  to  do  that? 
Were  these  men-of-war  to  patrol  the 
streets,  or  was  it  the  intention  to  land 
men  who  would  take  upon  themselves 
the  duties  of  the  police  of  Constanti- 
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nc^le?  Wliat  on  earth  was  the  Fleet  | 
to  do  when  it  got  there?  They  were 
told  that  the  Meet  was  ordered  to  the 
Bosphorus  to  protect  Britidi  subjects 
residing  at  Constantinople.  That  vague 
term  sounded  very  well ;  but  how  were 
men-of-war  to  protect  them,  and  against 
whom? — the  Turkish  Government  or  a 
xnad  mob?  Was  it  proposed  to  land 
men  from  the  men-of-war  who  should 
take  upon  themselves  to  some  extent  the 
duties  of  the  police  of  Constantinople  ? 
But  the  Bussians  were  as  much  entitled 
to  be  the  police  of  Constantinople  as  we 
were,  ana  if  they  did  that,  they  would 
give  ^eat  strength  to  the  argument  of 
Kussia,  that  if  England  were  going  to 
approach  Constantinople;  and  could  not 
tnut  them — if  England  were  going  to 
approach  it  by  sea,  thev  would  come 
and  take  possession  of  it  nrom  the  other 
side.  There  was  one  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  attention.  One  of  the 
evil  effects  of  asking  for  the  Vote  had 
already  been  seen.  It  had  already 
been  said  that  great  numbers  of  people 
were  in  favour  of  it.  He  did  not  deny 
that  there  was  a  war  Party  in  the 
coimtry,  and  also  in  that  House,  and 
was  of  opinion  that  charges  had  been 
made  which  were  neither  becoming  the 
dignity  of  the  House  or  of  the  nation. 
He  did  not  think  any  man  in  the  House 
doubted  the  way  in  which  the  feeling 
which  had  prevailed  at  these  meetings 
had  been  ^ot  up.  Whatever  might  have 
been  the  mtentions  of  the  Government 
or  their  motives,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  they  had  misled  a  large  portion  of 
the  people,  and  that  going  to  war  had 
been  the  object  of  many  of  the  meetings 
which  had  taken  place.  And  what  had 
been  the  result?  Language  had  been 
used  in  that  House  in  reference  to  the 
Sovereign  of  a  friendly  Power  which 
was  altogether  unworthy  of  its  dignity, 
and  he  blushed  for  his  country  when  he 
listened  to  such  speeches  as  had  been 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 

gfr.  Hall)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
ewcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers differed  from  the  policy  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  he  hoped  that  in 
such  an  important  crisis  they  would  be 
able  to  moderate  their  tone  and  treat 
him  with  some  amount  of  consideration. 
Pe  was  now  charged  with  everything 
eviL  He  was  called  a  breaker  of  Ihreaties, 
a  man  whose  word  was  not  to  be  taken, 
and  he  was  even  charged  with  the  fate 


that  had  befallen  Poland.  ["Hear, 
hear!"]  Hon.  Members  who  cheered 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  their  history. 
The  partition  of  Poland  began  in  1772, 
and  was  completed  in  1791.  The  rebel- 
lion ^broke  out  in  1830,  and  14  years 
later  the  Emperor  Nicholas  came  to  this 
coimtry,  and  nothing  was  then  thought 
too  good  for  him.  Long  after,  in  1874, 
the  present  Emperor  of  Bussia  came 
over  to  this  country,  and  on  the  19th  of 
May  these  were  the  words  addressed  to 
him  in  the  presence  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers whom  he  now  saw  present — 

''  We  reooffnize  in  your  Majesty  the  enlija^ht- 
ened  Buler  of  a  great  Empire,  and  we  especially 
desire  to  call  to  remembrance  on  this  occasion 
the  great  boon  you  have  conferred  on  your 
people  by  the  abolition  of  serfdom  throughout 
your  vast  dominions ;  by  which  act,  so  conso- 
nant with  ihe  sympathies  of  Englishmen,  the 
liberty  and  happiness  of  so  many  millions  of 
your  Majesty's  subjects  have  been  enhanced,  as 
well  as  the  national  prosperity  of  your  Empire. 
We  fervently  trust  that  the  visit  of  your  Ma- 
jesty will  tend  to  cement  the  friendly  relations 
between  the  two  countries,  and  we  pray  that 
your  Majesty  will  long  be  spared  to  reign  over 
your  people." 

That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Emperor 
was  addressed  before  all  the  magnates 
of  the  land.  ICriea  of  ''Who  did  it?"] 
It  was  done,  and  at  the  Guildhall,  and, 
as  he  was  challenged,  he  would  say  who 
were  present.  There  were  the  Arch- 
bishops of  Canterbury  and  York,  the 
Duke  of  Bichmond,  the  right  hon. 
Benjamin  Disraeli,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote,  Mr.  Cross,  Lord  Derby,  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy,  the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury, Lord  John  Manners,  the  Judges, 
several  of  the  Bishops,  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  two  per- 
sonages even  more  powerful,  Mr.  Hart 
Dyke  and  Mr.  "Winn ;  also  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  Captain  Hm,  and  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff.  [Sir  H.  Dbummond  Wolff  : 
And  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford.] All  die  personages  he  had  named 
went  on  that  occasion  to  meet  that 
Potentate,  and  were  pleased  to  behold 
him  wearing  the  Biboon  of  the  Garter 
presented  to  him  by  the  Queen  on  his 
breast,  and  yet  now  no  language  was 
too  strong,  or  too  violent,,  or  too  bitter 
to  use  towards  him.  He  thought  that 
in  future  it  would  be  well  if  we  endea- 
voured to  treat  Sovereigns  who  were 
still  our  Allies  with  greater  courtesy 
and  consideration. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  do  not 
propose  to  add  anything  to  this  debate, 
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BO  far  as  it  has  partaken  of  a  contro- 
versial character,  and,    indeed,  I  am 
reluctant  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
for  a  single  moment.    Mj  objections  to 
the  Vote,  which  is  now  reported,  were 
of  a  character  too  strong  to  be  satisfied 
b J  anything  but  a  distinct  and  deliberate 
opposition  both,  by  speech  and  by  vote. 
By  the  kindness  of  tne  House  I  enjoyed 
the  ftdlest  liberty  of  ofiEering  my  observa- 
tions to  the  House,  and  having  done  so 
I  feel  that  my  responsibility  is  at  an 
end,  and  that  it  would  not  be  becoming 
the  dignity  of  the  House  or  of  hon. 
Membersto  attempt  to  worry,  by^repeated 
debates  and  divisions,  a    Government 
who  are  engaged  in  transactions  un- 
doubtedly of  an  anxious  and  difficult 
kind;  and,  therefore.  Sir,  I  hope  we 
may  consider  this  question  nearly  at  an 
end.    But  I  wish  to  be  permitted  to  say 
a  word  in  reference  to  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen) — ^if  I  may  still  call  him  so 
— ^made  with  regard  to  a  remark  which 
I  made  upon  a  former  speech  of  his.    I 
have  gathered  very  imperfectly  the  ex- 
planation of  my  hon.  Friend ;   but,  as 
far  as  I  could  gather  it,  I  heard  it  with 
satisfaction.    I  certainly  stated  with  all 
the  accuracy  I  could  what  he  appeared 
to  me  to  have  said,  and  he  has  stated 
with  aU  the  accuracy  he  could  what  I 
said.  That,  however,  is  not  so  important 
as  the   position  in  which  our  relative 
opinions  are  at  present  left ;  and  taking 
the  speech  he  has  made  to-day  as  the 
measure  of  his  opinions,  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is,  or  can  be  in  principle, 
much  difference  between  us.    My  hon. 
Friend  says  Party  ought  to  give  way 
to  patriotism,  and  undoubtedly  that  is 
so ;  but  he  admits,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  patriotism  may  permit,  and  may 
require  hon.  Gentlemen,  in  matters  of 
foreign  policy,   to    question  even  pro- 
posals made  by  the  Uovemment  of  the 
day.    If  that  be  so,  we  are  quite  agreed 
on  that  principle ;  and  the  only  question 
that  can  arise  is  as  to  the  application 
of  the  principle  to  particular  instances ; 
wherein  I  suppose  we  must,  as  he  says, 
practise  tolerance  one  with  another  with 
regard  to  the  conclusions  at  which  we 
may  arrive.    My  hon.  Frien4  went  on 
to  question  certain  statements  which  he 
said  I  had  made  against  the  Turkish 
Government  and  the  Turkish   people, 
and  which,  if  I  understand  him  aright, 
were  due  either  to  gross  ignorance  or 

Mr.  QladiUm 


religious    rancour.     I   naturally    feel 
mudi  indebted  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  Ihe 
manner  in  which  he  has  been  pleased  to 
take  notice  of  anything  that  falls  from 
me ;  but  I  am  not  going  to  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend.    Untu  a  very  recent  date 
I  was  perfectly  ready  to  maintain  in 
this  House,  and  out  of  this  House,  eveiy- 
thingthatl  have  said,  and  everything! 
have  written    concerning   the    Turlosh 
system  and  the  Turki^  Government; 
but  I  do  not  care  to  repeat  those  hard 
speeches   now.    It   appears   to   me  it 
would  be  singularly  ill-judged  in  point 
of  taste  and  feeling,  if,  simply  because 
my  hon.  Friend    accuses  me  of  gross 
ignorance  and  rehgious  rancour,  I  were 
to  eo  back  on  accusations  against  the 
Turkish  GK>vemment,  which  may  have 
been,  but  are  not  now  necessary,  and 
which,  in  my  view,    it  was  necessary 
to  urge  when  the  Turkish  was  a  great 
military  Power,  exercising  that  power 
for  purposes  which  I  thought  disastrous 
to  mankind;  but  which  it   would  be 
most  ungenerous  and  unmanly  to  dwell 
upon  now,  when  Turkey  lies  prostrate 
and  beaten.    My  hon.  Fnend  may  exult 
as  much  as  he  chooses  in  any  censure 
of  that  kind,  which  he  is  quite  welcome 
to  multiply  as  much  as  he  pleases  with- 
out the  smallest  fear  of  any  objection  on 
my  part.    As  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Fnend  in  general,  I  do  not  know  whetiier 
it  was  originally  intended  for  this  occasion, 
or  whether  it  may  not  have  been  intended 
for  some  other  occasion ;  but  it  is  evident 
that  it  was  thought  better  to  produce  it 
now  than  that  such  a  valuable  composi- 
tion should  blush  unseen;  and  tms  I 
will  say,  that  in  my  opinion  it  was  not 
well  adapted  to  the  purpose  to  which  I 
think  all   our  speeches    ought    to    be 
directed — ^namely,  that  of  soothing  ex- 
cited feeling  and  softening  animosities 
rather  than  exasperating  them.  I  greatly 
doubt  whether,  if  that  speech  becomes 
widely  known  beyond  the  walls  of  this 
House,  it  will  tend  to  increase  the  con- 
fidence of  Europe  in  the  sobriety  of  the 
English  mind.    I  hope  that  in  this  House 
that  stability  and  that  sobriety  are  not  in 
danger.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.   Waddy)  says 
that  there  is  a  war  Party  in  this  country 
— and  certainly  there  are  passions  ex- 
cited in  no  small   degree    in   various 
quarters — but  I  trust  that  at  least  those 
who    feel  themselves  impelled  in  that 
direction  will  keep  their  impulses  under 
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the  goTemment  of  their  reason,  and  will 
ask  themselves  what  are  the  purposes  of 
any  war  into  which  they  may  desire  to 
enter;  what  are  to  be  the  means  by 
which  it  is  to  be  carried  on ;  and  what 
are  the  conclusions  they  expect  to 
arrive  at  £rom  it.  There  was  an  ancient 
hero  who  described  his  position  under 
particularcircumstances  in  thesewords — 

'*  Arma  amens  capio,  neo  sat  ratiozus  id  annis/' 

Unhappily  the  case  so  represented  is  a 
case  which,  although  one  would  suppose 
that  the  rational  character  of  human 
nature  would  always  preclude  it,  is  one 
of  the  commonest  cases  in  the  history  of 
tiie  world.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  have, 
however,  the  i^est  confidence  in  the 
character  of  my  countrymen,  and  I  have 
not  the  least  hesitation  in  saying,  with 
regard  to  those  I  see  opposite  to  me, 
that  I  feel  sure  that  in  this  great  and 
critical  moment  they  will  say  nothing 
and  do  nothing  to  increase  any  tendency 
that  may  exist  amongst  them  towards 
inflammatory  feeling ;  but  will  do  all  in 
their  power  to  keep  sentiments  of  that 
nature  within  the  guidance  of  reason 
and  judgment. 

Me.  MAODONALD  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Oowen)  had  made  a  very  clever  but  a 
very  mischievous  speech.  It  contained 
principles  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, when  they  came  to  consider  them, 
would  deeply  regret  having  applauded. 
He  would  oppose  the  proposal  by  his 
vote  and  by  every  other  means  at  his 
command.  The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle would  do  well  to  consider  from  whom 
he  had  those  cheers  that  greeted  him. 
He  regretted  that  at  a  time  when  large 
nimibers  of  our  countiymen  were  suflfer 
ing  from  want  of  emplojrment  the  Go- 
vernment had  asked  for  that  Vote.  They 
had  not  said  a  word  to  show  there  was 
any  necessity  for  it. 

Mb.  stoker  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  been 
misinterpreted,  as  he  did  not  understand 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  with 
personal  disrespect  of  the  Emperor  of 
Itussia.  Of  course,  the  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  him  as  the  Head  of  a 
system  of  tyranny  the  most  despotic  on 
the  face  of  the  earth ;  and  as  the  Head 
of  a  Ohurch,  the  most  superstitious  de- 
based, and  intolerant  of  any  that  dis- 
gpraced  the  sacred  name  of  Ohiistianiiy. 


Me.  T.  BRASSET  said,  he  ventured 
to  hope  that  now  the  Government  were 
furnished  with  the  resources  which  they 
had  judged  to  be  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  our  Forces  abroad,  they  would 
pursue  a  calm  and  moderate,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  an  independent  policy  in  the 
negotiations  in  whidi  they  were  engaged. 
He  hoped  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  resimie  an  attitude  more  tran- 
quil and  more  dignified  than  had 
been  displayed  in  many  of  the  meetings 
which  had  taken  place  on  this  question. 
He  would  suggest  to  those  who  were 
engaged  in  getting  up  agitation  out-of- 
doors  upon  the  question  that  the  con- 
ditions on  which  the  neutrality  of  this 
country  rested  were  conditions  which 
it  must  be  the  aim  of  every  Power  in- 
terested in  commerce  and  navigation  in 
the  East  to  maintain.  The  interests  of 
England  were  those  which  belonged  to 
her  as  a  great  maritime  Power.  Let 
the  people  of  England,  therefore,  re- 
member that  if  meir  merchant  navy 
was  more  exposed  to  the  attacks  of  pri- 
vateers than  the  merchant  navy  of  any 
other  coimtry,  it  at  the  same  time  fur- 
nished resources  for  the  development  of 
a  fighting  Navy,  which,  in  the  event  of 
war,  would  not  be  rivalled  by  any  other 
Power. 

De.  ward  said,  he  had  been  as^ed 
as  a  matter  of  justice  to  recur  to  a  few 
words  which  had  been  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Hubbard).  With  regard  to  the 
deputation  of  medical  students  that  had 
waited  on  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  the  other  day,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he 
thought  that  the  recent  demonstration 
was  ''a  most  deplorable  exhibition;"  and 
he  went  on  to  say  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  been  wrong  in  receiving  those 
who  were  only  looking  forward  for  an 
opportunity  of  exercising  their  profes- 
sion. In  his  (Dr.  Ward's)  opinion,  that 
was  a  most  unfair  charge  to  bring 
against  a  number  of  young  men,  who, 
in  their  collective  capacity,  had  thought 
it  right  in  this  gprave  crisis  to  express 
their  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
venmient ;  and  he  had  the  authority  of 
the  persons  who  were  so  unjustly  as- 
sailed, to  say  that  the  allegation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  un- 
founded. Li  reference  to  the  general 
question,  speaking  as  a  Oatholic,  he 
asserted  that  the  truth  was  that  the 
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Oatholic  sabjects  of  Turkey  had  always 
been  treated  by  that  Power  with  the 
greatest  tolerance,  whereas  the  Oatholio 
subjects  of  Bussia  had  endured  the 
grossest  oppression.  Was  it  wonderful, 
therefore,  that  the  Irish  Catholics  should 
hesitate  before  they  gave  their  vote  in 
favour  of  Bussian  aggression  ?  In  his 
opinion,  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  of  a  certain  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party  who  were  so  fond  of  the 
Greek  Churcn,  had  helped  Bussia  in  her 
assault  upon  the  liberties  of  Europe. 
We  were  not  afraid  of  Turkey,  but  we 
had  grave  reason  to  fear  Bussia ;  be- 
cause, wherever  the  latter  placed  her 
foot,  she  crushed  down  all  that  the  libe- 
rals of  this  country  had  been  fighting 
for  for  years.  It  was  a  matter  for  the 
deepest  regret  that  in  the  hour  of  their 
country's  danger,  the  Liberal  Party 
should  have  been  found  ranged  upon 
the  side  of  Bussian  oppression  and  des- 
potism.   

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  said,  he  had 
found  no  fault  with  the  medical  students 
for  expressing  their  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Govemtnent;  but  what  he 
had  teJ^en  exception  to  was  that  they 
had  passed  a  resolution,  amid  vociferous 
cheers,  in  favour  of  war  with  Bussia. 
He  regretted  to  see  a  band  of  young 
men  belonging  to  such  an  adnurable 
profession  taking  that  position ;  but  he 
approved  their  passing  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence in  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
inasmuch  as  he  had  himself  voted  in 
their  favour. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  considered  that  the 
question  of  whether  the  country  should 
go  to  war  or  not  was  of  the  most  serious 
importance.  They  were  asked  to  vote 
this  money  as  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in 
the  Government.  Now,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Government  was  altogether  un- 
worthy of  their  confidence ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  think  them  worthy 
of  the  full  confidence  of  that  House. 
Much  fault  could  not  be  found  with  the 
despatches  of  Lord  Derby ;  but,  unfor- 
tunately, other  persons — especially  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  and  Mr.  Layard — ^took  the 
opportunity  of  telling  ihe  Turks  that 
these  despatches  did  not  represent  the 
opinions  of  the  Cabinet,  and  that  in  the 
end  England  would  come  to  their  assist- 
ance. The  effect  of  that  was  to  lead 
the  Turks  to  defy  the  Bussians,  and  to 
refuse  the  reforms  demanded  of  them. 

Dr.  Ward 


He,  therefore,  thought  the  Government 
were  much  to  blame  for  not  havingdis- 
ownedMr.  Layard  and  Sir  Henry  Elliot 
more  emphatically.  Then  there  were 
the  speeches  of  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  who 
had  spoken  slightingly  of  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities  and  held  up  the  Turks  to  ad- 
miration. Both  in  that  House  and  in 
his  speech  at  the  Ghiildhall,  the  noble 
Lora^had  encouraged  the  Turks,  and  for 
that  reason  he  could  not  give  the  Go* 
vemment  unqualified  confidence.  How- 
ever, they  had  now  got  the  Tote,  and 
the  responsibility  for  its  appropriation 
must  rest  with  them.  They  had  not  yet 
explamed,  though  they  ought  to  have 
done  it,  how  they  intended  to  spend  ii 
If  the  country  did  not  go  to  war,  they 
could  not  need  it ;  and  if  it  did  go  to 
war,  it  woidd  be  useless  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Army;  while  the  Navy  would 
now,  as  in  the  Crimean  War,  be  useless 
against  Bussia.  They  talked  of  fighting 
Bussia.  How  were  they  going  to  do  it  r 
They  would  require  far  more  than  the 
32,000  they  had  in  the  Crimea.  More- 
over, they  were  deficient  in  superior 
officers,  and  the  troops  were  for  the 
most  part  boys.  In  fact,  before  the 
countiy  went  to  war,  they  should  re- 
construct their  military  system,  or  they 
would  suffer  the  severest  disaster,  as, 
indeed,  would  have  been  the  case  in  the 
Crimea,  if  it  had  not  been  for  their 
Allies.  He  should  recommend  the  Go- 
vemment  to  make  peace  on  as  moderate 
terms  as  they  could,  and  then  to  apply 
themselves  to  the  re-modellinff  of  the 
military  and  naval  system  of  me  coun- 
try in  such  a  manner  as  might  at  some 
future  time  afEord  a  fair  chance  of  en- 
gaging in  war  with  success. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

WATS  AND  MEANS. 
Ways  and  Means — eomid^sd  in  Com- 
mittee.. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  <*ThAt  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Comminionera  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to  raise 
any  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  by  an  issue 
of  Exchequer  Bonds,  &ohequer  Bills,  or  Trea- 
sury Bills." 

Sib  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
understood  thattheimmediateeffectof  the 
Besolution  would  he  to  add  £,6,000,000 
—or  whatever  portion  of  £6,000,000  it 
was  found  necessary  to  use — ^to  the  Deht 
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of  the  country.  What  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  whether  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intended  to  raise  by  taxa- 
tion the  amount  which  would  have  to 
be  raised  in  consequence  of  that  Vote  ? 
for  he,  for  one,  was  very  much  opposed  to 
leading  the  country  into  supporting  what 
was  called  a  **  spirited  foreign  policy," 
without  a  fall  understanding  that  it 
would  have  to  be  paid  for  by  taxation. 
It  seemed  a  very  simple  thing  for  most 
people  to  support  a  ''spirited  foreign 
policy,"  when  they  had  not  to  put  their 
huids  into  their  pockets  to  pay  for  it; 
and  therefore,  for  his  part,  seeing  that 
the  House  had  determined  to  grant  the 
money,  he  should  contend  that  the  Go- 
vemment  should  place  the  thing  fairly 
before  the  country — that  the  means  by 
which  it  was  to  be  met  was  by  taxation, 
so  that  it  might  be  judged  by  the  coun- 
tiy  in  that  shape. 

The  OHANOBLLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEB:  Nothing  can  be  fSedrer  than 
whatmyhon.  Friend  asks.  I  can  as- 
sure him  that  I  should  be  the  last  per- 
son to  think  of  raising  such  a  sum  as 
that  with  which  we  are  now  dealing  by 
making  anything  like  a  permanent  ad- 
dition to  the  National  Debt.  But  I 
want  the  Committee  to  observe  that  we 
are  now  within  six  weeks  or  a  little 
more  of  the  close  of  the  financial  year, 
and  that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  for 
us  to  put  on  any  new  taxation  that 
would  be  worth  anything  between  this 
and  the  end  of  March.  It  is,  therefore, 
necessary  to  make  some  temporary  ar- 
'  rangement,  especially  as  we  do  not 
know  the  amount  that  may  be  required ; 
but,  when  I  bring  forward  the  Financial 
Statement  for  next  year,  I  shall  be  pre- 

fared  to  state  what  we  propose  to  do. 
may  say  that,  even  in  tne  event  of  the 
whole  £6,000,000  being  spent,  we  do 
not  intend  that  the  re-payment  shall 
extend  over  more  than  three  years  at  the 
outside,  and  that,  of  course,  would  leave 
the  re-payment  at  £2,000,000  a-year. 

M&.  DODSONsaid,  he  wasgladtoleam 
that  the  re-payment  of  the  bonds  was  not 
intended  to  extend  over  more  than  three 
years.  He  had  also  observed  with  satis- 
faction an  alteration  in  the  Besolution — 
that  the  £6,000,000  should  be  raised  by 
Exche<|uer  bonds,  with  the  power  added 
of  raismg  them  by  bills. 

M&.  BIGOAB  said,  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  the  country  were 
in  a  bad  state,  and  the  money  ought, 


therefore,  to  be  laid  on  the  National 
Debt,  as  it  was  for  a  purpose  which,  if 
beneficial  at  all,  would  be  beneficial  to 
posterity. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

(1.)  Mesohed,  That,  towards  raising  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorized 
to  raise  any  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  by 
an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer  Bills, 
or  Treasury  Bills. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  the  principal  of  all  Exche- 
quer Bonds  which  may  oe  so  issued  shall  be 
paid  off  at  par  at  the  expiration  of  any  period 
not  exceeding  three  years  from  the  date  of  such 
Bonds. 

(8.)  Eeaolvedy  That  the  interest  of  all  such 
Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  paid  half-yearly,  and 
shall  be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of  the 
Ck>nsoIidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or 
the  growing  produce  thereof. 

(i^  Resolved,  ThalL  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  BLer  Majesty  for  Qie  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1878,  the  sum  of  £6,000,000  be  granted,  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Eesolutionsto  be  reported  upon  JFed- 
nesday  ; 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Wed- 
nesday. 

FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  BILL. 

(Mr.  Secretary  Cfrott,  Sir  Senry  Selwin-Ibbetton,) 

[bill   3.]      SECOND  BBADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  As$heton  Cross.) 

Me.  TENNANT,  in  rising  to  move— 

''That  in  any  measure  for  the  consolidation 
and  amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to  Factories 
and  Workshops,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests 
alike  of  employers  and  employed,  that  all 
trades  and  manufactures  employing  the  same 
class  of  labour  should  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing,  and  under  the  same  protective  and  re- 
strictiye  reg^ulations," 

said:  I  labour  under  great  disadvan- 
tage in  bringing  forward  this  Motion 
after  the  exciting  and  engrossing  discus- 
sion we  have  just  had,  and  I  feel.  Sir, 
that  I  owe  some  apology  to  the  House 
for  venturing  to  brin^  it  forward  at  all, 
for  the  subject  itself  is  not  an  attractive 
one,  and  I  am  afraid  I  shall  tax  the 
patience  of  the  House  while  I  enter  into 
those  detailed  statistics  which  are  neces- 
sary to  make  my  position  intelligible; 
but  I  will  not  ^espass  longer  than  is 
unavoidable,  and  I  trtist  that  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  affecting,  as  it 
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does,  all  our  trades  and  mannfaotares, 
in  which  many  hundred  millions  of  capi- 
tal are  inyested,  and  upon  the  prosperity 
of  which  the  working  classes  depend 
either  directly  or  inoireotly  for  their 
livelihood,  will  be  considered  as*some  ex- 
cuse for  the  course  I  am  taking.  I  am 
told,  Sir,  that  the  form  of  procedure  I 
haye  adopted  may  be  considered  as  in 
some  degree  hostile  or  antagonistic  to 
the  measure.  I  beg  distincuy  to  dis- 
claim any  such  object  or  intention.  I 
am  too  painAilly  conscious,  from  every 
day's  practical  experience,  of  the  incon- 
veniences and  disadvantages  resulting 
from  the  present  law,  not  to  welcome 
with  satisfaction  any  remedial  measure 
that  may  be  proposed;  and  although 
this  Bill  does  not,  as  the  terms  of  my 
Motion  imply,  fully  meet  all  that  is  re- 
quired, it  consolidates  and  simplifies  the 
law  almost  beyond  the  possibility  of 
misinterpretation,  and  removes  and  mo- 
difies several  of  the  inequalities  which 
now  exist.  It,  however,  leaves  un- 
touched many  grievances  which,  in  my 
opinion,  operate  most  unfedrly  and  nn- 
justiy ;  and  it  is  to  remedy  these,  and  to 
place,  as  far  as  practicable,  all  manufac- 
turing occupations  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing, tiiat  is  the  sole  object  of  my  Mo- 
tion. There  are  at  present  15  Acts  of 
Parliament  in  force  regulating  the 
manufacturing  trades  generally,  in  ad- 
dition to  several  special  Acts,  such  as 
the  A|rricultural  Children  Act,  the 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  the  Metalliferous 
Mines  Act,  and  others  relating  to  parti- 
cular industries.  Under  these  15  Acts 
the  general  trades  may  be  divided  into 
three  classes — ^first,  the  textile,  such  as 
cotton,  wool,  flax,  silk,  and  which  are 
now  regulated  by  the  Factory  Act  of 
1874;  second,  bleach  and  dye  works, 
and  other  trades  kindred  to  textile, 
iron  works,  paper  works,  and  almost 
every  other  manufacture  where  more 
than  50  hands  are  employed,  all  of 
which  are  regulated  by  the  I'aciory  Ex- 
tension and  Workshops  Acts,  1865  to 
1870  ;  and  third,  aU  handicraft  trades 
employing  less  than  50  hands,  which 
are  »>vemed  by  what  is  known  as  the 
Womhops  Eegulation  Act,  1870.  The 
total  number  of  persons  employed  in 
the  various  trades  under  these  three 
classes — men,  women,  and  children — 
may  be  taken,  aocordinff  to  the  last  re- 
liable Census,  at  about  2,500,000, 
1,000,000  of  whom  are  under  Claiss  1, 
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and  the  remaining  1,500,000  under 
Classes  2  and  8.  Of  the  1,000,000, 
rather  over  two-thirds  are  women  and 
children,  and  the  rest  are  men.  Of  the 
1,500,000,  the  proportions  are  veiy 
nearly  reversed,  tnere  being  but  500,000 
—or  rather  over  one-third — women  and 
children.  There  are,  however,  several 
trades  in  Classes  2  and  3  where  the  pro- 
portions of  women  and  children  range 
as  hi^h,  and  in  some  classes  higher, 
than  m  the  textile  trades — such  as  the 
manufacture  of  pottery,  paper,  tobaooo, 
hats  and  caps,  millinery,  &o. — ^in  some 
of  which  women  and  duldren  comprise 
more  than  90  per  cent  of  the  total  num- 
ber employed.  So  that  no  general  de- 
duction can  be  drawn  from  this  dassi- 
fioation  of  the  proportions  of  the  diffe- 
rent persons  employed  in  the  various 
classes,  and  the  discrepancies  and  ano- 
malies which  are  created  by  tiie  regula- 
tions and  provisions  under  these  Acts 
are  many  and  various.  They  relate  not 
only  to  the  aee,  education,  and  employ- 
ment of  children,  the  hours  of  labour 
and  limit  of  work,  hours  for  meals  and 
rest,  and  the  number  and  times  of  holi- 
days, but  also  to  sanitary  and  protective 
provisions,  which  vary  greatly  in  all 
the  three  classes ;  and  I  will,  in  a  few 
sentences,  shortly  refer  to  each  of  these 
points  of  difference.  Under  the  Act  of 
1874,  which  affects  only  the  textile 
trades,  no  child  is  allowed  to  work  under 
the  age  of  10,  and  then  only  for  half-a- 
day,  either  in  the  morning  or  afternoon 
on  alternate  days,  coupled  in  each  case 
with  a  compulsory  school  attendance; 
and  working  ftdl-time  is  forbidden  until 
the  affe  of  14,  unless  the  child  has  at- 
tained a  certain  educational  standard 
at  the  age  of  18 ;  whereas  in  the  trades, 
under  Glasses  2  and  3,  a  child  may 
begin  work  at  the  age  of  8  years, 
ana  work  ftill-time  at  13,  irrespective 
of  any  educational  test.  In  coal  mines, 
the  child  may  work  ftdl-time  at  12  years ; 
and  in  agricultural  labour,  there  is  no 
limit  of  age  at  which  the  child  may  not 
work.  'As  regards  education,  children 
employed  under  Classes  1  and  2  are 
under  similar  regulations.  If  the  morn- 
ing and  afternoon  system  be  adopted, 
the  child  must  attend  school  the  other 
half  of  the  day  for  three  hours.  If  the 
alternate  svstem,  it  must  attend  every 
other  day  for  five  hours,  and  the  school 
must  be  certified  as  efficient;  whereas, 
under  Class  3,  education  may  be  at  any 
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school,  and  10  hours  per  week  is  the 
limit;  in  coal  mining,  20  hours  in  a 
fortnight;  but  in  metalliferous  mining, 
and  in  all  other'  trades,  there  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  regulation  whatever. 
No  doubt  the  [Education  Act  of  1876, 
which  makes  a  certain  standard  of  edu- 
cation, or  a  certain  number  of  school 
attendances,  a  condition  precedent  to 
the  employment  of  children  m  any  manu- 
facturing labour,  and  fixing  the  age  at 
10,  will  remedy  the  greatest  of  these 
anomalies ;  but  it  does  not  remedy  the 
anomaly  of  half-time,  which  still  affects 
certain  industries,  nor  the  requirement 
as  to  the  educational  test  at  the  age  of 
13,  and  this  requirement  is  most  in- 
juriously affecting  the  textile  trade, 
without  any  corresponding  advantages. 
It  is  found  by  practical  experience  Siat 
a  great  proportion  of  children  of  the  age 
of  13  are  not  able  to  pass  the  examina- 
tion prescribed,  and  the  consequence  in 
nearfy  all  cases  is  not  that  l^ey  continue 
to  attend  school,  and  work  htdf-time,  as 
heretofore — ^for  there  is  no  such  com- 
pulsory power— but  they  either  idle 
about,  doing  nothing,  or,  if  there  are 
other  trades  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood where  this  requirement  is  not 
in  force,  they  generally  work  there — a 
system  which  operates  greatly  to  the 
loss  and  disadvantage,  not  only  of  the 
employer — who  has  taught  the  child  his 
trade  and  is  then  deprived  of  its  labour, 
but  also  to  the  child  itself— who  is  thus 
driven  to  learn  another  trade  at  the 
most  critical  period  of  its  life.  As  an 
illustration  of  the  actual  working,  at  one 
of  our  largest  manufacturing  establish- 
ments in  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire, 
where  between  2,000  and  3,000  men, 
women,  and  children  are  employed,  I 
may  mention  that  the  proportion  of 
children  who  cannot  pass  the  eaucational 
standard  was  last  year  equal  to  62  per 
cent  of  the  total  children  employed,  and 
the  loss  in  wages  alone  is  between  £11 
and  £12  a-year  for  each  child.  Now, 
this,  Sir,  is  of  serious  consequence  to  the 
head  of  the  family  at  all  times,  and  more 
especially  in  these  depressed  times  of 
short-time  and  lower  wages.  The  ab- 
surdity, too,  of  this  exceptional  requisi- 
tion is  the  more  glaring  when  it  is  con- 
sidered that  the  children  under  the 
half-time  system  must  all  have  completed 
their  fbU  number  of  school  attendances, 
and  that  ^nerally  the  most  stupid  or 
careless  child  at  school  is  often  physi- 


cally the  best  fitted  for,  and  the  most 
capable  of,  work.  As  regards  the  hours 
of  labour  and  for  meals  and  rest,  in  the 
textile  trade,  under  the  Act  of  1871,  the 
limit  of  work  is  10  hours  per  day,  and 
six  on  Saturday,  with  half-an-hour  extra 
for  cleaning,  making  a  total  of  56^  hours 
per  week.  But  there  must  be  an  in- 
terval of  two  hours  each  day  for  meals 
and  rest,  and  there  must  be  no  con- 
tinuous stretch  of  work  beyond  four 
hours  at  any  time.  Under  Glasses  2 
and  3  the  day's  work  is  extended  to  10^ 
hours,  while  the  hours  for  meals  and 
rest  are  diminished  by  half-an-hour,  and 
the  continuous  stretch  is  extended  to 
five  hours  in  Glass  2,  and  in  Glass  3 
there  is  no  limit  at  all.  The  period  in 
which  work  can  be  carried  on  in  all 
textile  trades  is  12  hours  per  day — be- 
tween 6  A.M.  and  6  p.m.,  or  7  a.m.  and 
7  P.M.,  and  not  later  than  two  on  Satur- 
day ;  while  in  Glasses  2  and  3  the  period 
is  extended  indefinitely  in  certain  oases 
to  17  hours  between  5  a.m.  and  10  p.m., 
and  on  Saturday  till  4.30  p.m.  ;  and  in 
mining  and  some  other  trades  there  is 
no  restriction  at  all,  and  work  may  be 
carried  on  continuously  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night.  By  this  Bill  several 
of  these  discrepancies  are  proposed  to 
be  done  away  with,  but  many  are  re- 
tained ;  and,  curiously  enough,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  bleaching  dye  works  should 
be  transferred  into  we  textile  dass  for 
certain  purposes — the  hours  of  work 
being  limited  to  10 — ^but  the  stretch  of 
work  and  other  matters  remaining  the 
same  as  they  are  now.  But  why  this 
partictdar  industry  should  be  specially 
singled  out,  and  partiy  assimilated  and 
partly  not,  and  all  other  trades  in  Glasses 
2  and  3  be  left  in  these  respects  as  they 
are  now,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive,  and 
it  will,  I  think,  puzzle  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  explain  and  justify  them.  With 
regard  to  holidays,  the  distinctions  are 
stul  more  fanciful  and  anomalous.  In 
the  textile  trades,  besides  the  Saturday 
half-holiday,  there  must  be  eight  other 
half-holidays  during  the  year,  and  two 
full -holidays — ^namely,  Ghristmas  Day 
and  Good  Friday;  but,  singularly 
enough,  there  is  no  regulation  against 
workmg  on  Sunday.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  Glass  2,  working  on  Sunday  is  Spe- 
cially prohibited,  except  at  blastramaces, 
or  in  works  where  masters  and  men  are 
all  Jews;  but  there  is  no  holiday  on 
Saturday  until  after  4.30  p.m.,  and  four 
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whole  holidays  may  he  substituted  for 
the  eight  half-holidays.  And  in  Class  3, 
and  in  all  mining  trades,  there  is  no 
regulation  whatever  as  to  holidays,  so 
that  in  these  trades  work  may  be  carried 
on  from  day  to  day  t^d  week  to  week 
the  whole  year  through,  so  far  as  legis- 
lation is  concerned,  without  any  break 
or  cessation  whatever.  By  this  Bill  the 
holidays  in  textile  and  non-textile  trades 
are  generally  assimilated,  except  as  to 
the  Saturday  half-holiday,  which,  in 
textile  factories,  must  commence  at  1.80, 
in  non-textile  at  2.0,  and  in  workshops 
at  4.30;  but  the  latter  can  scarcely  be 
looked  upon  as  a  half-holiday  at  all. 
Sundav  work  is,  however,  done  away 
with  altogether,  except  at  blast  fiimaoes ; 
and  the  Jews  in  futiure  are  not  to  be  i^- 
lowed  to  work  on  that  day,  but  they  may 
work  till  a  late  hour  on  Saturday  night, 
or  they  may  have  two  whole-hohdays  in 
succession,  as  they  prefer.  The  sanitaiy, 
protective,  and  general  provisions  also 
vaiy  greatly  in  the  three  classes,  Glass  1 
bein^  again  singled  out  for  special  dis- 
tinction. Textile  factories  have,  under 
heavy  penalties,  to  be  lime-wadied  at 
fixed  periods ;  machinery  has  to  be  fenced 
off;  the  gearinff  cannot  be  cleaned  while 
in  motion ;  meals  may  not  be  taken  while 
at  work,  or  even  within  the  mill-rooms ; 
inspection  and  reports  by  Factory  In- 
spectors and  Medical  Officers  have  to  be 
made  periodically ;  certificates  of  age  and 
physical  fitness  have  to  be  obtained; 
accidents  have  to  be  reported;  and  a 
variety  of  other  inquisitorial  and  expen- 
sive requirements  are  imposed,  few  of 
which  apply  to  trades  in  C^ass  2,  and 
none  to  trades  in  Glass  3.  Here,  again, 
the  Bill  extends  several  of  the  textile 
provisions  to  non-textile  trades,  but  not 
all,  and  very  few  of  them  are  extended 
to  workshops.  Such,  Sir,  are  some  of 
the  irregularities,  anomalies,  and  absur- 
dities in  the  law  as  it  now  stands,  many 
of  which  will,  as  has  been  shown,  re- 
main if  this  Bill  be  passed  in  its  present 
form.  It  is  not  easy  to  conjecture  how 
they  would  have  arisen  except  upon 
the  assumption  that  the  exigencies  of 
the  piecemeal  legislation  resorted  to 
from  time  to  time  left  no  other  course 
open;  each  Bill  being  introduced  to 
remedy  a  special  grievance,  and  being 
the  subject  of  a  special  compromise. 
This  bemg  so,  it  is  quite  certain  that  if 
legislation  had  now  to  be  begun  de  novo, 
few,  if  any,  of  these  discrepancies  would 
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be  introduced;  and  as  this  OonsoUda- 
tion  and  Amendment  Bill  affords  a  fit- 
ting opportunity  for  dealing  with  them, 
it  IS  to  be  hoped  that  they  will  be 
entirely  sweipt  away,  and  the  wh(de  law 
assimilated.  Any  legislative  interference 
with  the  carrying  on  of  trade  and  the 
liberty  of  labour  requires  justification, 
and  can  onl^  be  justified  on  eitiier 
social,  educational,  or  sanitaiy  grounds. 
As  regards  the  two  first,  no  one  can 
possibly  contend  that  those  employed  in 
the  textile  trades  are  entitled  to  social 
and  educational  privileges  which  those 
engaged  in  other  trades  are  not  equally 
entitled  to,  and  it  is,  therefore,  upon 
sanitaiy  grounds  alone  that  the  justifi- 
cation for  these  distinctions — if  justifica- 
tion there  be — ^must  be  found.  I,  how- 
ever, deny  that  the  textile  trades  can, 
with  any  justice,  be  subiected  to  the 
sweeping  condemnation  which  such  ex- 
ceptions! legislation  stamps  them  with. 
The  various  processes  in  those  trades 
are  not,  taking  them  as  a  whole,  specially 
unhealthy,  nor  do  they  place  an  undue 
continuous  strain  upon  the  system  of 
the  operative  more  than  many  processes 
in  the  non-textile  trades.  Taking  indi- 
vidual manufactures,  there  are  several 
in  Glass  2  and  3  which  are  quite  as  in- 
jurious to  health,  and  tax  the  energies 
and  attention  of  the  workman  quite  as 
much,  and,  in  some  instances,  in  a  far 
greater  d^p:ee  than  in  any  of  the  textile 
processes.  I  will  not  attempt  to  excite 
the  sympathy  of  this  House  by  detailing 
any  of  the  harrowing  descriptions  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  used  periodically  to  bring 
forth  on  the  annual  production  of  h£ 
Nine  Hours'  Bill;  but  I  will  give  a 
few  plain  quotations  from  the  official 
reports  of  some  of  the  Factory  In- 
spectors. In  bleach  works,  according 
to  Mr.  Bedgrave,  the  Ghief  Iniq[>6ctor 
of  Factories — 

"  The  woik  ib  carried  on  in  a  sort  of  oven. 
The  women  work  barefooted  and  ahnoet  naked, 
at  a  temperature  of  120  degrees." 

In  the  Turkey  red  dye  works,  the  steam, 
according  to  Sub-Inspector  Henderson 

« is  BO  dense  that  he  had  to  walk  blindfold 
through  the  works,  and  to  take  hold  of  the 
coat  tail  of  the  manager  to  guide  him." 

In  salt  works,  the  vapour  is  described 
as  so  thick  that  you  cannot  see  half-a- 
yard  before  you ;  the  men  and  women 
working  together  in  the  lightest  possible 
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dothing;  one  of  the  pTOcesses  which 
they  call  "  drawing  "  being  carried  on 
close  to  the  pans  filled  with  scalding 
water,  into  which  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  them  falling — and  all  this  in  a 
place  of  almost  utter  darkness.  In 
pottery  making,  there  is  one  process 
where  **  fine  dust  is  thrown  off,  which 
creates  a  disease  of  the  lungs  ending  in 
a  few  years  in  death ;  "  and  the  work- 
shops of  Birmitigham  are  described  by 
Mr.  Baker  as 

"  a  disgrace  to  the  country— long,  low,  dirty, 
damp  housee,  like  human  rabbit-warrens,  into 
whidi  women  and  children  have  to  borrow  into 
their  appointed  holes,  and  anythingmore  deaden- 
ing to  one's  physical  and  moral  energies  than  to 
work  all  their  years  in  such  places  we  could  not 
conceive." 

In  other  trades,  such  as  white  lead 
making,  silvering  of  glass,  millstone 
cutting,  nail  and  rivet  making,  lucifer 
match  dipping,  glass  works,  and  many 
others,  the  circumstances  are  equally 
appalling  and  far  more  deleterious  to 
health  and  morality  than  any  of  the 
textile  processes.  Now,  Sir,  I  assert 
that  in  none  of  the  textile  trades  are 
there  any  processes  which  can  be  stig- 
matized in  such  terms  as  these,  and  yet 
they  are  singled  out  for  special  restric- 
tions as  if  they  were  the  worst  of  all 
trades,  and  as  if  the  persons  employed 
in  them  required  special  care  ana  pro- 
tection. As  regards  the  continuous 
strain  upon  the  ener^es  and  system  of 
the  workpeople — of  which  so  much  has 
been  said  and  made — I  may  mention 
that  in  printing  and  bleach  works, 
hand-loom  weaving,  pottery  making, 
fustian  cutting,  nau  manufacturing,  and 
almost  all  occupations  connected  with 
the  metal  trades,  and  a  variety  of 
other  trades,  the  strain  is  far  greater 
than  in  many  of  the  textile  processes ; 
and  if  we  turn  from  particular  trades  to 
the  general  health  oi  the  districts  which 
may  be  said  to  be  the  special  seats  of 
the  textile  and  other  industries,  and 
comparing  the  rates  of  mortality  accord- 
ing to  the  last  decimal  period  for  1861 
to  1871,  we  find  that,  taking  15  of 
the  principal  textile  towns — as  Bolton, 
Bury,  Halifax,  Huddersfield,*  &c. — the 
average  death  rato  is  25*34  per  1,000  of 
the  population ;  while  in  15  of  the  large 
non-toxtile  manufacturing  towns — such 
as  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  Sheffield, 
Newcastle,  Wolverhampton,  &c. — ^the 
average  death  rato  per  1,000  is  26*87 ; 


showing  a  positive  balance  in  favour  of 
the  seats  or  textile  trades.  I  maintain, 
therefore,  that  whether  viewed  as  re- 
gards unhealthiness  of  the  individual 
trades,  the  strain  upon  the  system,  or  on 
the  general  mortality  of  the  district, 
the  textile  trades  bear  a  most  favour- 
able comparison ;  and  that,  at  all  events, 
they  do  not  deserve  the  invidious  dis- 
tinction of  being  singled  out  for  special 
and  exceptiondi  lepslation  on  these 
grounds.  In  my  opinion,  the  true  and 
proper  remedy,  in  case  of  special  un- 
healthiness in  any  particular  trades,  is 
to  enact  and  enforce  more  stringent  pro- 
visions as  to  the  carrying  on  of  that 
trade  by  still  further  curtuling,  if  need 
be,  the  hours  of  labour  and  streteh  of 
work,  and  absolutely  prohibiting  the 
employment  of  women  and  children  in 
labour  which  is  physically  and  morally 
unsuitable  for  them.  And  I  am  glad  to 
observe  that  as  regards  some  specified 
trades,  in.the  Bill  now  before  us,  some  such 
provisions  are  introduced.  But  in  this 
respect  the  Bill  falls  short  of  what  is 
required,  and  it  should  be  made  generally 
applicable  to  all  processes  which  are 
specially  unhealthy  or  unsuitable.  Such, 
Sir,  being  the  state  of  things  now,  and 
difficult  of  comprehension  as  their  origin 
is,,  it  is  still  more  difficult  to  understand 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  to  retain  in  the 
Bin  so  many  of  these  invidious  and 
irritating  distinctions.  But  the  solution 
is  no  doubt  to  be  found  in  the  Beport 
of  the  Factory  and  Workshops  Com- 
mission, which  was  issued  in  1876,  for 
it  is  upon  the  lines  of  that  Beport  that  this 
Bill  hiEus  evidently  been  constructed.  Now, 
Sir,  this  Beport  is  unquestionably  entitled 
to  great  consideration ;  and  though  I  do 
not  altogether  concur  in  its  suggestions 
and  conclusions,  yet  I  join  cordially  in 
expressing  my  indebtedness  to  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  undertook  the  laborious 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  that  Com- 
mission for  the  careful  and  impartial 
manner  in  which  thev  conducted  their 
inquiries,  and  for  the  able  and  exhaustive 
Beport  which  they  have  given.  I  must 
coiSess,  however,  that  upon  the  first  an- 
nouncement of  the  constitution  of  the 
Commission,  I  had  some  misgivings  as  to 
the  result.  I  thought,  in  common  mth 
many  others,  that  the  absence  of  Mem- 
bers practically  conversant  with  the 
working  of  the  laws  in  relation  to  the 
manufactures  affected,  and  to  be  affectedi 
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by  the  inqtdiy  was  a  mistake,  and  that 
the  Eeport  would  not  inspire  that  confi- 
dence which  would  make  it  generally 
acceptable ;  and  it  is  a  curious  fact  that 
the  only  Member  of  the  Oommission  who 
can  be  said  to  be  connected  with  trade, 
in  the  sense  of  its  being  the  business  of 
his  life — ^I  need  scarcely  say  that  I  refer 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wigan 
(Mr.  Ejiowles),  whom  I  am  glad  to  see 
in  his  place  to-day,  and  the  benefit  of 
whose  practical  experience  we  shall,  I 
hope,  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  and 
receiving  this  evening — thought  it  his 
duty  to  make  a  separate  Beport,  and, 
whue  agreeing  with  his  Colleagues  in 
their  general  recommendations,  yet 
strongly  and  vigorously  protested  against 
their  being  applied  to  the  particular 
trade  with  which  he  is  connected  and 
identified;  and  had  there  been  on  the 
Commission  other  Members  practically 
conversant  with  the  working  of  other 
trades,  they,  too,  might  have  thought  it 
their  duty  to  have  similarly  protested  and 
reported ;  and  thus  we  should  have  had 
the  extraordinary  phenomenon  of  a  series 
of  separate  Beports  from  practical  men 
who,  though  agreeing  generally  with 
each  other  as  regarded  ower  traaes,  yet 
each  exempted  his  own  partictdar  trade — 
thus  presenting,  in  the  aggregate,  a  Ee- 
port which  would  have  been  against  any 
opposition  or  extension  whatever.  Let 
us,  Sir,  however,  see  what  are  the  views 
and  opinions  of  the  Factory  Inspectors 
and  oub-Inspectors,  who,  from  their 
great  practical  experience  and  official 
position,  are  entitled  to  the  greatest 
weight  and  consideration.  First  in  im- 
portance is  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Eedgrave, 
the  Chief  Inspector,  who  says  that — 

**  The  TTiain  difficulties  as  regards  uniforniity 
in  the  law,  arise  from  the  ^t  that  the  oircum- 
stances  of  the  different  trades  vary.  But," 
he  adds,  "  the  main  restriction  ooold  be  made 
fairly  uniform  nithout  injury  to  the  employers 
at  all." 

And  Mr.  Baker — ^the  other  Chief  In- 
spector— in  reference  to  the  unequal 
conditions  of  the  law,  empathically  says, 
^'I  would  equalize  all ;"  and  of  the  43 
assistant  Sub-Inspectors,  a  very  large 
proportion  express  themselves  decidecUy 
m  favour  of  uniformity,  many  of  them 
givine  most  cogent  reasons  in  favour  of 
it,  and  ti^ose  who  do  not  altogether  con- 
cur are  yet  agreed  in  recommending  a 
degree  of  uniformiiy  beyond  what  the 
Biu  proposes.    But  what  are  the  reasons 

Mr.  Tennant 


given  by  the  Commissioners  themsehres 
in  their  Beport  against  uniformity  ?  To 
my  mind  they  are  most  meagre  and  on- 
satisf aotory.  First,  it  is  said  there  has 
been  no  general  demand  for  it  from 
other  trades.  To  this  argument  I  alto- 
gether  demur.  It  is  scarcely  to  be  ex- 
pected that  masters  will  come  forward 
and  volunteer  to  be  put  under  further 
restrictions ;  and  as  for  the  workpeople 
themselves,  so  far  as  we  know  their 
views — and,  speaking  for  myself,  I  have 
had  communications  from  associations 
and  unions  from  all  parts  of  the  King- 
dom— ^they  are  aU  strongly  in  favour 
of  it.  If  we  take  the  evidence  given 
before  •  the  Commission,  many  masters 
expressed  themselves  either  willing  to 
come  under  the  same  law,  or  as  indiffe- 
rent to  it,  and  those  who  objected  did  so 
on  the  ground  that  they  haa  been  inter- 
fered with  quite  enough  already — a  pro- 
position from  which  we  should  none  of 
us,  I  think,  dissent — and  the  only 
operatives  who  expressed  contrary  views 
were  some  strong-minded  femsdes,  ac- 
companied by  advocates  of  women's 
rights,  who  objected  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  perfectly  competent  to  act  and 
judge  for  themselves,  and  repudiated 
any  thought  of  protection  or  interference, 
eitJher  by  the  law  or  from  any  other 
source.  But  surely,  if  the  general 
feeling  of  employers  and  certain  women 
were  adverse,  that  is  no  reason  why  the 
great  majority  of  women  and  children  in 
these  trades  should  be  less  cared  for 
than  those  in  textile  trades.  Another 
reason  arainst  the  change  assigned  is 
the  smaUer  proportion  of  women  and 
children  employed  in  the  non-textile 
trades ;  but  tnat,  as  we  have  seen  from 
the  statistics  I  before  quoted,  does  not 
apply  to  all  these  trades ;  and,  besides, 
there  are,  as  we  have  also  seen,  upwards 
of  600,000  women  and  children  employed 
in  those  trades;  and  though  I  do  not 
admit  mere  numbers  really  afiEect  the 
argument,  yet  surely  600,000  is  a  suffi- 
cient number  to  be  worthy  the  attention 
of  Parliament.  A  further  reason  is  as- 
signed that  there  is  already  great  com- 
petition in  those  trades,  and  that  to 
cripple  trade  farther  would  be  to  east  a 
burden  upon  employers  which,  in  the 
present  state  of  things,  they  could  not 
stand  up  against.  But  this  is  an  argu- 
ment against  all  factory  legislation  wluit- 
ever,  and  as  the  textile  trades  are  now 
subjected  to  quite  as  great,  if  not  greater, 
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competition,  and  at  this  moment  are 
suffering  under  as  heavy  a  depression  as 
other  trades,  it  is  scarcely  fair,  not  only 
to  ignore  this,  but  to  handicap  them  stiJI 
more  by  subjecting  them  to  exceptional 
restrictions,  as  wellas  unfair  competition, 
in  the  labour  market.  It  surely  cannot 
be  contended  that  the  Lancashire  spinner 
or  the  Yorkshire  woollen  manuflEtcturer 
is  less  entitled  to  the  consideration  of 
this  House  or  of  the  coimtry  than  the 
Birmingham  button  makers  or  the  Shef- 
field steel  manufacturers ;  nor  that  the 
wretched  girl,  so  pathetically  described 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  as 
trudging  to  her  work  on  "  a  cold  winter's 
morning  bedrabbled  up  to  the  waist  in 
wet,"  is  less  worthy  of  our  pity  and  re- 

tard  because  she  is  tramping  to  a  low, 
amp,  cramped  hovel  of  a  workshop, 
than  if  she  were  going  into  the  warm, 
comfortable,  and  well-ventilated  rooms 
of  the  spinning  mill  or  the  weaving  shed. 
And  now  I  thII  add  but  a  few  words 
more,  for  I  feel  I  have  already  tres- 
passed too  long,  and  I  thank  the  House 
for  the  indulgence  it  has  shown  me.  I 
do  not  ask  the  House  to  adopt  mv 
Amendment  upon  the  grounds  which 
the  Commissioners,  somewhat  cynically, 
lay  down  in  their  Eeport — namely,  for 
the  sake  of  uniformity,  or  for  the  sake 
of  elegance  in  the  Statute  Book,  though 
the  latter,  if  only  as  a  Parliamentwy 
novelty  and  as  a  precedent  for  future 
legislation,  would  be  much  to  be  desired ; 
but  I  ask  on  the  more  solid  and  prosaic 
ground  of  common  justice  and  common 
sense  that  employers  and  employed 
should,  in  all  trades,  be  placed  as  nearly 
as  possible  on  the  same  footing.  There 
must,  of  coursej  be  exceptions  and  ex- 
emptions. The  varieties  and  exigencies 
of  our  various  trades  and  manufactures 
necessitate  this;  but  these  exceptions 
should  be  made  equally  applicable  to  all 
trades  and  processes  of  manufacture,  and 
to  draw  a  hard-and-fast  line  between 
textile  and  non-textile  trades  is  most 
unfair.  The  object  of  my  Amendment 
might,  no  doubt,  be  effected  by  a  modi- 
fication of  the  Act  of  1874 ;  but  that 
Act  having  passed  so  recently  with  the 
almost  unanimous  voice  of  the  present 
Parliament,  and  with  the  general  ap- 
proval of  the  country,  must  be  considered 
as  a  Parliamentary  settlement  of  feictory 
legislation  for  the  present.  I  must,  how- 
ever, confess  that  my  views  as  to  the 
general  policy  of  these  Acts  have  been 
undergoing  a  great  change,  owing  mainly 


to  the  severe  competition  we  are  suffering 
from  our  manufacturing  rivals  in  other 
countries,  whose  freedom  from  all  re- 
strictions confers  enormous  advantages 
which  it  is  almost  impossible  to  contend 
against;  and  the  time  will  come,  and  is 
not  so  far  distant  as  many  of  us  may 
imagine,  when  all  these  legislative  re- 
strictions on  the  freedom  of  labour,  and 
all  this  Parliamentary  interference  with 
the  right  of  contract  between  employer 
and  employed  will  be  swept  from  the 
Statute  !Book,  and  master  and  workman 
will  be  left  unfettered  to  make  their  own 
arrangements  in  their  own  way.  But 
that  tune  is  not  yet.  No  one  appreciates 
more  highly  than  I  do  the  many  and 
ereat  advantages  which  have  resulted 
£x>m  the  passing  of  the  first  Factory 
Act,  now  nearly  half-a-century  ago ;  but 
no  one  can  contend  that  the  monstrous 
evils  and  abuses  that  then  existed  would 
be  tolerated  for  a  moment  in  this  present 
age  of  enlightenment  of  public  opinion 
and  spread  of  education,  and  as  these 
influences  make  themselves  more  and 
more  felt — as  they  are  gradually  but 
surely  doin^ — relaxations  of  t^ese  re- 
strictions wm  assuredly  follow.  But  in 
the  meantime,  and  so  lonff  as  labour 
requires  the  protection  of  we  State,  let 
that  protection  be  granted  equally  and 
universally ;  and  I  trust  I  shall  not  ap- 
peal in  vain  to  the  House,  not,  on  the 
one  hand,  to  subject  certain  classes  of 
manufacture  to  invidious  restrictions 
and  unfair  competition,  nor,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  withhold  from  large  numbers  of 
operatives  those  social,  educational,  and 
sanitary  blessings  which  should  alike  be 
extended  to  all. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Questioii,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
<*in  any  measure  for  the  conaolidation  and 
amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to  Factories  and 
Workshops,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  interests 
alike  of  employers  and  employed,  that  all  trades 
and  manufactures  employmg  the  same  class  of 
labour  shoidd  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing, 
and  under  the  same  protectlTe  and  restrictive 
regulations,"— (Ifr.  Tetmmt^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Sm  CHARLES  F0E8TEB,  as  the 
Eepresentative  of  a  working-dass  con- 
stituency, offered  his  warm  oongratula- 
tions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
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site  (Mr.  OroBs)  on  the  introduction  of  a 
valuable  measure  which  well  deserved 
their  support ;  but  desired  to  mention 
two  points  that  were  not  sufficiently 
provided  for.  The  first  was  the  "  sweat- 
ing system,"  under  which  employers  of 
labour,  instead  of  providing  proper 
workshops,  gave  the  work  out  to  their 
employis  to  be  done  at  their  own  homes. 
Those  homes  were  dark  dwellings,  de- 
fective in  every  way,  and  official  Reports 
showed  that  their  condition  was  deplor- 
able. Through  that  system  fevers  were 
communicated  to  clothes,  and  they  thus 
became  the  means  of  conveying  msease 
to  other  districts.  It  was  a  fact  that 
large  bundles  of  clothes  so  made  up 
were  seen  every  Saturday  night  at 
a  principal  London  railway  station. 
He  would  suggest  that  a  provision 
should  be  inserted  in  the  jBill  re- 
quiring all  employers  of  labour  to 
nimish  a  list  of  all  those  to  whom  they 
sent  out  work,  and  that  all  those  who 
used  houses  for  performing  the  work  in 
should  register  the  houses.  A  list,  too, 
should  be  kept*at  the  police  stations,  so 
that  they  might  be  inspected  in  the  same 
manner  as  common  lodging  houses.  The 
other  point  he  wished  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Home  oecretcury  and 
l^e  House  was,  the  point  brought  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  a 
deputation  worn  the  Trades  Oouncil  last 
year — ^the  employment  of  women  and 
children  in  the  nail  and  chain  trade. 
The  Beport  of  Mr.  Baker  revealed  the 
evils  connected  with  the  employment  of 
women,  and  in  order  that  the  matter 
might  be  fUly  considered,  he  would 
give  notice  that  in  Oommittee  he  would 
move  that  in  nail  and  chain  making  the 
employment  of  women  and  children  be 
done  away  with.  TheEeports  of  the  In- 
spectors diowed  that  the  women  earned 
wages  which  the  men  spent,  while  the 
public  safety  wasimperilled  by  weak  work 
and  bad  iron.  In  other  respects  the  Bill 
would  have  his  support.  ]jl  his  idea  it 
was  conceived  in  the  spirit  of  the  Arti- 
zans'  Dwellings  Act,  and  was  an  appro- 
priate sequel  to  that  excellent  measure. 

Mr.  KNOWLES  desired  to  explain 
that  he  had  protested  against  the  in- 
quiriesof  the  Commission  being  extended 
to  the  coal  trade  simply  because  that 
trade  was  the  subject  of  special  legisla- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  nail  and  chain 
trade,  he,  for  one,  thought  Mr.  Baker's 
Beport  exaggerated,  for  the  Oommission 
who  had  reported  on  the  subject  took  a 
Sir  Charlei  FortUr 


great  deal  of  trouble  in  their  inquiries, 
and  they  were  agreeably  surprised  at 
the  condition  of  the  women  and  children. 
He  (Mr.  Knowles)  employed  women  and 
children  in  agrici^ture  cotton  mills  and 
in  bleach  works  too,  and  he  was  certain 
that  employment  in  the  latter  was  very 
nice  for  women  and  children.  What  had 
been  said  about  those  industries  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Teimant) 
must  have  been  quoted  from  Beports 
that  were  somewhat  out  of  date,  for  the 
Commission  were  surprised  to  find 
the  people  employed  in  them  in  such  a 
healthy  condition.  He  thought  they  had 
gone  far  enough  in  handicapping  the 
trades  of  this  country,  seeing  the  de- 

Elorable  condition  they  were  now  in; 
ut  no  one  would  dispute  the  desira- 
bility of  consolidating  the  numerous 
Acts  of  Parliament — 18  in  number — 
which  existed  on  the  subject  of  labour, 
and  affecting  as  they  did  several  cognate 
trades,  so  as  to  obviate  the  discontent 
and  jealousies  that  arose  i&  some  places, 
and  particularly  in  Birmingham,  be- 
cause one  manufacturer  who  employed 
48  persons  was  xmder  the  Workshops 
Act  and  another  who  employed  50  was 
under  the  Factory  Act.  Then,  again, 
the  different  arrangements  which  existed 
for  the  meal  times  and  hours  of  going 
to  business  caused  a  heavier  expense  to 
be  incurred  by  the  father  of  a  family 
and  loss  and  inconvenience  to  the  em- 
ployer. It  was  impossible  for  the  In- 
spectors to  do  their  duty  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  and  the  consolidation  would 
effect  a  benefit  both  to  masters  and  men. 
What  he  desired  was  the  consolidation 
of  the  existing  Acts,  and  he  believed 
that  everyone  would  appreciate  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  It  was  a  wise  and 
judicious  measure  to  which  he  could 
give  his  hearty  support,  subject  to  a  few 
alterations  in  matters  of  detcdl  which 
could  easily  be  made  in  Committee. 

Mr.  MCHN'DELLA  warmly  supported 
the  Bill,  regarding  it  as  most  useful 
and  valuable.  The  country  had  long 
felt  the  want  of  some  measure  of  the 
kind,  cmd  he  was  particularly  glad  that 
it  was  proposed  to  put  workahops  and 
factories  in  the  same  category.  Abso- 
lute uniformity  being  unattainable,  the 
Bill  did  all  that  Was  possible  in  that 
direction.  Apparently,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Tennant)  did  not  wish  to 
disturb  the  settlement  effected  by  the 
Act  of  1874,  as  he  recognized'  the  fact 
that  ev^  branch  of  industry,  great  and 
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small,  oould  Dot  poMtbly  oome  under  its 
operation.  Let  them  take  the  textile 
industries — 76  per  cent  of  those  employed 
in  them  were  women  and  ohildren ;  out 
in  a  workshop  in  another  oooupation 
there  would  be  three  or  four  boys  and 
100  men.  It  would  be  simply  impos- 
sible to  lay  down  an  absolute  rule  for 
those  boys  as  they  mieht  in  so  large  an 
occupation  as  the  textile  industries.  The 
laWylioweTer,  as  it  stood,  was  in  such  an 
unsatisfactory  state,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  a  parent  to  tell  at  what  age  his 
child  might  be  employed  in  the  dim^ent 
industries  of  the  country.  Some  degree 
of  elasticity  was  necessary,  though  the 
Bill  did  much  to  secure  umformify — as, 
for  instance,  with  respect  to  a^e,  which 
was  fixed  at  10  for  all  industnes.  The 
Educational  Inspectors  last  year  had 
spoken  very  highly  of  the  Acit,  because 
it  did  not  allow  children  up  to  13  to 
work  full-time  unless  they  were  in  the 
Fourth  Standard.  At  Keighley,  the 
chairman  of  the  school  board  had  re- 
ported that  out  of  more  than  400  children 
examined  for  permission  to  work  full- 
time  no  fewer  than  340  were  rejected. 
These  facts  showed  that  nothine  could 
better  stimulate  parents  to  attend  to  the 
education  of  their  children,  and  he  was 
Terr  glad  that  the  Bill  put  erery  child 
under  the  Act  of  1874.  He  would  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Bill  rather 
equalized  than  increased  the  restric- 
tions on  labour ;  and  it,  was  noticeable 
that,  whilst  we  had  been' discussing  the 
question,  factory  legislation  had  oeen 
extended  in  all  industrial  countries  with 
the  sole  exception  of  Belgium,  where,  in 
the  branches  of  textile  industry,  in 
which  young  children  were  employed, 
no  adyanoe  had  been  made,  it  was 
worthy  of  notice  that  in  that  country 
they  dared  not  op^i  their  ports  for  fear 
of  foreign  competition.  Switzerland 
would  not  benefit  in  the  race  of  compe- 
tition by  any  chanp^  which  it  had  made 
in  its  factory  legislation,  for  there  an 
Act  had  been  passed  by  the  extremely 
democratic  ad  r^erendwn  process,  by 
which  a  child  was  now  forbidden  to  be 
a  half-timer  until  it  had  passed  its  13th 
year,  while  we  b^an  tiiie  haK-time 
system  at  1 0  years.  The  French  Factory 
Act  fixed  that  age  at  11  years ;  while  in 
Germany  the  age  was  fixed  at  12  years ; 
and  children  were  not  allowed  to  be  fidl- 
timers  till  the  a^e  of  14,  and  then  they 
must  attend  school  so  many  hours  a 
-week  until  the  age  of  16.    In  that 


it  was  clear  that  the  Bill  could  not  harm 
the  interests  of  British  labour.  Neither 
did  he  think  it  would  work  any  injustice 
to  capitalists.  He  regarded  tiie  Bill  as 
a  whole  as  a  very  usefiil  measure ;  but 
the  e£Eect  of  it,  he  was  afraid,  would  be 
— in  the  Midland  Counties,  for  instance, 
where  there  was  a  mixed  agricultural 
and  manufacturing  population — that  a 
child  on  attaining  its  10th  year  would 
be  sent  to  work  fuU-time  in  some  agri- 
cultural employment,  and  be  employed 
full-time  in  manufacturing  work  when 
it  was  14,  and  thus  lose  the  advantages 
of  receiving  a  good  education  altogether. 
The  result,  he  might  add,  of  so  neglect- 
ing the  education  of  agricultural  chudren 
would  be  to  fill  the  towns  with  the 
ignorance  of  the  villages.  That  loophole 
he  was  sorry  to  see;  but  he  trusted, 
however,  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  be  carefully  considered  in  Oom- 
mittee,  and  that  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  would  unite  in  their  e£E6rts  to 
render  it  a  useful  and  practical  measure 
as  well  as  a  valuable  addition  to  our 
legislation  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  FIELDEN  said,  he  could  not 
allow  a  Bill  affecting  the  hours  of  labour 
in  factories  to  pass  a  second  reading 
without  some  remark.  This  BUI  haa 
his  entire  approval,  except  in  one  or 
two  minor  pomts  affecting  its  machinenr. 
The  Ten  Hours'  BUI  was  a  household 
word  in  the  family  of  his  father ;  and 
when,  in  1846,  his  father  succeeded  to 
the  leadership  of  that  question,  it  was 
with  the  greatest  pain  and  distress  that 
he  found  oir  Eob^  Feel  throwing  the 
whole  force  of  his  Government  into  the 
scale  against  the  Bill.  However,  in 
the  very  next  year,  1847,  it  became 
law,  and  he  (Mr.  Fielden)  remembered 
the  rejoicings  by  which  the  passing  of 
that  ^at  measure  was  celebriKed. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Tennant),  that 
when  he  proposed  to  put  all  classes  of 
labour  upon  the  same  footing,  he  should 
remember  that  in  all  these  matters  of 
factory  l^islation,  progress  had  been 
made  by  very  slow  irteps,  and  that  what 
the  hon.  Member  now  proposed  had 
been  discussed  over  and  over  again* 
In  all  its  legislation  upon  t1^  mbjeet, 
Paorliament  had  been  guided  by  expe- 
rience, and  had  gradually  extended  the 
op^ations  (tf  the  Acts  from  one  trade  to 
another.  It  was  so  far  back  as  1816 
that  hia  fa&er  began  to  take  that  deep 
intereal  ia&otoiy  labour  which  he  never- 
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laid  aside,  and  in  1847  he  aooomplidied 
{he  great  object  of  his  life,  the  passing 
of  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  in  spite  of  au 
opposition.  The  &ot  was,  that,  at  this 
tune,  so  great  were  the  evils  of  oyer- work- 
ing women  and  children  employed  in  the 
textile  manufactures  of  the  Kingdom, 
{hat  a  great  and  oyerwhekning  majority 
of  all  ohtsses  were  in  favour  of  restriction. 
After  that  other  industries  were  brought 
under  the  operations  of  the  Factory 
Acts ;  and  the  results  were  watched  by 
masters  and  men  with  great  anxiety, 
many  of  the  former  believing  the  trade 
would  be  ruined,  and  the  laUer  fearing 
to  lose  the  great  benefits  they  had  ob- 
tained. The  result  was  that  the  effects 
of  the  Act  were  proved  beyond  doubt  to 
be  beneficial  not  only  to  the  workpeople, 
but  to  the  trade  itself;  and  in  later  years 
{he  same  principles  had  been  legally  ex- 
tended to  other  branches  of  industry.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  seemed  from  his 
Amendment  to  overlook  the  fact  that  in 
the  application  of  restrictions  on  the 
employment  of  children,  voun^^  per- 
sons, and  women,  in  all  me  different 
branches  of  industry,  the  greatest  care 
had  been  taken  to  deal  fairly  and  justly 
and  not  oppressively  with  the  interests  of 
the  masters,  and  to  provide  for  the  health 
of  the  women  and  children  engaged  in 
laborious  occupations  without  intmering 
injurioiisly  with  trade.  With  regard  to 
restricting  the  hours  of  labour,  he  trusted 
{hat  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  did  not 
imply  by  what  he  had  said  that  he 
hoped  the  time  would  come  when  all 
restrictions  in  that  respect  should  come 
to  an  end.  When  the  Acts  affecting 
the  employment  of  women  and  children 
had  come  before  the  House,  persons  who 
owned  textile  manufactories  had  over  and 
over  again  protested  against  owners  of 
bleach  works,  for  instance,  not  being  put 
on  the  same  footing  as  owners  of  such 
manufactories.  But  it  had  been  shown 
before  Parliamentary  Oommittees  that 
the  circumstances  of  the  trade  were 
such  that  a  uniform  rule  oould  not  be 
laid  down.  He  (Mr.  Fielden)  felt 
certain  that  the  present  depression  of 
trade  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  restric- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour.  It  had 
arisen  from  many  other  causes  which  it 
would  not  be  fair  or  right  to  bring  into 
the  discussion  on  the  present  BiU.  It 
had  not  arisen  in  any  way  from  the 
legislation  which  had  taken  place  with 
rei^;ard  to  the  employment  of  women  and 
children  in  factories.    The  fact  was  that 


once  we  began  to  restrict  the  hours  of  la- 
bour in  this  country,  we  had  experienced 
more  prosperous  and  profitable  times — 
the  masters  having  made  larger  profits, 
and  the  workmen  naving  been  better  off, 
enjoying  more  leisure  and  better  health 
and  hi^er  wages — than  we  had  before. 
That  was  extr^elv  gratifying,  and  he 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  would  pause  before  recom- 
mending such  a  course  as  his  observations 
appeared  to  suggest,  and  that  he  would 
not  iffnore  the  great  benefits  which  the 
restrictions  in  question  had  conferred 
both  on  employers  and  on  employed. 
He  (Mr.  Fielden)  was  old  enough  to 
remember  the  miserable  condition  of  the 
workpeople  employed  in  the  factories  of 
Manonester  and  other  large  manufactur- 
ing towns  prior  to  the  passing  of  the 
Ten  Hours'  Bill,  and  he  was  ashamed  to 
think  that  in  free  England,  as  it  was 
called,  such  a  state  of  things  could  have 
been  allowed  to  exist.  When  he  noticed 
theffreat  improvement  effected  since  then, 
he  felt  an  honest  pride  that  his  father 
had  accomplished  the  great  work  he  did. 
With  reference  to  the  proposal  that  chil- 
dren might  be  employed  at  13  years  of 
age  if  they  reachea  a  certain  Educational 
Standard,  whereas  otherwise  they  could 
not  be  employed  till  14,  he  might  make 
one  rema^.  Weak  children  were  often 
very  proficient  in  brain  work;  and  it 
frequently  happened,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  boys  and  ffirls  who  were  physically 
strong  were  not  so  quick  in  the  power  of 
acauiring  knowledge.  The  effect  of  such 
a  <uause,  therefore,  would  be  to  allow 
weak  and  delicate  children  to  be  em- 
ployed sooner  than  robust  children.  In 
conclusion,  he  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  for 
having  introduced  the  Bill,  which 
would  be  a  most  valuable  one,  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  en- 
deavour to  pass  it  as  quickly  as  the 
Forms  of  the  House  would  permit. 

Me.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  to  the  employment  of 
juvenile  labour  in  the  streets,  in  selling 
newspapers,  matches,  and  other  smaU 
articles.  It  was  veir  distressing,  he  was 
sure,  to  hon.  Members  to  see  some  of 
these  small  boys,  and  also  in  many  cases 
girls,  emplo;^ ed  in  this  labour ;  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  devise  some  provision  for 
securing  Uie  education  of  the  young 
persons  employed  in  this  sort  of  oocupa- 
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tion.  He  was  aware  there  were  great 
difflonlties  in  this  matter,  but  he  thought 
the  School  Boards  might  be  aided  with 
such  oases  b  j  insisting  on  the  production 
of  certificates  of  school  attendance,  or 
other  education  &om  children  employed 
in  selling  newsp^ers  and  other  articles 
in  the  streets.  Me  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  ready  to  consider 
a  clause  of  this  kind  if  it  was  brought 
forward,  for  no  doubt  abuses  prevailed. 
It  was  proposed  to  put  other  trades 
tmder  the  Factories  and  Workshops  Act 
as  weU  as  the  textQe  manufactures.  No 
doubt  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  this,  and  no  doubt  the  Act  might  be 
extended  withgreatadvantage;  but  what 
had  already  been  done  had  been  of  great 
benefit  not  only  in  the  largest  spheres  of 
labour,  but  in  many  other  smaller  trades 
as  welL  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Fielden)  that  the  present  diepression  of 
trade  had  not  been  caused  by  the  legis- 
lation restricting  the  hours  of  labour. 
In  the  county  which  he  represented,  tiie 
last  Factory  Act  was  hailed  by  the 
manufacturers,  with  few  exceptions,  as 
a  great  boon.  It  establish^  in  the 
county  one  unifbrm  set  of  rules  and 
regulations,  to  which  all  the  manufac- 
turers, or  a  great  majority  of  them,  were 
ready  to  comorm.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
was  conferring  a  great  benefit  on  ^e 
employers  of  labour  by  consolidating 
the  Factories  and  Workshops  Acts,  and 
he  quite  a^ed  with  the  hope  expressed 
that  the  Bill  might  pass. 

Me.  WHEELHOUSE  begged  to  add 
his  voice  to  that  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  already  ennressed  their  satis- 
faction at  seeing  such  a  measure  before 
the  House.  It  was  not,  as  some  had 
stated,  18  or  19  Acts,  but  from  45  to  50 
that  were  consolidated  in  this  BilL  He 
was  extremely  anxious  that,  if  possible, 
before  the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  the 
Home  Secretary  should  add  some  provi- 
sions which  would  meet  the  case  of  &ose 
who  took  work  from  large  workshops 
to  their  own  homes.  And  there  was 
another  matter.  In  many  cases  old 
rags  were  collected  in  large  quantities 
and  taken  to  the  mills  to  be  worked  up 
a  second  time  into  doth  by  means  of  a 
machine  called  the  ''  devil."  From  the 
way  in  which  the  materials  were  treated 
wmle  being  collected,  and  even,  also, 
when  undergoing  that  process,  if  Aere 
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was  one  method  more  likely  than  an- 
other to  disseminate  fever  and  all  kinds 
of  epidemics  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land,  it  was  by  allowing 
a  process  of  that  description  to  be  carriea 
on  without  some  regulation.  When 
either  of  those  classes  of  materials  were 
allowed  to  go  to  the  houses  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  workmen,  they  became  the 
means  of  spreading  disease  in  all  our 
large  towns.  He  also  thought. that  a 
clause  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to 
arrange^if  possible,  without  imdue  in- 
terference— ^me  hours  at  which  persons 
employed  in  factoiies  should  not  only 
have  their  breakfasts  and  dinners  sup- 
plied to  them,  so  as  to  secure  the 
greatest,  and,  therefore,  the  most  com- 
K>rtable,  domesticregulationspracticable. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  clauses  which 
dealt  wit^  sleeping  accommodation  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  bakehouses  went 
far  enough.  He  would  be  glad  that 
where  there  was  sleeping  accommodation 
in  connection  with  muls,  factories,  or 
workshops,  it  should  be  of  the  amplest 
possible  description. 

Mb.  MAODONALD  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Ghentleman  opposite  TMr.  Gross)  for 
introducing  the  Bill,  whicii  he  believed 
would  be  a  great  improvement  on  the 
present  legislation,  and  would  be  satis- 
factory in  many  respects ;  and  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  the  time  would  not  be 
iax  distant  when  agricultural  labourers 
would  also  reap  the  advantages  which  it 
was  proposed  to  confer  on  other  classes 
by  the  measure,  and  would  be  subjected 
to  a  like  restriction.  He  quite  agreed 
with  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  Barday)  had  said  with  refer- 
ence to  children  who  sold  newspapers, 
and  he  trusted  that  a  lai^r  number  of 
those  who  were  employed  in  that  trade 
and  in  selling  matches  would  be  induded 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  evade 
the  Education  Act  as  they  did  at  present. 
Besides  those,  however,  there  were  the 
children  of  those  who  went  to  sea,  and 
he  hoped,  also,  that  the  children  of 
bleachers  and  dyers  would  be  looked 
after;  because  he  was  sure  that  anything 
done  in  their  behidf  would  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  the  working  classes 
throughout  the  country.  He  had  heard 
that  a  deputation  would  wait  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to-morrow  from 
the  master  bleachers  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  that  it  would  have  the 
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benefit  of  the  influence  of  the  Member 
for  Wigan  (Mr.  Knowles).  He  hoped, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  seduced  to  depart  from  the 
Hnee  laid  down.  He  (Mr.  Macdonedd) 
was  well  acquainted  with  the  operatiye 
bleachers,  and  he  knew  that  they  had 
agitated  for  a  long  time  in  fayour  of  a 
measure  such  as  &e  present.  He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
introduced  the  measure,  and  he  again 
expressed  his  gratitude  to  him  for  doing 
so,  and  he  could  assure  him  &at  anj 
aid  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  could  pre  him 
to  pass  it  into  law  was  at  his  disposal. 

The  O^CONOR  DON  said,  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
sion  on  whose  Beport  this  Bill  was 
mainly  founded.  He  had  differed  from 
his  Colleagues  on  certain  important 
points — six  in  number — and  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted  his  yiews 
on  four  out  of  those  six  points,  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  rise  to  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  there 
were  certain  defects  in  it .  which  he 
thought  might  with  advantage  be  re- 
medied. One  principle  for  which  he 
contended  on  iSi^  Eoyal  Commission 
was  that  restriction  upon  the  labour  of 
adult  women  could  omy  be  justified  bv 
its  being  shown  that  the  work  in  which 
they  were  engaged  without  restriction 
was  injurious  to  their  health,  and  that 
they  i^ould  not,  for  mere  uniformity 
sake,  interfere  with  that  work  unless 
injury  was  proved.  That  he  understood 
to  be  the  principle  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  introduced 
the  Bill.  But  it  was  not  carried  out. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  place  new  restric- 
tions on  women's  labour,  when  it  was 
carried  on  in  workshops  in  which  young 
persons  or  children  were  employed,  not, 
evidently,  for  the  sake  of  the  women, 
but  for  the  sake  of  the  young  persons 
or  ehildren ;  and  if  this  were  fair,  the 
same  principle  should  be  extended  to 
men.  Again,  in  Clause  16,  which  related 
to  what  was  called  domestic  employment, 
it  might  be  necessary  to  have  rules  with 
reference  to  woi^  carried  on  in  the 
homes  of  working  people ;  but  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  carry  out  such 
rules.  He  presumed  that  nothing  would 
be  done  to  prevent  working  people 
keeping  their  doors  locked.  At  the  time 
whenanlnspectorunderthisBill  knocked 
at  the  door  the  mother  and  children 
might  be  employed  in  stitching;  but 

Mr.  Macdonald 


they  could  cease  immediately  on  the 
knock  being  heard,  and  when  the  door 
was  opened  they  would  be  found  doing 
nothing.  These  provisions,  therefore, 
regardmg  work  in  the  homes  of  the 
people  were  *likely  to  be  of  very  little 
use,  whilst  most  inquisitorial  in  their 
character;  and  he  strongly  dq^recated 
placing  any  unnecessary  restrictions  on 
work  in  recognized  workshops,  which 
might  have  me  effect  of  dnving  the 
work  into  the  homes.  He  feared  the 
result  of  the  provision  with  regard  to 
the  education  of  children  would  be  that 
in  many  instances  they  would  receive 
less  education  than  if  tiie  Bill  never 
passed  at  a^.  For  example,  in  straw- 
plaiting  children  were  employed  not  for 
the  value  of  ttie  work  they  might  do, 
but  in  order  that  they  might  learn  the 
trade,  which  they  must  do  at  an  early 
age.  Mothers  who  were  now  in  the 
habit  of  sending  their  children  to  school 
full-time  every  day,  and  of  employing 
them  a  few  hours  in  the  evening  at 
straw-plaiting  would  be  seriouBlv  in- 
convenienced by  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  and  would  probably  send  their  chil- 
dren to  school  only  for  half-time,  and 
tiien  employ  them  in  the  morning 
and  in  the  afternoon  every  alternate 
week.  With  regard  to  the  surgeons' 
certificates,  his  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
posed that  a  certificate  should  be  re- 
quired in  factories  and  not  in  work- 
shops, and  at  every  change  of  employ- 
ment not  under  the  same  employer.  He 
himself  thought  the  surgeons' certificates 
were  of  very  littie  use,  and  that  the  pro- 
vision requiring  them  to  be  given  at 
every  change  of  employment  ought  not 
to  be  upheld.  With  regard  to  me  nail 
and  chain  districts,  the  Commissioners 
had  inquired  very  carefully  into  their 
condition,  and  they  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  there  was  nothing  in  the  em- 
ployment of  an  unhealthy  character. 
There  were  no  stronger  women  to  be 
found  in  England  than  were  to  be  eeea 
in  these  districts.  He  should,  however, 
take  another  opportunity  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  various  points  of  the  Bill  which, 
in  his  opinion,  required  amendment. 

Mb.  HIBBEHT,  as  the  Eepresentative 
of  a  district  (Oldham)  whicm  contained 
more  fetctories  than  any  other  district  in 
Lancashire  or  in  the  country,  wished  to 
thank  the  Home  Secretary  for  bringing 
in  this  BilL  He  believed  it  would  be  a 
boon  to  the  persons  employed  in  the 
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cotton  faotoiriaB  and  in  other  modes  of 
lalK>ur.  It  WM  important  in  dealing 
with  thia  subject  not  to  make  Uxe  regu<- 
lations  more  strict  and  difficult,  but  to 
consider  the  wants  of  tiie  yarious  trades 
and  fix  the  hours  of  labour  so  as  to 
make  them,  as  £Eur  as  possible,  com- 
patible with  the  requirements  of  the 
diiSerent  trades  and  manufactories  of 
the  country.  He  could  not  cave  his 
support  to  the  Amendment  of  me  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Tennant),  for 
he  regarded  it  as  far  more  important 
that  tmie  should  be  regulated  from  an 
educational  point  of  view  than  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  actual  working  hours. 

Sm  HENBY  JAOJCSON  regretted 
that  the  Home  Secretary  did  not  pro- 
pose by  his  Bill  to  relax  any  of  the 
restraints  imposed  by  Sub-section  6 
of  CUause  11,  which  re-enacted  a  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1874,  to  the  effect  that 
no  young  person  or  woman  should  be 
employed  continuously  for  more  &an 
four-and-a-half  hours  without  an  in- 
terval of  half-an-hour  for  meals.  In- 
stead of  doing  good,  that  enactment 
had,  in  certain  light  textile  industries, 
done  serious  harm,  and  had  caused  great 
inconvenience.  It  imposed  far  greater 
fatigue  on  young  pertons  than  me  old 
five-hours'  system.  In  summer  time 
it  produced  no  inconvenience ;  but 
in  winter  time  the  youn^  persons  were 
compelled,  under  the  four-and-a-half 
hours'  limit,  to  leave  their  homes  at  an 
early  hour,  and  to  get  a  hurried  meal  in 
the  factory;  whereas,  under  the  old 
system,  they  used  to  get  their  breakfasts 
at  home,  and  went  to  their  work  re- 
freshed. He  hoped  4;he  Home  Secretary 
would  take  this  matter  into  considera- 
tion, as  the  proposal  he  now  made  was 
supported  by  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commissioners. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  Amendment.  He  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  those  who  had  wished  to  ex- 
tend the  operation  of  this  Act.  Instead 
of  extending  it,  the  Home  Secretary 
should  endeavour  to  lessen  its  restric- 
tions. He  could  confirm  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Coventry.  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson),  and  he  thought  the  Bill  would 
oi>erate  veiy  injurious^  on  small  indus- 
tries. As  it  was  legislation  made  by 
manufacturers,  he  supposed  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  promoting  their  in- 
terests.   He  was  sozry  to  say  fliat  in 


Ireland  they  had  very  few  extensive 
manuffu^tories  except  in  Belfast.  There 
were,  however,  a  good  many  small  ma- 
nufactories scattered  tiiroughout  the 
country.  In  1874i  when  the  last  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  a  concession  was 
made  in  tiieir  &vour;  but  he  thought 
that  bringing  them  under  the  Act  at  all 
would  be  very  injurious  to  thw  opera- 
tions, e^ciallyin  the  South  and  South- 
west of  Ireland.  In  Committee  he 
should  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
whether  he  could  not  except  those  in- 
dustries from  the  Bill?  A  hard-and- 
fast  line  should  not  be  drawn.  There 
had  been  an  exception  in  the  case  of 
tniljs  worked  by  water  power  which  he 
hei^d  would  be  respected.  It  would  be 
an  immense  hardship  that  the  inspection 
should  be  conducted  by  men  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  business.  A  general 
prind^e  should  be  laid  down,  and  left 
as  far  as  possible  to  the  local  authori- 
ties to  be  worked  out.  Adult  women 
and  children  ought  to  be  relieved  from 
restrictions.  He  thought  they  could  not 
go  too  far  in  extending  sanitary  arrange- 
ments as  regarded  factories. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  that  nothing 
could  be  further  from  his  intention  than  to 
do  anything  which  could  tend  to  injure 
the  manufactories  of  Ireland,  and  that 
he  entirely  agreed  with  him  as  to  the 
expediency  of  not  laying  down  a  hard- 
and-fast  line  in  legifilation  such  as  that 
now  proposed.  The  Bill  was,  he  ad- 
mittea,  a  difficult  one  to  understand; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  had 
time  to  piaster  its  provisions,  he  would 
find  that  one  of  its  special  principles 
was  that  no  such  line  should  be  drawn. 
He  did  not  think,  he  might  add,  that  it 
imposed  a  single  new  restriction;  in- 
deed, any  change  which  it  might  effect 
would  be  in  me  direction  of  greater 
^eedom.  In  the  case  of  certain  scutch 
miUs,  to  which  reference  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  it  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment whether  some  regulations  should 
not  be  introduced  ;  but,  in  their  case, 
also,  there  was  no  desire  to  have  any- 
thing Hke  a  hard-and-fast  line.  As  to 
water  mills,  the  provisions  of  1874 
were  simply  reproduced.  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson) — ^whose 
remarks,  of  course,  applied  more  par- 
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tioolariy  to  the  ribbon  trade— the  ques- 
tion  raised  bj  him,  together  witn  a 
similar  suggestion  &om  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mxmdella),  with  re- 
gard  to  the  hosiery  trade,  might  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee ;  but  he  wished  it 
to  be  distinctly  understood  that  in  re- 
ference to  textile  fabrics  generally,  he 
could  not  consent  to  do  away  with  the 
four-and-a-half  hours'  limit.  He  felt  it, 
in  the  next  place,  necessary  to  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  Inspectors ; 
and  he  need  scfurcely  tell  the  House  that 
his  object  was  to  secure  the  services  of 
men  in  that  capacity  who  would  most 
heartily  and  efficiently  perform  their 
duties.  In  that  respect  the  CK>Temment 
had  been  successful,  and  a  body  of  men 
who  more  satisfactorily  did  their  work 
he  did  not  know.  As  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don),  he  begged,  before  re- 
plying to  them,  to  thank  him  and  his 
feUow  -  Commissioners  for  the  great 
labour  which  they  had  bestowed  on 
their  Beport.  No  one  could  have  wished 
for  a  more  exhaustive  Beport,  and,  al- 
though the  CK>vemment  could  not  agree 
with  all  its  recommendations,  it  had 
been  of  the  greatest  use  to  the  CK>vem- 
ment  in  framing  the  Bill.  He  entirely 
concurred  in  the  view  which  was  taken 
by  the  hon.  Gentieman  with  respect  to 
the  labour  of  adult  women.  The  Ijegis- 
lature,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  ex- 
tremely careful  how  it  interfered  with 
that  labour.  That  view  was  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  which  contained  a  great 
many  provisions  in  their  favour.  He 
had  been  very  much  struck,  he  might 
add,  by  a  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gbntie- 
man  aboutdrawing  a  distinction  between 
day-work  and  piece-work;  but,  having 
paid  considerable  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  impossible  to  introduce  any  such 
legislative  provision  with  respect  to  it 
as  he  advocated.  As  to  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  about  domestic  work- 
shops, he  would  observe  that  in  the 
Bill  drawn  last  year  only  the  word 
workshops  had  been  used;  but  when 
the  definition  of  factories  came  to  be 
dealt  with,  it  was  found  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  enumerate  certain  factories, 
in  order  to  include  which  the  clause  in 
the  Bill  was  drawn.  As  to  education, 
the  objection  which  had  been  raised  as 
the  Bill  stood  before  was,  that  it  was 
quite  in  the  power  of  the  parents  to 

Mr.  Anheton  Ctobb 


take  care  that  their  children  never  went 
to  school  until  the  afternoon,  when  they 
would  probably  be  so  tired  that  they 
would  not  receive  the  same  advantages 
as  if  they  had  attended  school  in  the 
morning.  The  sub-section  was  drawn, 
therefore,  so  as  to  make  such  a  shift  in 
the  time  that  they  might  receive  the 
benefit  of  education  in  the  morning  as 
weU  as  the  afternoon.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  certificates,  he  held  a  strong  opi- 
nion that  they  must  be  retained ;  and 
whilst  not  going  the  whole  length  of 
the  views  of  the  Commission,  the  Bill, 
to  his  mind,  provided  all  that  waa  ne- 
cessary in  this  respect.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  asked  what  was  meant  by  a 
recognized  school  ?  There  were  certain 
schools  which  for  ordinary  practical  pur- 
poses were  real  schools,  uiough  they  did 
not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  Educa- 
tion Act ;  and  it  was  proposed  that,  in 
order  to  prevent  children  having  too  far 
to  go  to  school.  Inspectors  shomd  have 
power  to  recognize  certain  schools  of 
that  class  for  the  children  to  go  to.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Wheelhouse)  suggested  that  pro- 
vision ^should  be  made  for  all  work- 
ing children  in  the  country  fJJTiing  at 
the  same  time.  That,  he  feared,  would 
be  a  piece  of  tyranny  which  would 
scarcely  be  submitted  to. 

Mb.  wheelhouse  explained  that 
what  he  meant  was  he  should  be  glad 
that  children  who  worked  together  should 
have  dinner  together  whenever  they  oon- 
venientiy  could. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  explanation,  in  which  he  quite 
concurred.  The  hon.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford (Mr.  Macdonald),  and  he  thought 
for  Walsall  (Sir  Charles  Forster),  too, 
spoke  about  the  '^  sweating  system." 
Now,  that  was  a  question  that  was  taken 
into  consideration,  and,  to  a  great  extent, 
the  real  evils  in  that  system  had  been 
met.  All  the  deputations  he  had  re- 
ceived had  been  satisfied  with  what  he 
had  laid  before  them.  He  did  not  much 
wonder  at  people  not  finding  out  what 
had  been  done,  because  the  definition 
clause  had  been  altered  in  one  instance. 
He  had  also  the  half-time  question  be- 
fore him,  and  it  was  quite  true  he  had 
received  a  number  of  depptations  with 
respect  to  it;  but  until  a  great  many 
more  good  reasons  had  been  given  him 
for  doing  so,  he  could  not  idter  his  view 
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of  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse)  had  also  re- 
ferred to  the  sleeping  places  in  connec- 
tion with  bakehouses;  out  that  provision 
had  been  introduced  not  for  the  sake  of 
the  people,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  bread. 
The  hon.  Members  for  Forfar  TMr.  Bar- 
clay) and  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  ex- 
presiBed  a  wish  to  see  the  educational 
provisions  of  the  Bill  extended  to  street 
children  and  agricultural  children.  Well, 
as  to  the  latter,  he  hoped  that  under  the 
recent  Act,  Boards  of  Qtiardians  would 
look  after  them  and  see  that  they  were 
educated.  It  would  certainly  be  impos- 
sible to  include  all  within  me  scope  of 
the  present  Bill.  They  should,  however, 
be  content  to  proceed  b^  steps.  But, 
with  regard  to  street  children,  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  that  the  school  boards 
would  really  form  a  very  great  power, 
which,  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
years,  would  see  that  all  children  who 
worked  in  the  streets  were  sent  to  school. 
He  was  much  amused  at  hearing  one 
day  that  a  school  board,  desiring  to  as- 
certain whether  all  the  children  of  a 
certain  district  attended  school,  sent 
there  four  or  five  men  with  "  Punch  " 
shows  about  midday,  and  with  the  resiilt 
that  the  shows  were  surrounded  by  chil- 
dren who  ought  to  have  been  at  school. 
That,  however,  he  thought  was  taking  a 
rather  unfiEdr  advantage  of  them.  In 
regard  to  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walsall,  as  to  thejchain  and  nail 
makers,  he  was  bound  to  say,  on  read- 
ing the  Eeport,  that  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (the 
O'Oonor  Don)  iliat  they  did  not  need 

'  any  legislative  proteetion.  He  would 
now  briefly  refer  to  the  Besolution  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Tennant).  He  thanked  his  hon. 
Friend  for  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
brought  his  Motion  forward,  but  could 
not  regard  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
Friend  from  the  point  of  view  he  did. 
To  introduce  absolute  uniformity  would 
fatally  interfere  with  the  working  of  the 
Factory  Acts,  as  had  been  olearlv  shown 
by  his  hon.  fViend  the  Member  for 
xorkshire  (Mr.  Fielden),  the  labours  of 
whose  father  they  all  so  entirelv  recog- 
nized, and  whose  memory  would  long 
continue  to  be  regarded  with  reverence. 
His  hon.  Friend  lukd  accurately  described 
how  tiie  system  of  Factory  Acts  had 
been  worked  up.    It  had,  no  doubt. 


been  somewhat  of  a  tentative  system. 
Had  the  course  now  suggested  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leeds  been 
originally  followed,  the  Factory  Acts 
would  have  been  found  so  op]^ressive 
that  they  would  soon  be  inoperative.  It 
came  to  this — that  they  should  lower  all 
trades  to  the  same  level,  or  raise  every 
trade  and  bring  them  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1874— a  fact  which 
would  work  extreme  hardship  through- 
out the  country.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, consent  to  the  adoption  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  Besolution,  and  hoped  it  would 
not  be  pressed.  He  beffged  to  thank 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  for  the  cor- 
dial reception  they  had  given  to  the  Bill, 
and  trusted  it  would  do  one  thing  which 
was  so  essential  in  all  those  fi'ades — 
namely,  enable  people  who  were  under 
the  law  really  to  understand  it.  As  the 
Acts  now  stood,  he  defied  any  person  who 
was  not  a  lawyer — and  he  defied  most 
lawyers — to  say  as  to  any  particular 
point  what  was  absolutely  the  state  of 
tiie  law.  There  had  been  about  45  Acts 
to  be  dealt  with,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  received  fix)m  the  draftsman 
to  whom  the  framing  of  the  Bill  was 
committed,  and  to  whom  it  was  a  labour 
of  love,  the  greatest  possible  assistance. 
He  would  conclude  by  expressing  a  hope 
that  hon.  Members  who  might  have 
Amendments  to  propose  would  kindly 
consult  with  him  before  they  placed 
them  on  the  Paper.  Nothing  was  more 
disheartening  tnan  20  or  30  pages  of 
Amendments;  and  if  hon.  Members 
took  the  course  he  ventured  to  sua^gest, 
their  labours  would,  he  trusted,  be 
greatly  lightened. 

Me.  TENNANT  said,  that  he  had 
not  expected  that  the  Home  Secretary 
would  have  accepted  his  Motion.  He 
was,  however,  quite  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  that  had  taken  place,  and  re- 
served to  himself  the  right  to  propose 
such  Amendments  in  Oommittee  as  would 
meet  the  principle  laid  down  in  his  pre- 
sent Motion.  He  was  quite  willing  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  upon  the  se- 
cond reading. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Thureday  2lst  February. 
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ELECTION  OF  ALDERMEN    (CUMTTLA- 

TIVB  VOTE)  BILL-[BiLL  7L} 

(ifr.  WheelhouHj  Mr.  ItoMc,  Mr,  Tmnant,) 

SEOOND    BEABUVG. 

O^rder  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  WHEELH0U8E,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
remarked  that  its  object  was  to  give  a 
cumulative  vote  in  the  election  of  alder- 
men in  boroughs,  in  order  to  secure  the 
introduction  upon  the  aldermanio  bench 
of  members  wno  I^eld  different  views  to 
those  entertained  by  the  majority  of  the 
members  of  the  town  council  in  certain 
large  boroughs.  The  hon.  Member  was 
proceeding  to  explain  its  provisions, 
when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

Home  adjonmed  at  a  quarter 
after  Ten  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 

Tuesday,  I2th  February,  1878. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^>*<  B$ading^ 
ContagioQB  DiaeaaeB  (Animalw)    (22). 

THE  GAFE — 'I'HW  TTAWWIK  OTTTBKEAK. 
QUBsnow. 

TheEasl  ofKIMBEBLEY  asked  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  CK>vemment 
to  lay  on  the  Table  Papers  relating  to 
the  disturbances  at  the  Gape  of  Good 
Hope? 

Thb  Dukb  op  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON,  in  reply,  said,  that  almost 
immediately  all  the  Papers  relating  to 
the  subject  up  to  the  end  of  December 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

THE  EASTEBN  QUESTION. 

QUESTION. 

Eam.  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 


he  win  consider  it  his  duty  to  aSbrd  any 
further  information  to  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  state  of  afEedrs  in  l&e 
East? 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY:  My  Lords, 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl  is  one  of 
a  very  general  and  comprehensive  char 
racter ;  so  much  so,  that  1  scarcely  know 
in  what  special  form  he  and  your  Lord- 
ships desire  I  should  answer  it.  Perhaxw 
I  may  say  that  with  regard  to  the  move- 
ments of  the  British  Meet,  which  I  take 
to  be  the  matter  of  the  most  pressing 
interest  at  the  present  moment,  I  hope 
that  when  your  Lordships  meet  agam, 
in  48  hours,  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
state  that  the  intention  which  we  an- 
nounced some  days  ago  has  been  carried 
into  effect,  and  that  our  ships  are  at  Con- 
stantinople. My  Lords,  with  regard  to 
the  (question  of  the  Oonference,  mere  is 
nothing  altered  in  the  situation  during 
the  last  few  days.  All  the  Powers  have 
agreed  to  the  principle  that  a  Oon- 
ference should  be  held.  The  only  re- 
maining difference  is  as  to  the  place  of 
meeting,  and  I  do  not  think  that  that 
difference  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  much 
difficulty.  My  Lords,  with  regard  to  the 
movements  of  the  Eussian  Army  I  can 
add  nothing — nothing  that  is  certain  or 
authentic — ^to  the  statements  contained 
in  the  Oircular  Telegram  of  Prince 
CK>rtchakoff  which  has  appeiured  in  all 
the  newspapers  in'Europe. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE :  My  Lords,  as 
the  noble  Earl  has  remarked,  my  Ques- 
tion was  of  a  general  character.  I  made 
it  so  purposely  because  I  did  not  wish  to 
press  for  an  Answer  from  the  noble  Earl 
on  any  particular  point  if  it  were  not 
convenient  for  him  to  give  one.  I  now 
desire  to  ask  a  particular  Question ;  but 
I  do  not  press  for  a  formal  Answer  to  it, 
unless  the  noble  Earl  thinks  fit  to  reply 
to  it  in  that  way.  Yesterday  the  noble 
Earl  stated  that  a  difficulty  had  been 
experienced  in  respect  of  the  passage  of 
our  ships  through  the  Dardanelles ;  but 
he  expected  that  an  arrangement  on  the 
subject  would  be  come  to  Idth  the  Porte. 
Lideed,  he  was  sanguine  in  that  expec- 
tation. I  wish  to  mow  now,  Whe&ier 
he  is  able  to  give  your  Lordships  any 
additional  information  with  reference  to 
the  entry  of  those  ships  ?  The  noble  Earl 
also  stated  that  three  other  Europeain 
Powers  had  applied  for  firmans.  This, 
also,  is  a  point  on  which  fbrijier  infOT- 
mation  would  be  desirable. 
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Thb  Eabl  (M?  DERBY:  My  Lords, 
with,  regard  to  the  first  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl,  I  think  it  is  better  that  I 
should  reserve  my  Answer  till  Thursday, 
when  no  doubt  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
speak  more  fully  and  satisfactorily  than  I 
can  do  now.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
respecting  the  other  Powers  which  ap- 
plied for  firmans,  the  position  is  this — 
The  French  and  Italiian  (]K>yemments 
two  days  ago  authorized  their  Ambas- 
sadors to  apply  for  firmans  to  admit 
their  ships  to  &e  Dardanelles.  What 
passed  between  those  Ambassadors  and 
the  Porte  I,  of  course,  do  not  know  with 
any  exactness ;  but  it  appears  that,  in 
consequence  of  their  representations, 
their  governments  have  thought  fit,  for 
the  present,  to  suspend  sending  their 
ships  up,  and  consequently,  I  presume, 
the  firmans  have  not  been  demanded. 
With  regard  to  the  third. Power,  as  I 
stated  yesterday,  a  demand  for  a  firman 
was  made  by  the  Ambassador  of  that 
Power,  but  I  know  nothing  more. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

BILL. 

bill  pbeseitted.    fibst  beading. 

The  Duke  of  EIOHMOND  and 
OOEDON  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
Keport  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  on  Cattle  Plague 
and  Importation  of  Live  Stock;  and 
to  present  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  1869. 
He  felt  that,  even  at  a  time  when 
the  Eastern  Question  was  absorbing  so 
much  attention,  there  was  no  need  that 
he  should  apologize  to  their  Lordships 
for  bringing  the  subject  before  them.  It 
was  one  that  interested  all  classes  of  the 
ooimtry ;  and  at  the  outset  of  , his  remarks, 
he  wiahed  to  lay  down  this  as  a  proposi- 
tion on  which  he  meant  to  base  all  his 
statements,  and  all  his  arguments — that 
the  interests  of  all  classes  were  involved 
in  it ;  and,  believing  that  to  be  the  case, 
the  Gbvemment,  in  the  Bill  which  he 
should  lay  on  the  7able,  drew  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumer and  the  interest  of  the  producer 
in  the  matter;  because  they  believed 
those  interests  to  be  entirely  identical. 
It  was  not  advisable  in  any  case  to  set 
up  class  against  class,  and  in  this  in- 
stance it  would  be  particularly  inad- 
visable.   In  laying  before  their  Lord- 


ships the  circumstances  which  had  led 
to  ^e  preparation  of  the  Bill  he  should 
|Mresent,  he  would  first  touch  shortly 
upon  the  previous  inquiries  that  had 
been  made  into  the  subject,  and  the 
legislation  which  had  already  taken 
place;  but  it  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  go  back  further  than  the 
Cattle  Plague  of  1865-6-7 — a  period  most 
fatal  to  our  fiocks  and  herds.  During 
the  prevalence  of  that  very  disastrous 
pla^e,  our  flocks  and  herds  were  so 
decimated  that  the  Government  thought 
it  desirable  that  a  Boyal  Commission 
should  be  appointe<f  to  inquire  into  the 
subject.  Among  others  who  served  on 
that  Boyal  Commission  was  his  noble 
Friend  ihe  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
In  1866  there  were  two  Acts  relating 
to  this  subject— one  applying  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  and  the  other  to 
Ireland.  All  previous  investigations 
culminated  in  me  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1869,  which  applied  to  England 
and  Scotland.  The  principle  of  that 
measure  in  regard  to  foreign  animals 
was  that  it  regulated  foreign  im- 
portation, giving  power  to  the  Privy 
Council  to  prohibit  importation  from 
any  country  where  there  was  disease,  to 
define  the  ports  where  foreign  animals 
should  be  landed  and  where  Siey  should 
be  slaughtered  if  the  Privy  Council 
thought  fit ;  and  providing  that  if  foreign 
animals  were  on  their  arrival  found 
heathy,  they  should  be  allowed  to  go  at 
large  after  a  detention  of  some  12  hours. 
Under  the  provisions  of  that  Act  no 
cattle  had,  since  1872,  been  allowed  to 
come  to  this  country  from  Eussia ;  and, 
since  the  outbreak  of  Cattle  Plague  in 
the  spring  of  last  year,  the  same  re- 
striction had  been  passed  as  regarded 
Germany  and  Belgium.  The  principle 
of  the  Act  of  1869  with  regard  to  home 
stock  was,  to  in)eak  generally,  that 
everything  was  left  to  the  local  au- 
thorities of  the  country,  though  the 
Privy  Council  had  a  general  superin- 
tendence over  their  acts.  When  he 
reminded  their  Lordships  that  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  there  were  41 1  local 
authorities,  it  was  by  no  means  sur- 
prising that  the  rules  and  regulations 
passed  by  them  should  be  extremely 
varied  and  diverse — there  being,  in  short, 
a  total  want  of  uaiformii^.  He  was  not 
there  to  find  fault  with  the  operation  of 
the  Aet  of  1869.  He  knew  it  oontiuned 
many  valuable  provisions  that  had  done 
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muoh  good;  bnt  he  thonght  it  was 
not  unreasonable  to  belieye  mat,  daring 
the  period  of  nearly  10  years  which  had 
elapsed  since  that  Act  was  passed,  there 
might  be  some  defects  brought  to  li^ht 
seeming  to  require  legislation  in  oider 
to  put  them  right.  Notes  of  these  de- 
fects had  been  kept  both  during  the 
time  of  his  Predecessor  and  himself, 
and  he  hoped  and  believed  they  were 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill  he  was  about  to 
present.  In  1878  a  Oommitte  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  of  1869.  That  Committee  made 
a  Beport  containitig  certain  reoom- 
mendationsy  and  when  he  was  appointed 
to  the  Office  he  now  had  the  honour  to 
hold,  it  became  his  duty  to  look  into 
that  Beport  carefally.  There  were 
some  of  the  recommendations  which 
he  thought  it  desirable  to  carry  out — 
notably  the  employment  of  trayelHng 
Inspectors  throughout  the  country.  Hiis 
measure  had  proved  very  satisfSeiotory  in 
bringing  about  a  marked  improyement 
in  the  cleansing  and  disinfecting  of  ships, 
railway  trucks,  loading  pens,  and  other 
places  were  cattle  were  kept;  and  in 
giying  effect  to  the  relations  in  respect 
to  those  subjects  which  it  was  the  auty 
of  those  Inspectors  to  see  carried  out,  the 
Privy  Council  had  recovered  penalties 
against  offending  companies.  Some  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  1878  could  not  be  carried  out  without 
legislation,  and  he  did  not  then  think  the 
time  had  come  when  Parliament  ought 
to  be  asked  to  grant  further  powers  in 
the  matter.  He  preferred  to  wait  till 
a  time  when  the  Government  would  be 
in  a  position  to  propose  a  more  oompre- 
hensive  measure  than  they  could  at  that 
time  have  submitted,  believing,  as  he  did, 
that  piecemeal  legislation  in  connection 
with  the  food  supply  of  the  country 
was  not  desirable.  Between  1874  and 
1876  there  was  a  considerable  amount 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  and  pleuro- 
pneumonia throughout  the  country. 
Constant  complaints  were  made  to  him, 
and  more  stringent  measures  pressed 
upon  him.  The  want  of  uniformity 
throughout  the  country  was  very  much 
dwelt  upon,  and  he  was  asked  if  me  time 
had  not  arrived  for  the  correcting  of  these 
abuses.  In  the  early  part  of  1877  the 
Cattle  Plague  made  its  appearance  at 

into  the  coxmtry  from  Hamburgh,  and 
rapidly  spread  through  the  metropolis, 

Ths  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon 


the  oonseauence  being  that  the  alarm 
which  had  previously  existed  greatly 
increased.  The  Privy  CounoiL  passed 
Orders  dealing  with  foreign  cattle,  and 
the  local  authoritiee,  in  accordance 
with  the  power  given  them  under  tiie 
Act  of  1869,  attempted  to  deal  with 
the  disease.  But  it  became  dear,  espe- 
cially when  the  disease  had  existed 
some  time  in  the  metropoUs,  that  the 
local  authorities,  although  acting  in  the 
most  exemplary  manner,  had  not  the 
requisite  power  to  cope  with  it.  The 
disease  continued  to  spread,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
the  Privy  Council  should  take  the  matter 
into  their  own  hands.  That  was  done, 
and  very  stringent  measures  were 
adopted.  He  was  not,  indeed,  certain 
that  the  Privy  Council  had  not  even  ex- 
ceeded its  powers ;  but  it  was  thought 
necessary  to  stamp  out  the  disease  by 
every  means  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  stamped  out  it  was 
in  the  course  of  the  year.  Whilst  the 
disease  was  in  progpress,  he  was  muoh 
urged  to  exdude  from  Ihis  country  all 
foreign  animals,  not  only  on  account 
of  uie  Cattle  Plague,  but  on  ao- 
coxmt  of  other  diseases,  such  as  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  and  pleuro-pneumo- 
nia.  When  he  was  urged  to  t^e  that 
course  by  memorials  and  deputations,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal ;  though  possibly,  under  the  75th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1869,  the  Privy 
Council  might  have  made  an  Order 
against  such  importation.  He  thought, 
however,  that  such  a  measure,  if  within 
the  letter,  would  certainly  be  outside  the 
spirit  of  tiiie  Act,  and  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  information  as  to  the  advisa- 
bility of  such  prohibition  to  justify  the 
Gbvemment  in  at  once  proposing  l^:is- 
lation  wilh  that  object.  A  new  feature 
just  then  had  also  been  introduced  into  . 
the  matter — the  importation  of  dead 
meat  and  live  cattle  nom  America ;  and, 
under  all  the  circumstances.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's CK>yemment  considered  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  a  Committee 
ought  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject.  A  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  appointed  ac- 
cordingly, and  upon  that  Committee 
there  were  Members  who  represented 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  interests,  county 
Members,  and  Members  who  represented 
some  of  the  largest  manufaotunng  towns 
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in  the  Kingdom ;  and  fhe  Oommittee  so 
constituted  was  entitled  to  the  highest 
consideration.  The  terms  of  the  Infer- 
ence to  that  Oommittee  were— 

''To  inqoire  into  the  causes  of  the  recent 
outbreak  of  Cattle  Plague,  and  the  measures 
taken  for  its  repression,  and  into  the  e£fect 
which  the  importation  of  liye  foreign  animals 
had  upon  the  introduction  of  disease  into  this 
country,  and  upon  the  supply  and  price  of 
food." 

Before  he  came  to  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mittee, he  wished  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  Oattle  Plague — Einderpest 
proper — and  other  contagious  diseases 
which  had  been  so  disastrous  to  the 
live  stock — ^foot-and-mouth  disease  and 
pleuro-pneumonia — because  it  was  often 
the  case  that  the j  were  all  mixed  up  to- 
gether in  public  estimation,  and  that 
sufficient  distinction  was  not  drawn  be- 
tween them.  "With  regard  to  the  Oattle 
Plague  or  Einderpest,  he  had  made  up 
his  mind,  from  experience  rained  in 
dealing  with  it,  that  it  ou^t  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  central  authority.  The 
Oommittee  of  last  year  came  to  the  same 
conclusion,  and  he  proposed,  in  respect 
of  it  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of 
the  Oommittee.  As  to  the  other  cattle 
diseases,  there  were  three  things  which 
he  desired  to  ask.  First,  whether  those 
diseases  inflicted  such  injury  on  the 
community  as  made  it  worth  while  to 
stamp  them  out?  Second,  whether  there 
was  any  prospect  of  success  in  an  en- 
deayourto  stampthem  out?  Tlurd,  what 
were  the  restrictions  necessary  for 
stamping  them  out?  It  was  prored 
before  me  Oomniittee  by  eminent  agri- 
culturists from  various  parts  of  the 
Kingdom,  that  pleuro-pneumonia  and 
foot-and-mouth  disease  were  far  more 
injurious  to  this  country  than  even 
Oattle  Plague  itself,  for  the  reason 
that  whilst  the  latter  was  a  rare  occur- 
rence, the  former  were  very  prevalent 
in  the  country.  In  proof  of  what  he 
had  just  been  saying,  he  thought  it 
right  to  adduce  to  the  House  some  of 
the  evidence  on  the  subject.  In  the 
evidence  given  to  the  Oommittee  by  Mr. 
Booth,  one  of  the  most  eminent  of  our 
agriculturists,  and  a  gentleman  con- 
stantly engaged  in  the  breeding  and 
rearing  of  caule,  there  were  these  Ques- 
tions and  Answers — 

"2,243.  Have  you  ezperienoed,  during  the 
time  that  you  have  bred  stock,  great  losses  from 
foot-and-mouth  disease  and  ouier  diseases?— 
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From  foot-and-mouth  disease  especially  I  have 
experienced  very  great  losses. 

**  2,244.  It,  in  fact,  almost  ruined  your  herd, 
did  it  not  P— Between  1869  and  1872  my  herd 
was  reduced  by  foot-and-mouth  disease  by  more 
than  one-half. 

"2,245.  Tou  have  had  it  more  than  once, 
have  70U  jiot  P— I  had  five  separate  attacks  in 
my  herd  in  less  than  three  years. 

"2,267.  Tou  said  a  few  moments  ago  that 
between  1869  and  1872,  owing  to  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  your  herd  dwindled  down  to 
half  ;  how  did  you  lose  those  animals  ? — Breed- 
ing animals  are  particularly  liable  to  abortion 
by  disease.  I  wul  give  an  instance.  In  1872 
I  had  17  cows  in  one  pasture,  and  they  all  went 
down  with  disease,  and  the  produce  of  the 
whole  of  those  17  cows  was  one  calf.  Against 
that  I  may  set  the  present  year,  when  we  are 
perfectly  healthy,  ana  I  have  upwards  of  40 
calves  on  the  farm  at  the  present  time. 

"  2,268.  Do  you  think  tiiat  that  was  entirely 
owing  to  foot-and-mouth  disease  P — ^I  have  not 
the  uightest  hesitation  in  saying  so." 

He  would  now  refer  to  the  evidence  of 
another  gentleman  well  known  in  the 
North  of  Ilngland,  and  a  man  of  great 
practical  knowledge  in  agriculture.  He 
alluded  to  Mr.  Jacob  Wilson.  Speaking 
of  cattle  sent  to  him,  he  said — 

''  A  very  few  days  after  their  arrival  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  broke  out,  and  instead  of 
getting  taX  during  that  summer  they  dragged 
their  wearv  length  along  until  the  following 
roring,  and  I  lost  three  months  of  mv  keep. 
Instead  of  my  then  being  able  to  sell  them, 
pleuro-pneumonia  appeared  among  them,  and 
espeoiaUy  among  those  which  ha^  been  most 
severely  handled  by  foot-and-mouth  disease. 

<*  4,794.  That  represents,  then,  to  the  con- 
sumers of  the  counlzy  a  dear  loss  of  nearly  a 
y^  of  the  feeding  properties  of  your  farm  P — 
Very  much  like  it,  because  I  only  get  three- 
fourths  of  the  value  at  the  finish. 

<*  4, 795.  But  looking  at  it  from  the  consumers' 
point  of  view,  that  strengthens  your  argument 
that  these  diseases  reduce  enormously  the  food 
of  the  people  P—- Tes,  and  not  only  so,  but  in- 
stead ca  my  having  two  lots  of  cattle  fed  off 
in  the  time,  I  could  <mly  get  one  lot  fed  off. 

"  4,897.  With  dairy  stock  I  suppose  the  loss 
is  very  severe  P — ^Very  severe ;  there  is  no  saying 
where  the  end  of  it  is ;  because,  not  only  do  you 
sacrifice  the  breeding  power  of  your  valuable 
cows,  but  vou  lose  your  produce,  vou  lose  your 
time,  and  the  consequence  is  that  the  country 
loses  its  stock. 

"4,799.  These  risks,  in  your  opinion,  make  it 
absolutely  necessary  not  <mly  for  the  protection 
of  the  farming  interest  in  the  countiy,  but  for 
the  production  of  the  food  that  is  suppued  to  tho 
people,  that  st^s  should  be  taken  to  eradicate 
diseases  which  are  attended  b^  such  risks  P — 
They  do.  In  the  face  of  aU  this  disease  people 
dare  not  go  into  breeding,  and  I  may  say  that, 
following  up  tiie  question  with  regard  to  the 
outbreak  of  1865,  we  are  well  aware  that  a  great 
many  farmers  have  never  since  pursued  the  same 
system  which  up  to  that  time  they  had  been 
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aooostomadto  puraae ;  they  dare  not  do  it.  They 
prefer  going  to  a  market  and  buyiiig  other  cattle 
which  are  probably  nearer  the  butcher,  so  that 
in  case  of  an  outbreak  they  are  prepared  to  send 
them  o£f  on  the  shortest  notice,  the  risk  being 
less,  rather  than  keep  valuable  cows  and  rii£ 
the  loss  of  the  cows  themselyes  and  also  of  their 
produce." 

Another  gentleman,  from  whose  evidenoe 
he  should  like  to  quote,  was  Mr.  Howard, 
formerly  M.P.  for  Bedford.  Here  were 
two  or  three  of  the  questions  in  Mr. 
Howard's  examination — 

"  8,166.  Have  those  complaints  been  general 
in  your  county  as  well  as  in  your  own  herd  P — 
Yes ;  in  one  year  we  had  in  the  small  county^  of 
Bedford  38,000  animals  attacked  with  contagious 
diseases. 

"  8,169.  1872  was  the  time  wheA  the  last  out* 
break  of  cattle  plague  occurred  in  this  country  P 
— Yes ;  I  could  not  charge  my  memory  exactly, 
but  I  know  it  was  four  or  fiye  years  ago.  At 
the  lowest  estimate  it  would  entail  a  loss  of 
£60,000  upon  the  country. 

"  8,179.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  be- 
Ueve  the  supply  to  the  consumer  has  been  very 
much  dimimshed  in  oonsequence  not  only  of  the 
losses  by  disease,  but  of  the  smaller  amount  of 
cattle  that  have  been  kept  for  fear  of  those 
diseases  P — ^These  diseases,  as  every  Member  of  the 
Committee  must  see,  are  deterrent;  farmers  who 
have  suffisred  serious  losses  are  naturally  de- 
terred from  keeping  an  with  the  system  which 
entails  upon  them  such  very  serious  losses,  and 
many  have  adopted  the  plan  of  buying  in  their 
stock  instead  of  breeding.  That  has  been  done 
to  a  very  considerable  extent.  Many  farmers 
who  ufsed  to  breed  and  rear  cattle  have  aban- 
doned that  praotioe  for  the  oompaxatiyely  safer 
plan  of  buying  in  their  store  stock." 

From  that  evidence,  which  could  not  be 
controverted,  it  appeared  that  there  was 
a  considerable  loss,  not  alone  to  the  pro- 
ducer, but  also  to  the  consumer  of  food, 
arising  from  that  disease.  And  this  did 
not  anect  the  produce  in  meat  alone,  be- 
cause the  production  of  milk,  butter,  and 
cheese  was  verj  much  affected  by  the 
loss  of  cattle  in  the  eountiy.  The  out- 
break of  1865  was  so  great,  that  in 
Cheshire  there  was  a  great  deal  of  pas- 
ture rendered  useless,  and  persons  tra- 
velling through  the  country  oould  ac- 
tually see  places  where  heaps  of  cattle 
had  been  slaughtered  and  buried.  Hav- 
ing this  testimony,  which  might  be  mul- 
tiplied ad  infinitum,  it  was  not  surprising 
to  find  the  following  paragraph  in  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee : — 

"  It  was  abundantly  proved  in  evidence  that 
the  ravages  of  cattle  plague  since  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  the  diminution  of  the  breeding  herds 
of  the  kixiKdom  from  the  fear  of  breaking  out 
of  cattle  plague  are  as  nothing  compared  with 
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the  losses  inflicted  and  the  enterorise'  cheoked 
by  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot-and-mouth  com- 
plamt.  In  addition  to  the  losses  to  the  commu- 
nity of  ft^nimitla  actually  destroyed  by  either  of 
those  diseases,  or  slaughtered  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  agricultural 
and  other  witnesses  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact, 
that  whatever  loss  fell  upon  the  farmer  from  the 
deterioration  of  his  stock  through  foot-and- 
mouth  complaint,  reacted  injuriously  on  the 
consumer,  by  the  diminution  m  the  number  of 
fst  stock  which  the  &rmer  was  able  to  place  on 
the  market  in  a  given  time." 

Mr.  Booth,  on  one  occasion,  fattened  bul- 
locks in  August,  he  was  offered  £34 
each  for  them ;  but  the  disease  having 
broken  out  among  them,  he  could 
only  obtain  £35  each  at  Christmas. 
Besides,  their  Lordships  would  also  re- 
collect that  Mr.  Wilson  stated  that  it 
took  him  twice  as  lon^  to  fatten  a  given 
number  of  buUocks  in  consequence  of 
the  disease.  The  existence  of  the  evil 
he  considered  to  be  abundantly  proved ; 
and  he  thought  he  had  shown  ^lat  it  was 
worth  while  to  stamp  out  those  diseases. 
He  now  came  to  the  second  question — 
what  were  the  prospects  oi  success  ? 
Fortunately,  in  that  matter  he  could  be 
guided  by  the  experience  of  what  had 
taken  place  in  past  vears.  He  found 
that  the  experience  of  the  period  from 
1866  to  1867,  when  the  Cattle  Plague 
restrictions  were  in  full  force,  showed 
that  this  country  was  never  so  free  from 
cattle  disease  as  during  that  time.  That 
was  shown  before  the  Committee.  Again, 
at  the  end  of  1876,  he  was  told  by  the 
veterinary  advisers  of  the  Privy  Council 
that  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  had 
commenced  to  show  itself  throughout  the 
country,  and  that,  according  to  calcula- 
tions based  upon  experience,  the  epidemic 
would  be  at  its  height  in  the  following 
— ^that  was  to  say  last — summer.  Then 
came  the  Cattle  Plague  of  last  year,  and 
though  the  foot-and-mouth  disease  ought 
to  have  been  at  its  height  from  March 
to  November,  not  a  single  case  of  that 
disease  occurred  within  the  metropolitan 
market,  and  very  little  in  the  country. 
He  thought  that  was  sufficient  to  show 
that,  xmder  certain  restrictions,  those 
diseases  could  be  stamped  out;  and  it 
now  became  his  duty  to  point  out  the 
restrictions  necessary.  First  of  all,  then, 
in  regard  to  the  home  restrictions  which 
were  necessaiv.  He  thought  there  was 
very  little  doubt  that  if  they  could  stop 
the  movement  of  all  stock  tiiroughout 
the  country,  in  the  course  of  12  months 
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the  diseases  might  be  stamped  ont.  But 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  inconyenience 
and  loss  which  would  arise  from  such  a 
measure  as  that  would  be  so  great  that 
it  could  not  be  carried  out ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  was  not  prepared  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  adopt  it.  He  beHeved  it 
would  be  quite  sumcient  for  the  purpose 
in  view  to  deal  with  ecwh  district  in  which 
the  disease  broke  out.  He  would  have 
the  most  stringent  relations  carried 
out  in  a  given  area,  and  so  far  he  would 
follow  the  recommendation  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  as  contained  in  Paragraph  20  of 
their  Eeport.  In  that  paragraph  they 
recommended — 

**  That  before  the  regulationB  for  prohibiting 
and  restricting  the  importation  of  live  stock  be 
carried  into  effect  all  movement  of  cattle  be  pro- 
hibited, except  under  licence,  in  every  dis&iot 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  where  eitiier 
pleuro-pneunKmia  or  foot-and-mouth  disease 
exists ;  that  fairs  and  markets  be  placed  under 
Bi'milar  restrictions,  and  absolute  prohibition  of 
movement  be  enforced  against  infected  farms  for 
periods  varying  from  two  months  m  pleuro- 
pneumonia to  28  days  in  outbrmkB  of  f oot-andp 
mouth  disease." 

He  was  quite  aware  that  those  restric- 
tions must  press  very  heavily  on  agricul- 
turists residing  in  infected  districts,  and 
that  the  farmers  must  be  very  severely 
tried  by  such  relations ;  but  those 
classes,  in  evidence  before  the  Committee, 
expressed  their  willingness  to  submit  to 
them — as  doubtless  they  would,  if  they 
felt  that  it  would  be  for  the  good  of  the 
community,  and  if  there  was  any  prospect 
of  exterminating  the  ^sease — and  he  was 
prepared  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  give 
effect  to  that  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  which  was  embodied  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  obvious,  however,  that  it 
would  be  useless  to  attempt  to  impose 
upon  the  holders  of  stock  in  the  country 
such  a  restriction  unless  all  means  were 
taken  for  preventing  the  introduction  of 
diseaae  from  abroad.  That  disease  did 
come  horn  forei^  coxmtries  no  one  would 
be  inclined  to  dispute.  It  appeared  from 
the  last  Eeports  of  the  Veterinary  In- 
spectors of  the  PrivT  Council,  that  in 
1876  the  number  of  animals  arriving 
firom  abroad  in  which  disease  was  de^ 
tected  amounted  to  11,662.  Of  these, 
9,359  had  foot-and-mouth  disease,  2,262 
had  sheep  scab,  80  had  sheep  pox,  11 
had  pleuro-pneumonia;  The  coimlries 
fh>m  which  they  came  were — From 
Germany,  5,684 ;  firom  Beknum,  8,824 ; 
from  Holland,  1,056 ;  from  Eranoe,  9f6 ; 


from  Portugal,  158 ;  from  Spain,  14 — 
total,  11,662.  These  animals,  with  the 
whole  of  the  cargoes  of  which  they 
formed  part,  were  slaughtered,  and 
these  numbers,  therefore,  gave  a  very 
inadequate  idea  of  the  danger  incurred 
if  by  chance  one  cargo  having  among  it 
the  seeds  of  disease  should  escape  detec- 
tion. The  total  number  of  animals  im- 
ported from  abroad  in  1876  amounted  to 
1,416,956,  and  no  system  of  inspection 
could  be  so  perfect  that  every  case  of 
disease  among  such  large  numbers  could 
be  detected.  One  cargo  escaping  with 
the  infection  of  foot-and-mouth  among 
it  and  sold  alive  in  the  country  might 
spread  the  disease  in  half-a-dozen  coun- 
ties in  a  fortnight.  Aooordine  to  a  Be- 
tum  moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northallerton,  it  appeared  that  in  the 
threeyears  ended  the  3 1st  of  March,  1877, 
there  werelanded  12, 308  cargoes,  of  which 
1,458  had  diseased  animals.  In  view  of 
that  risk,  he  had  been  urged  more  Ihan 
once  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  all 
live  stock  from  abroad,  the  argument 
being  that  the  cattle  should  come  in  the 
form  of  dead  meat.  Logically,  that,  no 
doubt,  would  be  the  safest,  as  weU  as 
the  most  effectual  cotirse ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  there  was  as  yet  sufficient 
experience  on  the  Continent  of  the  send- 
ing of  cattle  over  as  dead  meat — ^as  at 
present  was  the  case  from  America — ^to 
justify  the  CK>vemment  in  going  so  far 
as  to  adopt  that  measure.  In  order, 
however,  to  make  the  home  restrictions 
bearable,  he  thought  it  absolutely 
necessanr  that  all  foreign  animals 
should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing,  and  accordingly  provisions  to 
that  end  had  been  inserted  in  the  BiU. 
It  might  interest  thdr  Lordships  to 
know  uiat  the  quantities  of  foreign  cattle 
coming,  to  this  country  were  not  very 
large.  The  total  number  of  animals  in 
the  United  Kingdom  in  1876  was 
88,179,825,  and  ttie  total  number  of 
animals  imported  from  abroad  in  the 
same  year  was  only  1,416,956,  or  about 
one  ^airty-seventh  of  the  whole  stock 
of  the  coxmtry.  It  was  remarkable  that 
the  importations  from  Ireland  during 
the  same  period  were  more  numerous 
than  from  abroad — namely,  1,866,452; 
so  that  the  House  would  see  that  the 
country  was  not  altogether  dependent  on 
foreign  supplies.  He  mentioned  that, 
beoause  some  persons  considered  Ibat 
tiiis  country  oo^d  not  go  oa  very  wdl 
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without  Bach  supply.  In  Tiew  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  and 
the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  two  points  had 
to  be  considered.  One,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  restrictions  in  respect 
of  supply ;  and  the  other,  what  would 
be  their  effect  with  regard  to  price  ? 
Now,  it  appeared  from  an  official  Ketum 
that  in  1877,  though  there  were  less  liye 
cattle  imported  into  this  country  than  in 
1876  by  353,298  cwt.,  yet  during  the 
same  time  there  was  a  gain  in  the  im- 
ported dead  meat  to  the  extent  of  509,927 
cwt. ;  andjthat  showed  that  the  trade  had 
accommodated  itself  to  the  altered  cir- 
cumstances, and  that  the  consumers 
were  none  the  worse  off.  Valuable  evi- 
dence on  that  subject  was  gven  to  the 
Committee  by  Mr.  Budkin,  Chairman  of 
the  Markets  Committee  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London.  In  his  examination  were 
these  questions  and  answers — 

**  8,959.  You  think,  that,  in  fact,  all  foreign 
coimtries  should  be  treated  as  scheduled  coun- 
tries, and  that  animals  from  those  countries 
should  be  landed  at  certain  defined  ports  in  Eng- 
land where  they  should  bes  laughtered  P — ^Yes, 
I  think  so ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  in  those  cir- 
cumstances there  would  be  any  real  detriment 
either  to  the  trade  or  to  the  consignor. 

'<  9,134.  Youcan  assure  the  Committee  almost 
positively  that,  taking  such  a  town  as  Leeds,  for 
instance,  it  would  not  suffer  so  far  as  its  supply 
from  London  was  concerned  if  it  could  only  ^et 
dead  meat  from  London  without  getting  live 
meat  from  London  f — Simply  with  the  exception 
of  the  ofMf  and  that  difficulty  I  say  can  be  veij 
readily  oyercome  if  the  trade  will  only  turn  their 
attention  to  it  in  a  practical  form. 

'*  9,136.  With  that  exception,  you  feel  sure 
that  as  much  beef  or  mutton  would  arriye  at 
Leeds  from  l!jondon  as  arriyes  there  now  P — 
Quite  so ;  in  fact  they  are  now  receiying  large 
quantities ;  yan  loads  after  yan  loads  go  away 
from  Deptford  every  day.  The  vans  are  so  con- 
structed that  the  sheep  are  slaughtered  and  they 
are  placed  on  hooks  on  rails  in  the  vans ;  they 
come  from  the  slaughter-house,  and  they  are 
sent  straight  away  by  rail  at  once. 

"9,161.  Therefore  you  do  not  anticipate  any 
difficulty  in  the  great  centres  of  industry  if  the 
animals  are  all  slaughtered  at  the^port  of  embar- 
kation P — ^The  fact  that  London  is  now  supplied 
from  tiie  country  with  175,000  tons  of  meat  per 
annum  proves  that  meat  can  fairly  and  properly 
be  killed  in  this  country  and  brought  to  London 
to  be  consumed." 

He  had  got  further  evidence  to  show 
what  quantities  of  meat  were  carried 
from  all  parts  of  the  oountry.  He  had 
applied  to  the  railway  companies;  but 
as  it  appeared  that  in  the  case  of  most 
of  them  their  accounts  were  so  mixed  up 
that  a  return  of  the  dead  meat  carriea 
by  them  would  take  more  time  in  its 
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preparation  than  he  would  like  to  ask 
them  to  give  to  it,  he  had  only  a  Eetum 
from  the  Great  Northern  lUulway  Com- 
pany which  was  to  this  effect — 

"  The  total  weight  of  meat  carried  by  the 
Great  Northern  Kiulway  from  all  places  in  1876 
was  18,118  tons ;  in  1877  it  was  21,236  tons,  an 
increase  of  3,118  tons." 

That  weight  represented  60,000  bullocks, 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  there 
need  be  no  alann  at  the  effect  of  the 
restrictions  in  respect  of  the  supply  of 
meat  to  towns.  From  the  present  sys- 
tem of  railway  traffic,  deaa  meat  was 
sent  firom  the  Metropolitan  Market  ail 
over  the  coxmtry,  and  it  appeared  in  eyi- 
dence  that  meat  killed  in  London  some- 
times foxmd  its  way  down  to  Wales  and 
came  back  to  London  as  genuine  Welsh 
mutton.  He  could  not,  howeyer,  say 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
assertion.  Now  with  regard  to  prices. 
In  the  Metropolitan  Meat  Market  the 
mean  ayerage  wholesale  price  of  beef 
during  11  months  of  1876,  when  there 
was  less  restriction  than  in  1877,  on 
account  of  the  Oattle  Plagueinthe  latter 
year,  was5«.  !<?.  per  stone,  and  of  mutton 
5«.  7id.  The  prices  from  February  to 
Noyember,  1877,  were — ^bee^  6*.  2d., 
and  mutton  6«.  2d.  a-stone;  the  difference 
of  price  as  between  the  two  years  being 
in  beef  one-eighth  of  a  penny,  and 
in  mutton  7-16ths  of  a  penny  per  lb. 
He  might  obserye  that  in  the  case  of 
mutton  such  returns  were  usually  not 
so  accurate  as  in  the  case  of  beef,  as  the 
former  was  sold  sometimes  with  the 
wool,  and  sometimes  without  it.  There- 
fore he  found  that  the  Oommittee,  haying 
carefully  considered  the  matter,  came  to 
the  conclusion — ^in  which  he  entirely 
agreed — ^that  the  slaughter  of  animals 
at  the  port  of  landing  was  not  likely 
to  discourage  foreign  importation,  de- 
crease the  quantity  of  meat  brought  to 
market,  or  affect  the  price  of  meat. 
Before  proceedinff  to  the  proyisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  ask  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Oommittee  with  respect  to  Lre- 
land.  Li  the  38th  paragraph  of  their  Ee- 
portthe  Oommittee  recommended  that  the 
restrictions  applicable  to  Great  Britain 
should  be  extended  to  Lreland,  or  else  that 
ports  should  be  specified  in  Great  Britain 
to  which  alone  importation  of  Hye  ATn'mAla 
from  Ireland  should  be  lawM,  the  ani- 
mals not  being  permitted  to  be  taken 
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inland  unless  examined  and  passed  by  a 
Privy  Oonnoil  Inspector.    He  feU  bonnd 
to  say  he  did  not  oonoor  in  the  alter- 
native  reoommendation  proposed  by  the 
Committee.    The  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  dealing  witn  this  question  had 
been  to  treat  Ireland  exactly  as  they 
dealt  with  every  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    They  wished  the  trade  to  be 
equally  free,  but  the  restrictions  designed 
fbr  England  would  also  be  equally  applied 
to  Ireland.    Accordingly  the  provisions 
respeotinK  infected  areas  were  introduced 
in  the  Bill  for  Ireland  as  well  as  for  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  but  the  alternative  did 
not  find  a  place  in  the  measure.    It  was 
known  that   disease   sometimes   came 
from  Ireland,  though  he  believed  that 
originally  it  got  to  that  country  from 
this;  but  if  by  the  operations  of  uie  Bill 
they  were  able  to  stamp  out  disease  in 
this  country,  they  would  be  able,  he 
believed,  to  do  the  same  in  Ireland.  He 
hoped  the  time  would  arrive  when  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  have   any 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  under 
these  severe  restrictions;  but  in  order 
to  do  that,  it  was  absolutely  essential 
that  we  should  not  import  disease  from 
forei^   countries.    In   regard  to   Hie 
principal  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it,  in 
the  first  place,  repealed  all  the  exist- 
ing Acts  of  Parliament.    These  were  10 
in  number,  eight  of  them  affecting  Ire- 
land, and  two  England  and  Scotland. 
All  of  those  would  be  consolidated  into 
one  Act  by  the  Bill  which  he  proposed 
to  lay  on  the  Table.    In  order  to  give 
the  necessary  time  for  perfecting  arrange- 
ments, the  Bill  would  not  come  into 
operation  till  1879.    The  first  part  of 
the   Bill  contained  the  general  preli- 
minary provisions,  very  like  large  inter- 
pretation clauses,  setting  forth  what  was 
meant  by  certain  terms  and  modes  of 
procedure.    The  second  part  applied  to 
iSngland,  and  contained  generally  the 
principal  enactments  in  the  Bill,  which 
were  afterwards  applied  to  Scotland,  and 
subsequently  to  Ireland.    The  first  part 
of  the  Bill  dealt  with  Cattle  Plagues,  and 
the  second  with  infected  distoicts  and 
places  fmd  the  slaughter  of  cattle.    The 
whole  powers  of  dealing  with  Cattle 
Plague  were  proposed  to  be  vested  in 
the  Privy  Council,  and  that  being  so, 
the  compensation  for  slaughter  on  ac- 
count of  Cattle  Plague  was  to  come  out  of 
the  Imperial  fimds.    Then,  with  regard 
to  pleuro-pneumonia  and  foot-and-mouth 


disease,  there  was  a  declaration  relating 
to  infected  districts,  with  restrictions  of 
56  days  to  apply  in  all  cases  of  pleuro- 
pneumonia, and  28  days  incases  of  foot- 
and-mouth  disease.    The  Schedule  con- 
tained very  stringent  restrictions,  beiag, 
in  fact,  those  recommended  by  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  upon  &e  subject, 
and  they  amounted  reaUy  to  a  stoppage 
of  the  movement  of  stock  in  all  infected 
districts.    The  Bill  also  contained  a  new 
provision  prohibiting  removal  of  cattle 
mto  infected   districts.    Slaughter   on 
account   of  pleuro-pneumonia  was  to 
be   compensated  for  out  of  the  local 
rates,  and  the  compensation   was  set 
forth  in  the  Bill  as  in  the  case  of  Cattle 
Plague.    There  were  provisions  in  the 
Bill   for   prohibiting  the   exposure  of 
diseased  animals  in  the  markets.  There 
were  also  provisions  for  regulating  the 
notices  as  to  disease  and  other  matters 
connected  with  the  slaughter  of  auimals 
affected  with  disease.  And  then  there 
was  another  matter  which  the  Bill  would 
deal    with   which   was   one   of  great 
domestic  interest — one  which  he  thought 
should  be  seriously  dealt  with — ^namdv, 
the  securing  of  a  better  supply  of  milk 
to  this  country.    A  provision  was. in- 
serted in  the  Bill  for  regulating  dairies 
and  matters  connected  with  uie  milk 
trade.  Withreference  to  foreign  animals, 
the  Bill  would  not  altogether  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  recommended  that  there 
should  be  a  statutory  enactment  prevent- 
ing the  importation  of  all  animals  from 
Bussia   and   of  cattle  from  Germany 
and   Belgium;    and  that,  as  regaled 
other  coimtries,  they  should  be  dealt 
with  by   the   Privy    Council  if  they 
thought  it  necessary ;   but  the  Qovem- 
ment  did  not  think  that  there  should  be 
a   statutory   enactment    affecting   any 
country.    It  appeared  to  them  that  the 
powers  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
sufficiently  strong  to  prevent  cattle  com- 
ing into  this  country  from  an  infected 
country,  and  that  it  would  be  invidious 
to  place   the  power  recommended   in 
an  Act  of  Parliament.    If  the  Privy 
Council  were  to  be  trusted  not  to  allow 
infected  animals  to  come  to  this  country 
from  any  other  part  of  Europe,  it  would 
be  competent   to  them   to   ap]^y  the 
power   possessed   by  them  to  Kussia. 
But   other   matters    recommended   by 
the  Committee  the  Gbvemment  gene- 
rally adopted.    There  was  power  in  the 
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Bill  for  flbughtering  all  foreign  anixnals 
at  the  port  of  landing,  and  the  oaBOS 
of  animals  intended  for  dairj  and  Ixreed- 
ing  purposes  and  for  exhibition  were 
proTided  for.  The  Channel  Islands  and 
the  Isle  of  Man  were  exoeptionally  dealt 
with.  The  third  part,  applying  to  Soot- 
land,  had  a  few  provisions  necessary  to 
meet  ezoeptional  oases.  The  last  part  ap- 
plied to  Ireland.  Hehadnowffone  through 
all  the  parts  of  the  Bill,  and  hoped  tluit 
he  had  not  exhausted  their  Lordships' 
patience.  The  subject  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  and  ought  not  to  be 
dealt  wim  lightly,  and  he  thought  that 
in  bringing  forward  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  he  should  put  before  their  Lord- 
ships all  the  reasons  which  induced  the 
Government  to  take  the  st^s  which  they 
thought  were  necessary.  They  had  three 
objects  in  view.  One  was  that  there 
should  be  a  consolidation  of  the  law ; 
the  second  that  uniformity  should  be 
ensured  in  the  regulations;  and  the 
third  that,  if  possiUe,  Ihe  disease  might 
be  extinguished.  As  to  the  first,  he 
thought  no  one  would  be  found  to  dis- 
pute the  advantage  of  putting  into  one 
Act,  and  that  not  at  all  a  long  Act,  the 
10  Acts  which  now  related  to  the  Oattle 
Disease.  Then,  with  reeard  to  uniformity; 
since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  holding 
his  present  Office  he  had  felt  that  if  there 
was  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
was  wanted  on  this  subject,  it  was  that 
there  should  be  uniformity  of  procedure 
throu^out  the  country ;  and  he  thought 
the  measures  proposed  in  this  Bill  would 
tendtopromotesuchuniformity.  Thirdly, 
and  lastly,  with  regard  to  the  extinction  of 
the  disease,  he  did  entertain  a  hope  that 
if  the  Bill  were  passed  as  presented  to 
their  Lordships,  and  its  stringent  provi- 
sions were  adopted  by  the  stoppage  of 
fairs  andmarketsand  thekillingo^foreign 
animals  at  the  ports  of  landing,  at  a  not 
very  distant  time  the  disease  would  be 
stamped  out  of  the  country,  and  he  felt 
certain  that  if  it  were  stamped  out  of  the 
country  a  very  great  benefit  would  be 
conferred  on  all  classes  of  the  community. 

Bill  for  making  better  provision  re- 
specting contagious  and  infectious 
diseases  of  cattle  and  other  animals— 
Presented  (The  Loed  Pkbsidbht). 

The  MiJtaxTBSs  of  BIPON  did  not 
intend  to  eiroress  a  judgment  at  that 
stage  of  the  Ml  tqaon  its  parovisioBs,  but 

The  Duke  o/Eiehtnoni  and  Qordon 
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would  reserve  his  remarks  until  he  had 
oooQLsideeed  them  more  attentilvelv.  Al- 
though he  was  one  of  the  aulbors  of 
the  Act  of  1869,  he  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  nothing  was  more  probable 
than  that  the  experience  of  nine  or  10 
years  had  shown  that  that  measure  was 
capable  of  improvement.  At  the  same 
time,  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
powers  of  the  present  law  had  been 
sufficiently  steong  to  stamp  out  the 
Oattle  Plague  last  year,  and,  above 
all,  it  had  formed  a  machineiT  which 
was  available  to  carry  into  effect  far- 
ther improvements.  The  most  restric- 
tive portions  of  this  Bill  appeared  to  be 
directed,  not  so  much  f^ainst  the  Cattle 
Plaffue  as  against  other  diseases  to  which 
cattle  were  Uable,  and  he  thought  that 
they  would  press  heavily  upon  the 
fEurming  interests.  He  thought  that 
greater  necessity  than  had  already  been 
adduced  should  be  shown  both  for  the 
proposed  restrictions  on  the  home  and 
roreign  trade.  It  was  distinctly  laid 
down  by  the  Oommittee,  and  must  be 
borne  in  mind  in  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject now,  that  if  the  proposals  of  the 
Government,  that  aJl  cattle  brought  &om 
abroad  should  be  slaughtered  at  the 
port  of  entry  were  adopted,  stringent 
restrictions  must,  at  the  same  time,  be 
imposed  upon  the  intcanal  cattie  trade. 
He  would,  however,  reserve  his  opinion 
as  to  the  slaughter  of  foreign  animals, 
and  would  further  point  out  that  it  rested 
with  those  who  proposed  restrictions 
upon  trade  to  prove  that  they  were  neces- 
sary. Whether  the  diseases  other  than 
the  Oattle  Plaeue  had  reached  us 
originally  from  inroad  or  not,  it  was  cer- 
tain that  they  had  now  attcdned  such  a 
head,  that  no  mere  restrictions  upon  the 
foreign  supply  of  cattle  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  stamp  them  out.  Indeed,  he  must 
confess  he  was  a  littie  sceptical  as  to  the 
possibility  of  a  stamping  out  of  foot-and- 
moutii  disease.  It  might  be  possible, 
perhaps  ;  but  he  was  sure  it  would  be  a 
work  of  the  greatest  difficulty,  and  he 
doubted,  further,  whether  it  would  be 
found  worth  the  restrictions  that  might 
be  necessary  to  ensure  it.  He  had  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  tone  in  which  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Eichmondand 
Gk>rdan)had  opened  his  remarks,  and 
his  admission  that  this  question  con- 
cerned not  only  agricultural  interests 
but  those  of  the  consumers.  Whea  the 
Bill  came  on  for  a  second  readiny »  and 
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when  it  got  infto  Committee,  tiie  House 
would  }^Ye  to  determine  whether  the 
restriotions  proposed  to  be  imposed 
under  the  Bill  were  consistent  with  the 
due  supply  of  meat  to  the  large  towns. 
It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
poorer  portions  of  the  community  were 
lai^  consumers  of  certain  internal  por- 
tions of  animals  whidi  would  not  be 
imported  with  the  dead  carcass.  He 
thought  that  the  proposals  in  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  Ireland  were  just,  and 
that  the  noble  Duke  was  quite  ri^t  in 
declining  to  impose  the  unnecessary  and 
most  undesirable  restrictions  upon  the 
Irish  cattle  trade  which  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Beport  of  the  Committee. 
Though  that  Beport  had  been  much 
refer^  to,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
it  had  not  been  carried  unanimously,  and 
that  therefore  its  recommendation6,  and 
this  among  them,  carried  lees  weight, 
as  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  upon 
them.  The  whole  subject  was  a  most 
intricate  one,  and  it  involved  interests 
which  it  was  most  difficult  to  reconcile 
with  each  other ;  but  the  noble  Duke 
would  find  that  both  sides  of  the  House 
would  be  disposed  to  look  at  this  measure 
dispassionately,  and  to  give  his  proposals 
the  direst  and  fullest  conaidera^on.  He 
trusted,  howeyer,  that,  in  view  of  such 
a  course  being  adopted,  the  noble  Duke 
would  not  fix  a  very  early  day  £(Mr  taking 
tiie  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  so  that 
ample  time  might  be  given  for  carefully 
weighing  his  proposaJB. 

Thb  Dtjkr  of  EICHMOND  Am 
GOBDON  said,  he  should  not  ask  their 
Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a  seccmd 
time  until  that  day  three  weeks. 

The  Dttxe  of  SOMEBSET  under- 
stood the  principle  of  ^e  Bill  to  be  pro- 
tection against  disease,  and  not  protection 
against  competition.  That  point  should 
be  deaxly  imderstood,  inasmuch  as  the 
misappreh^ision  had  got  abroad  that 
under  the  plea  of  protection  from  disease 
this  Bill  was  really  establishing  protec- 
tion from  competition.  He  thought  that 
ample  powers  existed  for  dealing  with 
tiie  Cattle  Plague;  but  he  considered 
that  more  stringent  powers  might  be 
given  to  the  GK>vemment  for  stamping 
out  tiie  other  diseases  and  for  dealing 
Irith  dairies.  In  respect  to  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  he  aid  not  agree  witii 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Bipon)  that  it  could  not  be  exterminated ; 
m  the  oontraiy,  he  thought  that  it  might 


be  gn&oB&y  stamped  out  by  constant 
att^tion  and  supervision.  The  milk 
from  cows  affsoted  with  that  complaint 
was  unfit  for  human  consumption,  and 
its  sale  ought  to  beprevented.  He  under- 
stood thf&  pleuio-pneumonia  existed 
at  all  times  in  some  ci  the  London 
dairies,  and  that  was  a  sound  reason  why 
those  establishments  should  be  subject 
to  inspection. 

LoED  DUNSANT  wished  that  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  had  not  been  mixed 
up  with  Cattle  Plague;  there  was  as 
much  difference  between  Cattle  Plague 
and  foot-and-mouth  disease,  as  there  was 
between  ^drophobia  and  whooping- 
cough.  He  learned  from  a  high  prac- 
ticalauihority,  that  the  average  mortality 
in  Ireland  from  the  foot-and-mouth 
disease  did  not  exceed  1  per  cent.  As 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  reference 
to  quarantine,  he  asked  the  House  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
stopping  the  sale  of  a  farm  for  two 
months  in  the  middle  of  the  summer. 
It  wouldreaUy  be  equivalent  to  depriving 
a  grazier  of  me  whole  profits  of  a  season. 
He  contended  that  the  local  authorities 
should  be  entrusted  with  powers  in  re- 
gard to  isolation,,  and  in  Ireland  nobody 
was  better  qualified  to  define  what  should 
be  an  infected  district  than  the  police. 
He  approved  of  the  course  adopted  by 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and  Gordon)  in  not  making  any  dis- 
tinction between  England  and  Ireland, 
and  not  adopting  the  alternative  recom- 
mended by  the  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  asked 
whether  any  distinction  would  be  made 
between  store  cattle  and  fat  cattle  at  the 
ports  of  landing  in  regard  to  the 
slaughtering,  and  whether  the  restric- 
tions would  apply  to  cattle  imported 
from  America  ? 

The  Duke  op  BICHMOND  and 
GOBDON,  in  reply,  said,  no  distinction 
could  be  drawn  between  fat  and  store 
cattle,  which  would  be  slaughtered  alike 
at  the  port  of  landing.  Some  excep- 
tion would  be  made  in  Uie  case  of  dairy, 
breeding,  and  exhibition  animals;  but 
the  rules  to  be  drawn  under  the  Bill 
would  apply  in  the  same  way  to  cattle 
imported  from  America  as  to  imports 
from  any  other  foreign  country. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  wished 
to  know  whether  in  Scotland  the  Act 
would  supersede  the  action  of  the  local 
authoritMs  f    He  tiioaght  that  ^  Act 
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in  foroe  inSooilaiidwas  qmte  sufBloientfor 
all  muposes,  and  his  beuef  wa8  that  they 
oould  not  stamp  out  plenro-pneomonia, 
as,  when  least  expected,  it  broke  out 
suddenly. 

The  Dukb  op  EIOHMOND  ato 
GK)EDON,  in  reply,  said,  that  the  pro- 
posed regulations  of  the  Bill  would  su- 
persede Si  those  in  force  in  Scotland  as 
in  England.  It  was  intended  to  treat 
the  lo(Md  authorities  in  Scotland  in  pre- 
dsely  the  same  manner  as  Hie  local 
authorities  in  England,  so  far  as  Oattle 
Plague  regulations  were  concerned. 

Bill  read  1' ;  and  to  be  prinUd,  (No. 
22.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  qparter  before  Seven 
o'dook,  to  Thnnday  next,  half- 
past  Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tueiday,  \2th  February,  1878. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER   CORPORATION  WATER 

BILL  {by  Order), 

SECOND     BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  E.  S.  HOWAED:  Sir,  in  rising 
to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  I  fed 
that  the  first  tibdng  I  must  do  is  to  state 
the  reasons  why  I  feel  myself  justified 
in  taking  this  rather  unusual  course.  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  I  should  not 
have  undertaken  so  ffreat  a  responsibility 
if  I  had  not  received  the  assurance  of  a 
very  high  and  impartial  authority  that 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  wiU  justify 
such  a  proceeding.  The  first  contention 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  is  that  it 
would  be  unprecedented  to  refuse  or  to 
reject  a  Bill  of  this  kind  on  the  second 
reading,  unless  its  object  ifl  of  a  novel 
character  and  contrary  to  public  poli^ 


The  Marjueit  ofEmOy 


or  geneial  law.  I  do  not  pretend  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  is  altogether  of  a 
novel  character;  but  I  do  say  that  tiie 
Bill  raises  questions  which  were  never 
raised  before,  and  of  such  importance 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  dealt  witii  in 
the  ordinary  manner.  Now,  Sir,  ^m 
time  to  time  there  have  appeared  in  the 
local  newspapers  in  the  North  state- 
ments that  such  and  such  a  town — some- 
times Newcastle,  sometimes  liverpocd, 
and  sometimes  Manchester — ^was  con- 
templating a  scheme  for  obtaining  a 
supply  of  water  from  one  or  other  of  the 
Lakes.  Hitherto  all  these  schemes  have 
come  to  nothing,  and  this  is  the  first  of 
the  kind  that  has  seriously  been  brought 
forward.  At  first  I  thought,  and  others 
thought  the  same,  that  there  was  no- 
thing unreasonable  in  the  proposaL 
Most  hon.  Members  are  aware  that 
Glasgow  is  supplied  with  water  from 
Loch  Katrine,  and  it  was  naturally 
thought  that  if  Manchester  was  in  want 
of  water,  and  there  was  no  other  avail- 
able source  of  supply,  and  Manchester 
could  afford  the  eipense  of  bringing  it 
from  so  great  a  mstance,  there  was 
nothing  unreasonable  in  going  to  Thirl* 
mere  tor  the  supply,  fiut  when  Mr. 
Bateman's  plans  and  estimates  were 
made  known,  we  who  Hve  in  the  Lake 
District  changed  our  opinion;  for  we 
found  that  there  was  hardly  any  analogy 
between  that  scheme  and  that  of  Loch 
Katrine,  and  it  involved  such  sreat 
changes  in  the  natural  features  <n  the 
LakeDistrictthat  we  could  no  longer  look 
upon  it  with  indifference.  Under  these 
circumstances,  we  thou^t  it  not  un- 
reasonable to  ask  the  House  to  postpone 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  a  full  and  public 
inquirv  might  take  place.  We  think 
that  the  natural  scenery  of  the  Lake 
District  is  worth  preserving,  and  we 
know  that  there  are  many  schemes  of 
this  sort  on  foot.  Liverpool  contem- 
plates a  scheme  of  this  Kind,  but  pro- 
poses to  go  to  Wales  to  cany  it  out. 
Wiffan  and  other  towns  are  in  the  same 
condition ;  and  therefore  we  think  it 
better  to  have  a  Select  Committee  or  a 
Boyal  Oommission  to  consider  the  whole 
question  of  the  water  supply  of  these 
manufacturing  districts,  in  order  to  see 
how  far  recourse  may  be  made  to  the 
Lakes,  and  under  what  conditions  and 
limitations.  We  are  strengthened  in 
our  request  by  the  Beport  of  the  Duke 
of  Biohxnond's  Boyal  Oommission^  which 
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Bat  on  the  Metropolitan  Water  Supply 
in  1869.  That  Oommisaion  was  in- 
Btruoted  also  to  inquire  into  the  supply 
of  the  provincial  towns ;  but  they  re- 
ported that  such  an  inquiry  would  be 
one  of  great  magnitude,  and  would  in- 
Tolve  a  great  amount  of  geographical 
and  topographical  knowledge  over  tiie 
whole  countary.  They,  therefore,  found 
it  impossible  to  undertake  that  ftirther 
inquiry  without  ftirther  powers,  and  they 
resolved  to  complete  their  Eeport  on  the 
lesser  subject — the  Metropohtan  Water 
Supply — and  to  limit  their  recommenda- 
tions on  the  larger  question  to  general 
principles.  They  prepared  an  elaborate 
map  of  the  geographical  distribution  of 
sources  of  water,  and  they  recommended 
shortly — first,  that  no  town  or  district 
should  be  allowed  to  appropriate  the 
source  of  supply  which  naturally  and 
ffeographicaUy  belonged  to  the  town  or 
district  nearer  to  that  source,  unless 
there  were  special  circumstances  which 
justified  that  appropriation;  secondly, 
that  when  a  town  or  district  was  sup- 
plied £rom  a  line  or  conduit  £rom  a  dis- 
tance, provision  should  be  made  for  the 
supply  of  all  places  on  that  line ;  and, 
thirdly,  that  on  introducing  a  Water 
Supply  Bill  to  Parliament,  efforts  should 
be  made  to  make  the  measure  applicable 
to  as  large  a  district  as  possible,  and  not 
to  limit  it  to  the  town  immediately  need- 
ing the  supply.  Now  these  are  impor- 
tant questions,  and  it  is  quite  wordi 
while  to  have  a  Select  Oommittee  or  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  inq^uire  into  them. 
But  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  object  to 
any  opposition,  chiefly  on  three  grounds. 
First,  they  say  our  objections  are  entirely 
sentimental,  and  suim  as  no  sensible  or 
practical  man  would  listen  to  for  a 
moment ;  then  they  urge  that  the  wants 
of  Manchester  are  very  pressing ;  and, 
lastly,  that  they  have  no  other  source  of 
supply.  Now,  first  let  me  answer  their 
objection  that  our  agitation  against  the 
Bill  is  purely  sentimental,  and  ought  not 
to  be  listened  to.  Although  they  object 
to  our  sentimental  views,  they  have 
condescended  to  meet  us  on  our  own 
ground.  Mr.  Grave,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Waterworks  Committee  of  the  Manches- 
ter Corporation,  and  the  real  author  of 
this  scheme,  and  Mr.  Bateman,  and  the 
Waterworks  Committee  themselves,  all 
consider  that  the  beauty  of  Lake  Thirl- 
mere  wiU  be  very  much  enhanced  if  this 
scheme  is  carried  out.     Mr.  Bateman 

VOL-  OOXXXYn.  [thibd  sbeibs.1 


says  the  size  of  the  Lake  should  corre- 
spond with  the  loftiness  of  the  surround- 
ing mountains ;  that  Thirlmere  is  very 
small  and  the  mountains  around  it  very 
high ;  and  that  the  carrying  out  of  the 
Manchester  scheme  would  make  the 
Lake  much  more  in  harmony  with  the 
surrounding  scenery.  Mr.  Grave,  in  a 
recent  letter  to  2%e  Times,  says  that 
''Nature  has  been  for  years  at  work 
destroying  her  own  primitive  and  un- 
touched beauty."  Lake  Thirlmere,  in 
fact,  is  growing  very  old  and  very  ugly, 
and  it  is  high  time  that  it  should  be 
restored  by  me  appliances  of  engineer- 
ing art — that  object  being  attained  by 
tuniing  Thirlmere  into  a  reservoir  to 
supply  Manchester  with  water.  Then 
some  of  the  arguments  against  us  €tre 
founded  upon  questions  of  mathematical 
accuracy;  for  instance,  if  Thirlmere  is 
very  beautiful  with  only  300  acres  of 
water,  how  much  more  beautiM  must  it 
be  when  its  area  is  increased  to  700 
acres.  One  island  at  present  in  the  Lake 
will  be  submerged  by  the  Manchester 
scheme ;  but  in  place  of  that  they  pro- 
pose to  produce  two  new  ones,  and  if 
one  island  is  beautiful,  two,  of  course, 
will  be  twice  as  pretty.  Then  they  pro- 
pose to  construct  a  dam  which  will  raise 
the  level  of  the  Lake  50  feet.  That 
dam  is  to  be  invisible  except  to  persons 
on  Uie  top.  It  is  to  be  as  irregular  and 
picturesque  in  form  as  the  neighbouring 
crag  and  rocks ;  it  is  to  be  ornamented 
with  beautiful  shrubs  ;  and  last,  but 
not  least,  in  future  the  place  will,  no 
doubt,  become  the  habitat  of  rare 
birds.  That  is  the  last  straw  which  is 
to  break  the  back  of  our  sentimental  op- 
position. They  propose  to  buy — if  they 
nave  not  bought  already — 10,000  acres 
of  the  adjoining  common  ground,  and 
they  are  quite  prepared  to  throw  that 
open  to  the  pubHc  for  ever,  and  to  make 
two  brand  new  roads  all  round  the  Lake. 
The  Lake  and  its  surroundings  are,  in 
fact,  to  be  converted  into  an  extensive 
people's  park,  with  a  serpentine  contain- 
ing two  artificial  islands  in  the  middle, 
and  a  great  broad  path  all  round.  But 
there  are  some  people  who,  after  all, 
prefer  Thirlmere  as  it  is — small,  wild, 
and  inaccessible.  We  have  been  taunted 
with  being  sentimentalists  and  enthu- 
siasts; but  I  do  not  see  anything  wicked 
in  that.  I  can  appeal  to  Lancashire 
sympatiiy  on  this  question.  I  regret 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
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JBecretaty  is  not  now  in  his  plaoe^  be- 
cause I  should  like  to  appeal  to  him. 
Not  long  ago  he  delivered  a  leoture  on 
what  is  called  '*  Truth  in  Art,"  and  in 
that  he  said  that  he  entertained  great 
objections  to  people  who  wore  sham 
buttons  on  their  boots.  If  he  is  such 
an  advocate  for  truth  in  art^  surely  we 
might  have  counted  on  his  advocacy  in 
endeavouring  in  our  poor  way  to  pre- 
serve the  truth  of  nature,  oo  much, 
then,  for  our  sentimental  opposition.  I 
now  come  to  what  Mr.  Grave  calls ''  the 
absolute  wants  of  2,000,000  of  people." 
In  the  first  place,  I  must  point  out  that 
that  statement  is  not  exactly  an  accu- 
rate one.  I  £im  afraid  that  Mr.  Orave's 
mind  must  have  got  muddled  with  his 
own  magnificence,  or  with  the  magnifi- 
cence of  Manchester,  for  so  far  from 
there  being  2,000,000  of  people,  there 
are  only  800,000.  The  statements  which 
I  now  make  are  taken  firom  Mr.  Grave 
and  the  Waterworks  Committee  of  the 
Manchester  Corporation.  The  district 
which  Manchester  is  to  supply  is  84 
square  miles  in  extent,  and  comprises 
800,000  persons.  The  present  source  of 
water  supply,  Mr.  Grave  stated,  in  the 
summer  would  afford  26,500,000  gallons 
per  day;  but  Mr.  Bateman  has  since 
reduced  the  amount  to  24,000,000  gal- 
lons. In  1875  Mr.  Bateman  reported 
to  the  Waterworks  Committee  that,  ow- 
ing to  the  large  increase  in  the  demand 
for  trading  and  other  purposes,  the 
supply  per  head  of  population  was  22 
gallons  per  day.  By  a  very  easy  calcu- 
lation, we  find  that  the  24,000,000  gal- 
lons per  day  would  suf^ly  1,000,000 
Sersons  with  24  gallons  per  head  per 
ay,  which  would  be  a  thoroughly  ample 
supply ;  and  if  the  population  of  Man- 
chester increases  at  me  same  rate  in  the 
future  as  it  did  during  the  10  years  be- 
fore the  last  Census,  in  10  years'  time 
the  population  would  not  have  reached 
1,000,000,  but  would  be  something  over 
900,000.  If,  as  Mr.  Bateman  says,  the 
present  supply  will  produce  24,000,000 
gallons  per  day,  there  would  be  an 
ample  supply  for  over  900,000  persons 
at  the  very  liberal  allowance  of  24  gped- 
lons  per  head  per  day.  That  is  not  my 
statement  of  a  liberal  allowance— it  is 
the  statement  both  of  the  Waterworks 
Committee  and  of  Mr.  Bateman — and 
therefore  we  say  that  Manehester  can  be 
in  no  great  want  Of  water  for  10  years 
to  come.    Mr.  Bateman  argues  from  an 
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tint  of  view ;  and,  taking  the 
mcreased  consumption  year  by  year,  be 
says  that  during  the  last  two  years  Uie 
increase  has  been  as  much  as  1,200,000 
gallons  per  day,  and  that  you  cannot 
count  on  a  less  increase  than  1,000,000 
gallons  per  day  for  each  year  to  oome. 
Well,  the  people  of  Manchester  now  re- 
quire 18,000,000  gallons  per  day,  and 
by  this  calculation  they  will  require  in 
10  years  28,000,000  gallons  per  day. 
But  as  Mr.  Bateman  before  considered 
that  22  gallons  per  head  was  sufficient, 
we  cannot  think  that  28  gallons  per  head 
is  a  necessity.  Such  a  supply  must  be 
in  the  nature  of  a  luxury ;  and  therefore 
we  cannot  say  that  the  Manchester  Cor- 
poration have  proved  their  case  as  to  the 
absolute  necessity  of  having  this  Water 
Bill  passed  immediatdy.  But  I  may 
be  told  that  I  am  proving  too  much,  and 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  that  a  Oor- 
poration  like  that  of  Manchester  should 
have  come  to  Parliament  with  a  Bill  of 
this  sort  if  they  had  not  good  reasons 
for  doing  so.  But,  in  the  first  place, 
why  is  such  a  Bill  asked  for  P  I  believe 
they  have  already  expended  much  money 
in  buying  the  property.  Mr.  Ghrave 
lives  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  he  has 
been  carefully  nursing  the  whole  dis- 
trict for  two  or  three  years,  buying  here 
and  there.  Until  the  whole  scheme  came 
out,  they  did  not  anticipate  that  anybody 
could  say  ''No"  to  Manchester,  and 
they  beueved  that  Parliament  would 
be  no  exception  to  the  rule.  They 
thought  that,  having  spent  thousands  of 
pounds  in  the  matter,  they  could  easily 
get  Parliament  to  ratify  the  purchase. 
The  present  waterworks  of  Manchester 
were  commenced  about  22  years  ago, 
and  it  was  then  estimated  by  Mr.  Bate- 
man that  the  cost  would  be  £460,000, 
and  that  it  would  provide  a  supply  of 
34,000,000  gallons  per  day.  But  the 
actual  cost  has  been  over  £2,000,000, 
and  the  supply  of  water  that  Manchester 
has  acquired  by  it  has  shrunk  from 
34,000,000  to  24,000,000  gallons  per  day. 
The  result  of  that  is,  that  the  Mandiester 
Corporation  find  that  though  they  thought 
that,  like  wise  men,  they  had  provided  for 
many  generations  to  come,  that  is  not 
the  case,  and  the  income  arising  from 
the  city  is  not  sufficient,  without  hard- 
ship, to  bear  the  cost  of  the  introduction 
of  a  supply  for  the  future.  The  con- 
sequence has  been  that  they  have  come 
to  Parliameiit  with  BlQs  to  extend  thew 
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area  of  snppty,  intending  to  dell  the  eixf- 
plus,  trMdi  may  in  time  be  required  for 
futui^  generations  fof  trading  ptirposes 
outside  the  city,  and  thus  increase  the 
reyenue  of  the  Water  Committee.  Let 
me  read  the  statement  of  Alderman 
King,  who  tried  to  go  into  the  figures 
of  the  case ;  but  who  was  imable  to  do 
so,  principidly  because  the  Waterworks 
Committee  of  his  own  Corporation  re- 
fused to  give  him  any  information  what- 
ever. But  still  he  found  out  as  much  as 
he  possibly  could.  He  says  the  anxiety 
to  sell  water  is  manifested  in  a  variety 
of  ways,  and  the  Waterworks  Committee 
have  congratulated  the  Council  on  the 
increased  fimds  obtained  by  its  sale. 
Mr.  King  read  several  extracts  from  the 
Conmiittee's  Beports,  congratulating  the 
Coxmcil  on  selling  the  water  for  treeing 
purposes,  and  went  on  to  show  that  they 
had  passed  two  Acts  since  the  first  by 
which  they  had  extended  the  area  of 
supply.  The  last  Act,  passed  in  1863, 
showed  how  ^reat  was  tiie  anxiety  to  do 
that.  I  need  not  quote  any  fur&er  to 
show  the  anxiety  of  the  Corporation  to 
sell  their  water,  to  extend  the  trade 
around  the  city,  and  thus  to  increase 
their  own  revenues.  The  result  is,  that 
they  think  they  will  be  short  of  water 
much  sooner  than  they  expected  years 
ago.  We  are  told  that  the  welfare  of 
the  poor  people  in  and  around  Man- 
chester depends  on  the  prosperity  of 
that  city,  and  that  its  proeperity  depends 
on  the  extension  of  trade.  But  I  do 
not  think  the  extension  of  trade  is  so 
much  to  be  depended  upon.  What  have 
we  seen  lately  ?  There  was  a  time,  not 
lone  ago,  when  the  expansion  of  our 
trade  was  considerable — new  mines  were 
opened,  new  miUs  set  at  work,  and  new 
factories,  and  thousands  of  people  were 
brought  into  all  these  districts  to  share 
in  the  prosperity  which  was  to  result 
from  the  extension  of  trade.  And  now. 
Sir,  what  has  happened?  Bad  times 
have  come,  trade  has  become  dull  and 
depressed,  and  these  extensions  of  in- 
dustry cannot  be  carried  on  any  longer 
with  profit.  The  mines  are  closed,  the 
mills  and  factories  are  shut  up,  and 
thousands  of  people  have  been  thrown 
out  of  work,  with  nothing  to  do  but 
to  become  paupers  and  subsist  on  the 
charity  of  the  public.  I  do  not  profess 
to  understand  these  questions  of  poli- 
tical economy ;  but,  if  all  this  is  the 
necessary  oonsequenoe  of  the  extension 


of  trade,  I  do  not  think  the  result  is 
satisfactory  to  many  people.  It  is  a 
grave  and  serious  question  whether  we 
are  justified  in  encouraging  a  forced 
extension  of  trade.  I  have  e^own  that 
the  object  of  the  Corporation  of  Man- 
chester in  their  proposal  is  to  extend  the 
trade  in  order  to  benefit  their  revenues. 
Within  Manchester  they  do  not  require 
the  water  for  domestic  or  sanitary  wants'; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  it  will  be  foimd 
that  this  is  a  gigantic  speculation  to 
carry  out  these  works  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  £4,000,000,  which  will  probably 
be  increased  to  £6,000,000  before  the 
works  are  executed,  without  adding  one 
farthing  to  their  own  rates.  I  say,  Sir, 
that  these  are  very  important  questions, 
and  they  ought  not  to  be  settled— as 
they  wiU  be  settled  if  this  Bill  is  allowed 
to  proceed — in  the  ordinary  way.  We 
know  that  other  large  towns — such  as 
Liverpool  and  Wigan — will  be  wanting 
water  at  some  time  or  other,  and  wiU 
probably  want  to  come  to  the  Lakes, 
why,  then,  should  not  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, or  Select  Committee,  first  hold 
this  inquiry  which  we  ask  for  ?  Such  a 
tribunfd  would  lay  down  certain  regu- 
lations, and  every  Bill  brought  in  would 
have  to  be  subject  to  these  regulations, 
and  there  would  not  be  the  necessity 
which  now  exists  of  fighting  such  a  BiU 
as  the  present  at  enormous  expense.  I 
must  say  that  throughout  the  whole 
country  we  have  found  the  greatest  pub- 
lic interest  alive  on  this  question.  We 
have  had  Petitions  from  every  county  in 
the  country,  and  from  severed  thousand 
persons  representing  every  rank  and 
position,  all  interested,  and  all  wishing 
to  preserve  the  Lake  District,  if  possible, 
as  far  as  they  can  reasonably  do  so.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  friends  of  the  Bill 
have  presented  Petitions,  which  they  say 
are  from  the  people  of  the  locality.  I 
do  not  wish  to  weary  the  House  by 
reading  letters  on  the  subject;  but  the 
whole  of  these  Petitions  have  been  got 
up  in  the  most  scandalous  manner,  and 
many  of  them  have  been  signed  by 
fraud.  When  it  is  represented  that  the 
Local  Boards  of  Penrith,  of  Qrasmere, 
and  of  Keswick  have  petitioned  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Petition  was  carried  in  the  Pen- 
rith Board  by  six  votes  to  five,  and  in 
the  Ghrasmere  Board  by  four  to  three  \ 
and,  of  the  four  who  were  in  its  favour, 
three  were  publicans  and  one  was  a 
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Painter.  I  have  endeavoured  to  show, 
&s  well  as  I  can,  that  our  **  sentimental 
opposition"  to  this  Bill  is  not  so  unrea- 
sonable as  some  seem  to  think ;  that  we 
do  not  wish  to  press  it  to  an  unrea- 
sonable extent ;  that  the  Bill  is  not  in- 
tended to  supply  Manchester's  domestic 
and  sanitary  wants,  but  is  much  more  in 
the  nature  of  a  trading  speculation.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  show  that  there 
are  very  grave  questions  raised  by  the 
Bill,  which  ought  to  be  matter  for 
national  inquiry,  and  ought  not  be  left 
to  be  fought  out  by  a  few  poor  land- 
owners on  one  side  and  a  powerful  Cor- 
poration on  the  other,  xhe  sequd  to 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission 
has  never  taken  place,  for  there  has 
never  been  an  inquiry — as  the  Conmiis- 
sioners  suggested — ^into  the  water  supply 
for  manufacturing  districts.  Therefore, 
thanking  the  House  for  the  attention 
which  it  has  given  to  me,  and  in  order 
that  an  inquiry  may  take  place,  I  beg 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Mb.  W.  LOWTHEE:  In  seconding 
the  Amendment  for  the  rejection  of  this 
Bill,  I  may  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cumberland  (Mr.  E. 
S.  Howard)  has  put  the  case  so  ably 
before  the  House,  that  there  is  little  for 
me  to  add  to  it,  and  in  what  I  have  to 
say  I  will  be  as  brief  as  I  can.  I  appear 
here  to-day,  Sir,  as  a  Bepresentative  of  a 
very  beautiful  part  of  the  country,  for 
Westmoreland  is  one  of  the  most  beauti- 
ful counties  in  England  ;  but  if  this  plan 
be  carried  out,  a  very  beautiful  part  of 
the  country  will  be  veiy  much  disfigured. 
The  IJake,  we  are  told,  would  be  raised 
85  feet,  and  that  alone  would  cause  the 
submergence  of  a  large  portion  of  the 
land.  The  Corporation  of  Manchester 
wishes  to  take  11,000  acres  of  land  in 
the  neighbourhood  for  this  purpose,  and 
6,000  acres  more  between  Thirlmere  and 
Manchester,  thereby  occupying  a  very 
large  space.  The  area  of  the  Lake 
would  be  increased  from  335  acres  to 
800  acres.  My  hon.  Friend  opposite  has 
already  dwelt  upon  the  pretence  that  the 
Manchester  Corporation  are  going  to 
beautify  that  part  of  the  country.  If 
they  will  only  leave  it  alone,  we  believe 
it  would  be  quite  as  well.  Manchester 
has  herself  admitted  the  beauty  of  that 
part  of  the  country,  and  has  also  admit- 
ted *'that  that  beauty  would  be  very  much 
interfered  with  and  very  much  destroyed 
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by  this  plan."  The  Corporation  of  Man- 
chester IS,  no  doubt,  very  powerful  and 
very  rich,  and  this  is  very  much  a  ques- 
tion of  who  has  the  longer  purse.    The 
Manchester    Corporation  despise  those 
who  are  opposed  to  this  scheme ;   but  if 
I  know  anything  of  the  feeling  whidi 
animates  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
I  think  its  Members  will  be  rather  in- 
clined to  take  the  part  of  the  weaker 
side,  and  will  not  allow  this  scheme  to 
be  carried  into  effect.     We  shall,  I  dare 
say,  be  told  that  this  is  not  the  first  time 
on  which  water  has  been  taken  for  house- 
hold and  other  similar  purposes  from  a 
Lake.      Well,   no  douot,   that   is    so. 
The  case  of  Loch  Katrine  may  be  men- 
tioned ;  but  I  am  not  aware  that  in  that 
case  any  disfigurement  was  caused  to  the 
natural  features  of  the  Lake.    Further, 
it  is  possible,  that  dwellers  on  the  borders 
of  Loch  Katrine  thought  it  better  that 
the  water  of  the  Loch  should  be  sold  for 
the  use  of  the  people  of  Glasgow.    We 
have  another  instance  of  a  I^e  being 
taken  for  a  town  in  the  case  of  Ennerdale, 
in  Cumberland — water  from   which  is 
taken  by  the  town  of  Whitehaven,  and 
the  Lake  is  used  to  supply  the  ships  at 
Whitehaven  with  excellent  water;  but 
if  anyone  who  is  fond  of  the  picturesque 
will  go  to  Ennerdale,  he  will  find  that 
there  is  no  dam  there,  and  nothing  at 
all  which  is  disfiguring.     According  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Gon- 
solidation  Act,  I  believe  that  any  surplus 
land  which  is  taken,  but  not  used,  must 
be  offered  for  sale  to  the  surroundings 
proprietors.     But  in  this  Bill  the  Man- 
chester Corporation  puts  that  provision 
entirely  on  one  side,  and  says  it  is  not  to 
apply  to  the  surplus  land  which  it  may 
acquire.     Another  provision  is,  that  if 
whatis  called  the  ''Curtilage "  istouched, 
those  who  touch  it  are  boimd  to  take  the 
whole  of  the  property.  But  an  exception 
from  this  provision  in  their  own  favour 
is  made  by  the  Corporation  of  Manchester 
in  this  instance.     Then  there  is  another 
exception  to  be  made  in  favour  of  Man- 
chester in  regard  to  mines,  for  any  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  mines  are  in  this 
case  to  be  entirely  put  on  one  side.   The 
amount  of  space  which  will  be  required 
for  conducting    the  water  is  equal  to 
that    which   would  be  required    for  a 
railway,  and   the   water  is  to  be  car- 
ried by  five  lines  of  pipes,   and  those 
lines  are  not  to  be  put  down  all  at  once ; 
but  one  line  is  to  be  put  down  every  five. 
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years,  so  that  the  part  of  the  country 
through  which  the  pipes  pass  will  be 
in  a  continual  state  of  disorder,  and  will 
constantly  be  being  pulled  to  pieces. 
The  people  of  Manchester  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood are  now  800,000  in  number, 
and  they  propose,  it  is  said,  to  take 
water  enough  for  3,000,000.  But  where 
are  those  3,000,000  ?  Our  belief  is  that 
such  a  scheme  will  not  be  wanted  for  20 
years.  Then,  again,  the  Corporation  of 
Manchester  do  not  pretend  to  state  that 
this  water  is  wanted  for  domestic  or 
sanitary  purposes.  They  merely  say  that 
it  is  wanted.  No  doubt  it  is  wanted. 
The  Corporation  of  Manchester  see  a 
great  opening  for  doing  a  very  good 
business.  I  should  not  be  at  all  sur- 
prised if,  in  the  course  of  time,  they  find 
that  this  water  will  supply  other  places 
on  tlie  route  to  Manchester,  and  that 
they  can  as  a  result  get  their  water  in 
Manchester  for  nothing  at  all.  Man- 
chester was  not  always  the  great  town  it 
is  now.  In  1753  Manchester  had  only 
23,000  inhabitants.  Hon.  Members  have, 
no  doubt,  received  a  document  from  the 
Manchester  Corporation,  in  which  they 
sajr  that  it  is  wholly  unprecedented  to 
reject  a  Private  Bill  unless  it  is  one  of  a 
novel  character.  Well,  this  Bill  I  con- 
sider one  of  a  very  novel  character.  Then 
it  is  said  it  is  promoted  by  a  large  Cor- 
poration. It  is  promoted  by  a  large 
Corporation ;  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
injustice  should  be  done  and  why  the 
weaker  side  should  go  to  the  wall.  And 
then  they  say  that  a  large  sum  of  money 
lias  been  expended,  and,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  pass.  Now,  that  is  a 
very  bold  statement,  and  I  should  not 
liave  thought  that  they  had  the  amount 
of  boldness  to  say  that  because  they  had 
spent  a  large  sum  of  money,  the  Bill 
ought  to  pass.  They  say  that  the  engi- 
neering works  proposed  are  of  the  most 
trifling  description,  and  will  show  nothing 
whatever  to  offend  the  eye.  On  the  plans 
which  have  been  deposited,  however,  we 
see  embankments  10  and  even  17  feet 
high.  Then  there  is  an  aqueduct.  The 
water  must  be  carried  over  the  valley 
somehow,  that  is  clear,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  understand  whether  that  can 
be  done  without  interfering  with  the 
scenery.  I  am  quite  willing,  however, 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  Committee, 
confident  as  I  am  that,  though  Man- 
chester is  powerful  and  rich,  niere  are 
many  Members  who  will  recognize  the 
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necessity  of  looking  after  the  interests  of 
less  powerful  and  poorer  districts. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  ^P^^ 
this  day  six  months." — {Mr,  Stafford 
Howard,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Me.  BIRLEY:  I  think  I  shall  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  by 
making  my  remarks  as  short  as  possible. 
I  very  much  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Cumberland  (Mr.  E.  8.  Howard) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmoreland 
(Mr.  W.  Lowther)  should  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  oppose  this  Bill  on  the 
second  reading.  No  argument  has  been 
brought  forward  which  would  justify  the 
House  in  rejecting  a  Bill  of  this  character 
at  this  stage.  It  has  not  been  proved 
that  the  Bill  will  injuriously  affect  the 
health  and  the  social  enjoyment  of  those 
who  are  affected  by  it.  On  the  contrary, 
we  have  high  authority  that  the  case 
is  very  much  the  reverse.  I  rely  upon 
this — that  if  it  be  necessary  for  the 
health  and  comfort  of  the  people  of 
Manchester  and  neighbourhood,  the 
arguments  used  by  our  opponents  fall  to 
the  ground.  I  insist  that  this  is  the 
case.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cumberland  has  attempted  to  show  that 
we  have  plenty  of  water  for  many  years 
to  come.  He,  perhaps,  calls  five  or  six 
years  many  years ;  out  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  look  further 
ahead,  and  to  provide  for  the  factories 
as  well  as  the  domestic  supply  of  a  jnreat 
town  like  Manchester ;  and  therefore  I 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  allow  this 
Bin  to  be  read  a  second  time.  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  case  of  Loch 
Katrine  would  afford  primd  facie  a 
precedent  for  the  Bill  going  to  a  second 
reading.  People  near  Loch  E^atrine 
have  benefited  by  the  scheme,  and  I 
expect  that  those  near  Thirlmere  will 
benefit  also.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cumberland  said  that  for  a  compa- 
ratively small  district  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Manchester  wanted  a  very  large 
supply  of  water.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  the  supply  which 
they  give  for  trading  purposes  to  neigh- 
bouring towns  is  only  what  they  are 
bound  to  give  by  statutory  obligations. 
Then  there  was  another  argument  he 
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used — that  we  are  mon<^lizing  the 
water,  and  that  many  other  towns  with 
superior  daims  are  thus  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  getting  a  supply.  In 
regard  to  this,  I  would  oonceive--^ough 
I  have  no'  authority  for  saying  it — ^that 
the  Corporation  of  Muichester  would 
have  no  objection  to  place  itself  under 
an  obligation  to  supply  a  certain  quantity 
of  water  to  those  towns.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  to  go  further ;  but  certain 
statements  have  been  made  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  works  on  the  scenery ;  and 
in  regard  to  this  part  of  the  subject  I 
have  only  to  say  that  there  will  be  very 
few  parts  of  the  works  visible.  We  are 
not  going  to  have  great  ugly  embank- 
ments, or  anything  of  that  kind.  Most 
of  the  conduit-pipes  will  bounder  ground, 
and  though  we  have  to  cross  the  Biver 
Lime,  care  wiU  be  tak^i  that  the  aque- 
duct shall  not  be  an  eyesore.  There  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  the  pic- 
turesque scenery,  and  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  wish  to  see  the  picturesque 
scenery  retained;  at  the  same  time, 
however,  utility  must  prevail.  In  the 
15th  and  16th  centuries  poets  seemed  to 
regard  the  Lake  District  as  a  very 
charming  country  to  live  out  of;  while, 
so  lately  as  a  century  ago,  Gray,  writing 
on  the  same  subject,  passed  by  Thirl- 
mere  with  very  slender  praise,  and  when 
he  oame  to  Oasmere  he  remarked — 

<*  Not  a  single  red  tile,  no  staring  gentleman's 
house  breaks  in  upon  the  repose  of  this  un- 
suspected Paradise :  but  all  is  peace,  rusticity, 
and  happy  poyerty  in  its  sweetest,  most  becom- 
ing attire." 

There  is  a  remarkable  difference  among 
the  arbiters  of  taste  on  the  subject,  for 
the  Thirbnere  Defence  Association  writes 
admiringly  of  10  miles  of  valuable  and 
picturesque  residentialproperties  be- 
tween Grasmere  and  Windermere.  I 
hope  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  will 
be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  rod  well  :  I  should  like  to  say 
just  a  very  few  words  on  this  question, 
which  appears  to  be  one  of  a  very  im- 
portant character,  and  has  caused  a  very 
considerable  degree  of  excitement  out- 
side, as  well  as  inside,  the  walls  of  this 
House,  and  not  the  less  so,  because  I 
tmderstand — ^in  fact,  I  know — ^that  the 
Corporation  of  Manchester  have  taken 
steps  to  call  the  attention  of  different 
boroughs  to  this  question,  and  have 
asked  them  to  use  any  influence  they 

Mr,  Birley 


could   to    assist   the   passing    of    the 
Bill.    The  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion has  consequently  assumed  far  larger 
proportions  than  is  customary  with  ordi- 
nary Private  Bills.   I  do  not  propose  for 
one  moment,  especially  after  tne  able 
and  lucid  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Cumberland,  to  enter  into  any  of 
the  details.   I  would  only  ask  the  House 
wheth^  it  is  prepared  to  approve  of  a 
Bill  founded  on   two  decidedly  novel 
principles  ?  And  here  I  hope  I  may  be 
excused  for  suggesting  that  if  the  Bill 
passes  the  present  stage  as  it  is,  the 
Select  Committee  will  probably  consider 
itself  precluded  from  considering  theoe 
two  novel  principles  ?  The  population  of 
Manchester  is  §00,000,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  take  powers  for 
supplying  water  sufficient  for  3,000,000 
people.    The  promoters  propose  to  raise 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  for  the  ^ur- 
pose  of  carrying  out  of  the  undertaking, 
and  of  recouping  themselves  for  engaging 
in  so  gigantic  a  speculation.    legisla- 
tion has  never  hitherto  given  any  such 
powers  to  a  Corporation.     No  public 
body  has  ever  been  clothed  with  statu- 
tory powers  for  the  purpose  of  makijig 
profit  out  of  the  commodity  of  water, 
and,  therefore,  I  say  this  is  a  novel  prin- 
ciple in  the  Bill  now  before  us.    The 
second  novel  principle  b  in  oonnection 
with  the  question  of  taking  water  from 
distant  watersheds.    This  question  was 
discussed  in  the  Beport  of  the   Boyal 
Commission  on  Water  Supplies  which 
sat  in  1869  under  the  presidency  of  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond). 
The  proposal  here  is  for  Manchester  to 
take  wat^  ^m  a  district  more  than  100 
miles  off.    That  question  was  more  than 
once  glanced  at  by  the  Conmiittee  on 
Water  Supply  of  the  Metropolis,  and, 
strange  to  say,  Mr.  Bateman,  who  is  the 
engineer  of  iMs  large  scheme,   stated 
that  where  towns  went  for  a  supply  of 
water  at  a  great  distance,  not  only  the 
wants  of   uie   neighbourhoods  of   the 
supply,    but   the  intermediate  district, 
should  be  recognized  and  considered  in 
discussing  the  scheme.     Now,  in  this 
particular  instance,  the  wants  of  the  im- 
mediate district  are  peculiarly  ignored, 
and  no  provision  is  made  for  the  wants 
of  the  intermediate  district.    The  Com- 
mittee reported  that — 

'*  The  Leffialature  is  most  lealoos  in  watching 
the  proposal  of  a  town  to  take  water  from  the 
gathering  ground  of  another  town," 
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—and  this  is  the  case  here — 

"  so  as  to  deprive  that  other  town  of  water 
nearer  sooh  gauiering  gronncL" 

Mr.  Bateman  has  put  this  argument  in 
the  case  of  liyerpool,  and  I  may  quote 
his  words — 

"  I  think  it  is  wrong  for  Liverpool  to  take  its 
supply  of  water  from  the  gathering  ground, 
where  there  are  such  densely-populated  places 
aa  Blackburn  and  Wigan,  and  the  places  con- 
tiguous to  Liverpool.  Liverpool  has  put  its  paw 
on  that  supnly,  and  has  put  it  out  of  the  power 
of  certain  districts  to  draw  their  supply  from 
,  their  own  immediate  neighbourhood." 

It  seems  to  me  that  Manchester  intends 
to  put  its  paw  on  those  towns  between 
Thirlmere  and  Manchester.  I  agree 
with  Mr.  Bateman  about  Liverpool,  and 
the  same  thing  applies  equally  to  the 
Thirlmere  scheme.  Mr.  Bateman  further 
says  that  for  any  supply  taken  from  a 
neighbouring  town  Liverpool  ought  to 
be  held  liable ;  but  there  is  no  provision 
in  this  Bill  to  save  their  rights,  and, 
therefore,  this  argument  ought  not  to  be 
lost  sight  of.    The  Eeport  says — 

**  Now,  when  droumstanoes  render  it  neoes- 
sary  that  water  should  be  brought  from  a  dis- 
tance, it  should  be  taken  to  include  in  the 
scheme  the  supply  of  all  places  along  the 
route." 

I  ask  why,  looking  at  this  Beport,  is 
this  Bill  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
affirming  a  principle  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  the  Keport  of  the  Oomnussion  ? 
The  Beport  said  the  tendency  towards 
that  principle  ought  always  to  be  con- 
sidereii  in  the  arrangement  of  the  water 
supply  of  towns.  In  this  case  Man- 
chester is  alone,  and  it  has  ignored 
the  wants  of  the  whole  of  the  surround- 
ing district  and  has  appropriated  it  all 
to  itself.  These  are  the  two  positions 
which  I  venture  to  take,  and  I  contend 
that  the  principle  contained  in  this  Bill 
is  not  in  accordance  with  the  su^^estion 
of  the  Commission.  I  think  this  Bill 
ought  not  to  go  to  a  Select  Committee, 
where  the  opponents  will  be  bound  down 
by  technical  rules ;  and  I  defy  anyone 
to  show  that  a  large  question  of  this 
character  can  be  brought  before  a  Select 
Committee.  The  reasons  I  urge  are 
these— In  the  first  place,  with  regard  to 
locus  itandiy  one  knows  how  in  this  case 
certain  admissions  have  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  locus  standi.  But  there  are 
many  people  who  never  can  be  heard 
who  have   interests  in  this  particular 


neighbourhood.  I  have  been  in  commu« 
nication  with  different  persons,  friends 
of  my  own,  who  go  to  the  Lake  District 
from  Cambridge  in  the  vacation,  who 
are  very  much  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  these  people  cannot  be  heard 
before  a  Select  Committee,  and  therefore 
a  Select  Committee  is  not  the  proper  tri- 
bunal to  which  this  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred. You  want  some  tribunal  that 
would  have  more  scope,  so  that  you  may 
have  a  fuller  inquiiy  into  the  merits  of 
the  question  without  being  hampered  by 
technical  rules.  I  can  give  an  analogous 
instance  in  the  New  Forest  Bill.  There 
it  was  an  interference  with  the  lords  of 
the  manor  and  the  rights  of  the  New 
Forest.  That  Committee  examined  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
and  it  was  looked  at  rather  as  a  national 
question.  I  venture  to  think  that  some 
Committee  or  Commission  might  take 
the  matter  in  hand  and  report  on  the 
whole  subject,  and  not  only  upon  the 
details,  but  upon  the  principles.  K  I 
wanted  precedents,  there  was  the  Oas 
BiU  of  the  Metropolis.  There  it  was 
recognized  that  a  Irrivate  Bill  could  not 
enter  into  the  question  of  principle.  That 
very  important  question  must  arise  be- 
fore the  Private  BiU  Committee,  and  I 
speak  from  an  experience  of  27  days  in 
contesting  the  supply  of  water  for  Edin- 
burgh, xou  have  to  put  forward  alter- 
native schemes.  Committees  are  al- 
ways reluctant  to  enter  upon  schemes, 
if  they  do  so  in  a  spirit  of  fairness, 
without  having  plans.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  have  them  in  this  case.  In 
this  particular  instance  it  may  be  very 
hard  to  produce  plans,  involving,  as  the 
case  does,  so  many  interests;  but  parties 
will    be    affected    in   those  gathering 

f  rounds  who  will  be  shut  out  if  they  go 
efore  a  Committee.  Therefore,  this 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  special  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  this  matter.  With 
regard  to  the  people  of  Manchester,  I 
am  in  a  position  to  state  that  Manchester 
is  not  ail  agreed  on  this  subject;  and 
now  that  Manchester  is  aware  of  the 
scope  of  the  BiU,  when  they  know  its 
detaUs  and  have  had  them  ventUated, 
there  is  a  crowing  feeUng  that  the  ques- 
tion should  not  be  decided  at  once  and 
in  haste.  Now,  they  would  be  precluded 
from,  beinff  heard,  because  they  are  re- 
presented by  the  Corporation  and  City 
CouncU,  and  they  are  parties  which 
might  weU  be  heard.   Now,  £4,000,000, 
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to  my  idea^  is  a  veiy  large  sum  for  specu- 
lation. I  have,  as  shortly  and  clearly  as 
I  can,  stated  the  reasons  why  this  Bill 
should  not  pass  its  second  reading. 
There  is  no  immediate  huny.  There 
are  no  instances  of  people  languishing 
for  want  of  water.  It  can  well  lie  over 
this  Session;  and  a  fiill  inquiry  be  held. 
After  such  an  inquiry  as  I  have  indi- 
cated;  then  it  could  be  referred  to  the 
ordinary  tribunal.  There  are  other 
matters  in  regard  to  which  I  could  have 
wished  to  say  a  few  words;  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House,  and  therefore 
I  will  conclude  by  ikying  that  I  think 
it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  to 
all  interested  in  such  a  scheme  to  have 
its  merits  considered  by  a  public  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  JACOB  BEIGHT:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Bodwell) 
seems  to  think  that  Manchester  is  g^ty 
of  a  great  injustice  to  the  neighbouring 
towns  by  promoting  this  scheme.  It  is 
a  little  curious  that  none  of  the  neigh- 
bouring towns  have  petitioned  against 
it.  The  real  fact  is,  that  the  minor 
towns  are  benefited  by  Manchester  going 
to  Thirlmere.  Manchester  leaves  many 
other  gathering  grounds,  being  able  to 
afford  to  promote  a  large  scheme  like 
this.  We  should  not  go  there  for  water 
if  we  did  not  want  it,  and  we  should  not 
produce  this  scheme  tmless  we  thought 
it  the  best  scheme  available.  The  oppo- 
nents have  spoken  of  the  Bill  as  if  we 
did  not  want  the  water.  If  you  want  to 
show  that  we  have  plenty  of  water,  let 
this  Bill  pass  its  second  reading.  We 
are  sure  we  can  show  to  the  Committee 
that  we  have  no  other  available  source  of 
supply  suitable  to  our  wants,  and  cannot 

f-et  water  anywhere  else  at  such  a  cost, 
t  has  been  said  that  this  is  a  very  great 
scheme,  and  that  the  quantity  of  water 
is  excessive.  We  have  now  25,000,000 
gedlons  per  day.  It  is  true  that  this 
would  give  50,000,000  gallons  extra. 
Well,  we  shall  want  that  extra  quantity. 
The  consumption  of  water  in  Manchester 
is  a  small  consumption,  and  is  only  about 
one-half  of  the  consumption  of  Glasgow, 
and  it  arises  from  the  fact  that  tiie  Man- 
chester Corporation  have  made  a  strin- 
gent rule  in  order  to  limit  the  consump- 
tion of  water.  We  wish  the  consumption 
of  water  to  be  abundant  and  lavishly 
used,  and  that,  we  think,  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  tiie  health  and  comfort  of 
the  population.    The  hon.  Member  who 

Mr,  Rodwell 


moved  the  rejection  of  the   Bill  has 
spoken  of  this  as  a  novel  Bill  and  a 
novel  scheme.    Why,   it  is    an    exac^ 
parallel   to    the    Glasgow    and    Loch 
Katrine  scheme.     Glasgow  goes  to  Loch 
Katrine    for  water,   and  it   takes  the 
water  to  Glasgow  exactly  as  we  proprae 
to  take  this  water  to  Manchester.    The 
Loch  Katrine  schemes  raised  the  levels 
of  the  Lakes  in  Scotland.     One  of  the 
Lakes  was  raised  25  feet ;  that  was  in- 
terfered with.    Let  me  tell  hon.  Members 
that  within  the  district  which  the  Cor- 
poration is  to  supply  the  water  needed  . 
IS  for  an  annual  increase  of  5,000  houses. 
But  5,000  houses  is  a  vezy  great  increase 
of  houses  in  a  year,  and  with  the  in- 
crease of  houses  there  is  an  increase  of 
industries,  and  of  industries  requiring 
water.     The  people  of  Manchester  have 
to  make  very  stringent  provisions  at 
present  to  limit  the  supply.     But  we 
think  that  it  is  as  necessary  to  supply 
the  people  with  water  as  it  is  necessary 
to  supply  their  homes  with  food.  In  the 
Lake  District  there  are  76  considerable 
Lakes ;  but  of  those  there  are  only  three 
sufficiently  elevated  to  enable  water  to 
be  supplied  to  Manchester  by  the  force 
of  gravitation.     One  of  these  Lakes  we 
propose  to  use.    It  is  a  small  Lake ;  it 
is  one  of  those  Lakes  least  visited  and 
least  known.    It  is  a  Lake  the  greater 
portion  of  which  is  seen  only  by  pedes- 
trians, but  never  is  seen  by  people  in 
carriages — at  least,  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  it  is  so.    The  hotel-keepers  in 
the  district  say  that  they  never  knew  of 
an  instance  in  which  anyone  took  a  car- 
riage   out  for    Thirlmere.     Something 
has  been  said  about  the  Petitions  against 
the  BiU.     Why,  in  the  district  of  Ls^e 
Thirlmere,  or  in  the  Lake  District,  we 
have  10  signatures  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
to  one  that  is  presented  from  the  other 
side.    Then,  with  regard  to  the  opinion 
of  Manchester,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  says  that  there  is  a  growing 
feeling    in    Manchester    aeainst    this 
scheme.    There  are  64  memoers  of  the 
Town  Council,  and  out  of  the  64  mem- 
bers only  four  have  voted  against  this 
scheme.     In  Manchester  and  the  dis- 
trict we  do  not  possess  all  the  advan- 
tages of  life.     We  have  a  bad  dimate ; 
we  live,  necessarily,  in  a  smoky  sky. 
There  are  countries  where  an  abundance 
of  water  is  not  wanted,  but  it  is  wanted 
for  us.     I  hope  that  this  House  will 
hesitate  long  before   obstructing   tiiis 
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Bill.  In  Committee  we  are 
with  abundance  of  evidence.  It  is'  said 
that  we  have  nothing  to  say ;  but  al- 
most every  objection  raised  here  is  an 
objection    that  can  only  be    made    in 

Committee^ 

Mb.  EAIKES  :  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  this  is  a  very  interesting  debate  on 
a  very  important  subject,  and  I  think 
those  of  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
addressed  the  House  from  both  sides 
have  given  valuable  contributions  to 
what  is  a  very  difficult  question.  The 
hon.  Members  for  East  Gumbeiland  and 
Westmoreland  put  forward  their  objec- 
tions, with  which  the  public  has  been 
for  some  time  familiar,  with  regard  to 
this  particular  scheme ;  but  they  may  be 
summed  up  tmder  these  three  heads 
— there  is  the  question  of  scenery; 
there  is  the  question  of  the  private 
rights  that  would  be  affected,  though 
those  are  not  so  much  touched  upon; 
and  there  is  the  question  as  to  the 
propriety  of  enabling  a  Corporation  like 
Manchester  to  be  a  proprietor  of  a  large 
estate  in  a  very  distant  part  of  the  coim- 
try.  I  think  it  was  admitted  that  the 
objection  on  the  ground  of  scenery  is, 
after  all,  a  secondary  objection,  and 
that  if  a  case  of  necessity  can  be  shown, 
even  those  hon.  Members  will  not  insist 
upon  their  views  of  the  picturesque  over- 
riding public  utility.  The  question  of 
the  private  rights  that  may  be  affected 
by  an  aqueduct  of  this  enormous  length, 
passing  through  118  miles  of  perhaps 
the  most  difficult  country  in  the  King- 
dom, is^also  a  very  important  one,  and 
that  is  a  sort  of  question  that  would  best 
be  considered  in  Committee.  Then  there 
is  the  other  question  as  to  whether  the 
Corporation  of  Manchester  should  be 
allowed  to  become  the  proprietor  of 
some  11,000  acres  of  land  in  Westmore- 
land and  Cumberland,  and,  I  believe, 
about  6,000  acres  on  their  proposed 
line.  That  is  a  novel  question,  and 
one  which,  in  its  especial  application  to 
Manchester,  might  be  very  weU  dealt 
with  in  Committee.  But  when  I  said 
just  now  that  the  difficulty  raised  with 
regard  to  the  scenery  of  uie  Lake  Dis- 
trict was,  in  my  opinion,  only  a  second- 
ary difficulty,  I  meant  to  point  out  that 
tiie  question  of  necessity  was  the  one 
which  ought  primarily  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  House.  With  regard 
to  a  matter  of  this  description,  if  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  have  made  out 
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their  case  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  and  an  absolute  necessity  exists 
for  this  measure,  then  I  think  we  need 
not  trouble  ourselves  about  other  objec- 
tions. But  if  they  have  failed  to  do 
so,  I  think  the  case  would  be  one  rather 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  than 
for  the  consideration  of  any  Committee 
upstairs.  What  is  the  case  as  put  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  Manchester,  who 
have  both  very  fairly,  and  I  think  very 
moderately,  stated  tiie  case  of  the  pro- 
moters ?  They  have  told  us — and  there 
is  no  question  between  the  figures  on 
the  two  sides — ^that  they  have  at  present 
a  water  supply  of  some  25,000,000  gal- 
lons per  day  for  a  population  of  800,000 
persons,  and  the  supply  required  is  at  the 
rate  of  22  gallons  per  head  per  diem. 
It  is  perfecfly  clear,  therefore,  that  the 
water  supply  is  adequate  to  the  supply 
of  1,100,000  persons,  which  is  800,000 
persons  in  excess  of  the  existing  popula- 
tion. We  are  told  that  Manchester  is 
growing  so  rapidly  that  in  the  course 
of  a  very  few  years  the  population 
will  have  mounted  from  800,000  to 
1,100,000,  and  that  then  the  necessity 
for  this  large  additional  supply  wiU  arise. 
I  think  I  ^ow  something  of  Lancashire 
myself,  and  probably  most  hon.  Mem- 
bers know  something  of  that  great 
county ;  but  I  certainly  was  not  aware 
that  the  progress  of  Manchester,  although 
considerable,  was  relatively  so  great  as 
compared  with  the  other  populations 
surrounding  as  was  sought  to  be  pointed 
out  to  us.  There  are  other  parts  of  the 
county  in  which  the  progress  of  popula- 
tion is  much  ^eater  relatively  than  in 
Manchester.  TSierefore,  if  the  question 
of  increase  of  population  is  to  be  dis- 
cussed, these  communities  also  deserve 
consideration.  What  do  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Manchester  propose  that  we 
should  do  ?  Give  them  a  water  supply 
of  50,000,000  gallons  daily  for  this  popu- 
lation, in  addition  to  their  present  supply 
of  25,000,000  gallons  daily.  That  can 
only  prospeotivelv  become  an  inadequate 
supply,  and  yet  the  Corporation  of  Man- 
chester ask  tiiat  they  might  be  supplied 
with  such  additional  supply  of  water  as 
will  eive  them  a  supply  equal  to  the  de- 
mands of  a  population  of  3,500,000 
people.  I  ;.think  that  a  piece  of  very 
heroic  municipal  legislation.  There  are 
some  in  this  country,  and  even  in  this 
House,  who  consider  that  it  beeomes 
the  great  munidpalities  to  adopt  a  more 
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ambitioiis  and  enterprizing  attituddthan 
that  which  has  hitherto  oharacteiized 
them.  From  that  Btandpoint,  we  may 
regard  this  as  beinff  a  step  very  legi- 
timately taken  on  tne  part  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Manchester,  but  still  mark- 
ing something  in  the  nature  of  a  new 
departure  in  the  relation  of  the  mu- 
nicipal bodies  to  the  country  at  large. 
If  Manchester  is  to  be  allowed  this  new 
supply  of  water,  if  Manchester  is  to 
take  a  sufficient  supply  for  the  whole 
county  of  Lancaster,  you  have  to  con- 
sider the  three  different  bodies  which 
may  be  affected  by  this  heroic  and  en- 
terprizing legislation.  First  of  all,  you 
must  consider  the  case  of  the  ratepayers 
of  Manchester.  Are  the  ratepayers  of 
Manchester  to  be  subjected  to  an  im- 
mense amount  of,  at  all  events,  tempo- 
rary burden,  to  raise  a  sum  equivalent, 
they  say,  to  a  sum  of  £8,000,000  or 
£4,000,000;  but  which  would  possibly 
reach£7,000,000or£8,000,000beforethe 
scheme  could  be  carried  out  completely  ? 
Secondly,  are  the  owners  of  property 
throughout  100  miles  to  be  exposed  to 
such  an  interference  with  their  pro- 
perty as  would  necessarily  be  caused 
by  liie  formation  of  a  gigantic  culvert, 
which,  I  believe,  must  be  of  a  size  equal 
to  that  which  would  carry  a  double  line 
of  rails  ?  Are  all  the  other  populations 
of  Lancashire— Accrin^n,  Blackburn, 
Wigan,  Flreston,  and  Bolton  to  be 
obliged  to  go  to  Manchester  sueing 
humbly  for  water  for  all  time  to  come  V 
Are  we  to  suppose  that  Manchester  does 
not  intend  to  monopolize  the  water 
supply,  or  to  deal  in  water,  because  it  is 
not  mentioned  in  the  Bill  ?  Of  course, 
it  is  not ;  but  it  will  be  mentioned  in 
future  Bills.  In  future  years  you  will 
have  these  populations  asking  you  to 
legalize  Bills  empowering  them  to  go 
to  Manchester  for  water.  I  am  sorry  to 
detain  the  House  so  long  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  it  appears  to  be  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  the  House  can 
consider.  If  the  question  stood  as  it 
was  left  by  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  first  addressed'  the  House,  I 
should  feel  it  my  duty,  although  exceed- 
ingly reluctant  to  take  such  a  course,  to 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  But  a  suggestion  has  been  thrown 
out  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  be- 
hind me  the  Member  for  Oambridge- 
shire  (Mr.  Bodwell),  which  I  hope  the 
House  will  adopt,  and  I  trust  to  hear 

Mr,  Raikes 


£rom  the  Government  before  the  debate 
closes  some  indication  of  their  views.  It 
is  impossible  that  such  a  Bill  as  this 
could  be  considered  upstairs  by  an 
ordinary  Private  Bill  Committee ;  and  I 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  which  is  one  of 
the  most  useful  parts  of  the  arrange- 
ments of  this  House.  Before  such  a 
Committee  persons  might  be  examined 
who  have  not  those  sharply-defined  in- 
terests which  are  usually  represented 
before  a  Private  Committee.  Such  a 
Committee  might  consider  this  question 
through  all  its  bearings,  pubKc  as  well 
as  private;  and  they  might,  at  all 
events,  lay  down  a  principle  for  the 
guidance  of  the  House  in  dealing  with 
future  questions  connected  with  the 
water  supply  of  popidous  districts.  If 
such  a  scheme  should  be  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  I  think 
we  should  not  be  justified  in  refusing 
the  second  reading  of  the  BilL  But 
unless  such  a  scheme  is  likely  to  be 
adopted  by  the  House,  I  should  most 
reluctantly,  but  as  a  matter  of  duty,  find 
it  impossible  to  support  the  second 
reading. 

Mn.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  I  quite 
agree  with  the  course  which  has  been 
recommended  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken ;  and,  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  will  support  it  on  one 
grotmd,  which  he  scarcely  refers  to.  I 
do  think  that  the  public  are  con* 
cemed  in  the  question.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Manches- 
ter. I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  throw 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  our  large 
cities  obtaining  an  adequate  supply  of 
water.  It  is  possible  that  Mancnester 
may  be  now  asking  for  more  water  than 
most  other  towns,  and  perhaps  for  more 
water  than  appears  to  be  necessary ;  but 
if  so,  I  think  it  is  a  fault  on  the  right 
side,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  throw  any 
obstacle  in  its  way.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  in  the  manner  in  which  they  pro- 
pose to  get  their  water,  I  dojthink  they 
are  likely  to  interfere  witlifts^ub- 
lic  interests.  Now,  I  hope  I  shaS^  j 
be  thought  to  be  Quixotic,  or  over-sen— J 
timental,  when  I  say  that  the  scenery 
of  the  Lakes  is  a  public  interest.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Birley)  quoted  the  lines  of  a  poet 
100  years  ago,  in  which  the  writer  did 
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not  appear  at  that  time  to  regard  the 
Lake  scenery  with  the  eye  of  an  artist. 
He  appears  to  have  been  horrified  and 
disgusted  by  the  mountain  bc&o/qtj 
ramer  than  pleased  with  it.  But  that 
is  not  the  feeling  now»  and  I  do  not  look 
forward  to  any  period  when  such  notions 
will  prevail  again.  We  have  in  this 
part  of  England  some  of  the  most  beau^ 
tiful  scenery  in  the  world,  and  it  is  the 
object  of  the  House  of  Oommons  and  of 
the  country  to  preserve  it.  Some  of  the 
supporters  of  this  scheme  think  that 
the  scheme  would  not  injure  the  Lake 
which  will  be  principally  affected  by  it. 
I  wish  hon.  Members  would  go  down  to 
the  district  and  look  at  the  Lake,  and 
see  for  themselves  what  is  going  to  be 
done.  We  are  told,  in  the  first  place, 
that  Thirlmere  is  a  Lake  which  very  few 
people  go  to  see,  and  that  most  tourists 
who  visit  the  Lakes  pass  it  by  without 
seeing  it.  Now,  all  you  have  to  do,  if 
you  wish  to  see  Thirlmere,  is  to  go  from 
Ambleside  to  Keswick  and  go  round  the 
Lake.  A  verv  Httle  time  will  enable 
you  to  see  its  beauties,  and  to  discover 
that  it  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful  ob- 
jects in  England.  The  Corporation  of 
Manchester  say  they  are  not  going  to 
spoil  it.  Yet  they  are  going  to  put 
on  the  top  of  this  beautiful  Lake  a 
a  great  big  reservoir,  which  may  go  up 
and  down  some  50  feet  at  least.  [**  No, 
no !  "]  I  certainly  believe  mysefi,  and 
I  have  some  Kttle  knowledge  of  the 
Lake  District,  that  it  will  go  up  and 
down  some  50  feet  on  account  of  the 
conditions  of  the  rainfall  in  the  district. 
A  very  heavy  rainfall  is  very  often  fol- 
lowed by  a  season  of  drought,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  engineers  are  perfectly  right  in 
arranging  for  such  a  fluctuation  of  the 
level  of  the  reservoir.  The  consequence 
will  be  that,  instead  of  a  very  beautiful 
Lake,  you  will  have  a  great  pond,  with 


visit  some  of  the  other  Lakes  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, I  believe  he  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  may  be  a  good  deal 
of  mud.    Loch  Elatrine  has  been  men- 
tioned, but  Loch  Katrine  is  not  a  paral- 
^         lei  case.    Loch  £[atrine  is  so  large  that 
'^^    in  supplying  Glasgow  with  water  there 
^       is  no  perceptible  alteration  in  the  Loch. 
^y       It  would  be  very  different  in  the  case 
^       of  Thirlmere.    liow,  I  quite  admit  that 
0^       if  Manchester  cannot  get  water  except 


by  going  to  Thirlmere,  even  if  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  the  Lake 
would  be  utterly  spoiled,  then  the 
Lake  must  be  spoiled.  Manchester 
must  have  enough  water  for  its  drink- 
ing, washing,  and  sanitary  purposes. 
There  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  in  arrang- 
ing this  matter  there  ought  not  to  be  a 
questioD  between  scenery  and  a  proper 
supply  of  water  to  any  large  population; 
but  if,  instead  of  this  being  the  only 
place  from  which  Manchester  can  get  a 
supply,  it  turns  out  that  Manchester 
could  get  it  from  many  other  places,  I 
think  that  fact  would  make  a  great  deal 
of  difference  in  the  view  we  should  feel 
inclined  to  take  of  the  question.  It  is 
said  that  there  is  a  genUeman  of  great 
energy — I  have  not  the  honour  of  his 
personal  acquaintance — who  has  set  his 
mind  on  gomg  to  Thirlmere — Uiat  it  is 
his  great  wish  to  carry  out  his  plan  in 
regsurd  to  Thirlmere ;  but  that  is  not  a 
su&cient  reason  why  the  beauty  of  the 
Lakes  should  be  sacrificed,  nor  is  it  a 
sufficient  reason  why  the  Corporation 
should  spend  £4,000,000,  which  will 
probably  grow  to  £6,000,000,  upon  this 
particular  scheme.  The  present  esti- 
mate is,  I  believe,  £3,700,000;  but 
there  is  very  little  doubt  that  the  actual 
expenditure  would  be  considerably  more. 
That,  however,  is  a  question  for  the 
ratepayers  of  Manchester,  and  not  for 
me.  Taking  the  lowest  estimate  — 
namely,  £8,700,000,  if  it  was  only  a 
case  of  spending  £100,000  or  £200,000 
more,  I  then  mink  Manchester  ought 
to  be  opposed. .  Gentlemen  jnay  say — 
**  Why  don't  you  let  all  these  questions 

fo  to  the  Committee,  by  which  they  can 
e  carefully  inquired  into  ?  "  For  this 
simple  reason — the  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees are  engaged  in  the  examination 
of  those  who  are  personally  interested 
in  the  questions  involved,  and  you  cannot 
expect  the  general  public  or  the  whole 
population  of  England,  who  are  inte- 
rested, to  attend  and  give  evidence;  or  to 
pay  large  engineering  bills  or  counsels' 
fees,  or  to  appear  beK>re  a  Committee  to 
state  their  case  merely  through  some 
riparian  owner.  Therefore,  I  support 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend  that 
the  question  should  be  sent  to  a  special 
Committee  ad  hoe,  because  I  believe  the 
public  ought  to  be  represented,  as  it  is 
a  public  question.  I  hardly  think  that 
t^e  promoters  themselves  will  object  to 
such  a  course.  Surely  they  will  acknow- 
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ledge  that  the  English  people  have  some 
interest  in  such  sceneir  as  this,  and  will 
admit  that  it  is  quite  feir  they  should  be 
thoroughly  heard  before  a  Committee. 
I  can  only  say  that  my  vote  will  depend 
on  whether  such  an  arrangement  can  be 
made.  I  should  myself  prefer  that  there 
should  be  a  general  inquiry  by  a  Commit- 
tee or  a  Commission  into  the  water  supply 
of  the  large  manufacturing  towns,  and  1 
think  London  ought  to  be  included.  The 
inquiry  should  extend  to  how  far  there 
ought  to  be  a  supply  obtained  from  those 
districts  where  there  is  a  great  rainfall, 
and  under  what  conditions  it  should  be 
given.  It  may  be  considered  rather  hard 
on  Manchester  to  oblige  them  to  wait 
until  there  has  been  such  an  inquiry ; 
but  I  must  say  that  one  argument  they 
use  is  not  an  argument  at  all.  If  the 
Corporation  of  Manchester  has  chosen 
in  some  measure  to  forestall  the  decision 
of  Parliament  by  buying  property  at  a 
considerable  cost,  they  must  take  the  con- 
sequences. Our  obj  ect,  however,  now  is  to 
secure  a  thorough  inquiry,  and  if  a  Hy- 
brid Conmiittee  is  appointed  for  that 
purpose  then,  I  think,  we  ought  not  to 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  Otherwise,  I  shall  be  obKged  per- 
sonally to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BIELEY  :  If  it  be  the  wish  of 
the  House,  I  am  prepared  to  accept  the 
proposition  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.       

Mb.  CHAELET  :  I  wish  to  state,  as 
representing  the  largest  conmiunity  ad- 
joining Manchester — Salford — that  the 
Corporation  of  <that  borough  have  passed 
a  unanimous  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
and  have  asked  me  to  support  it,  and  I 
have  much  pleasure  in  doing  so.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgeshire (Mr.  Bodwell)  seemed  to 
think  that  there  had  been  some  differ- 
ence of  opinion  among  the  neighbouring 
communities.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chester  (Mr.  Baikes)  seemed  to 
think  there  had  not  been  a  large  increase 
in  the  neighbouring  population.  Speak- 
ing for  Salford,  all  I  can  say  is  that  in 
1871  the  population  was  120,000,  and 
that  it  is  now  nearly  200,000.  l^ere- 
fore,  as  far  as  Salford  is  concerned,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chester's  view  is  erro- 
neous. The  alleged  mevance  is  a 
sentimental  one,  and,  in  my  humble 
judgment,  the  interests  involved  in  a 
sentimental  grievance  ought  not  for  a 
single  moment  to  be  allowed  to  weigh 

Mr.  W.  E.  Former 


against  the  interests  represented  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Birley)  and  mys^* 

Mb.  FLETCHEE  :  As  a  resident  in 
the  county  of  Cumberland,  and  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  great  works  pro- 
posed to  be  carried  out  by  the  Man- 
chester Corporation,  and  representing 
the  opinion  of  a  neat  many  of  the 
residents  of  the  Lc&e  District,  I  trust 
the  House  will  pardon  me  if  I  detain 
them  for  two  or  three  minutes.  I  will 
not  enter  at  all  into  the  engineering 
matters  which  are  connected  with  this 
scheme,  but  I  will  allude  merely  to  its 
aesthetic  aspect,  which  must  be  interest- 
ing to  every  Member  of  the  House.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
misapprehension  as  to  what  is  proposed 
to  be  done  by  the  Manchester  Corpora- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  has  alluded  to 
the  question  of  the  rise  and  fall  of  the 
Lake.  He  seems  to  be  altogether  under 
an  error  as  to  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done.  I  can  assure  the  House  that  even 
if  the  Corporation  drawthe  full  5,000,000 
gallons  per  day  which  they  propose  to 
take,  the  Lake  will  not  rise  or  mil  more 
than  it  does  at  the  present  moment. 
The  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  reclaim 
11,000  or  12,000  acres  of  the  most 
beautiful  part  of  Cumberland  from  the 
incursions  of  those  aesthetic  gentlemen 
who  come  down  surveying  the  district 
and  building  Gothic  villas  upon  the 
shores  of  this  beautiful  Lake.  The  Cor- 
poration of  Manchester  have  no  intention 
of  selling  any  portion  of  the  area  for 
building  purposes ;  and,  in  fact,  so  far 
from  Thirlmere  ;.being  spoiled,  I  look 
upon  it  as  a  great  public  improvement, 
and  as  a  brand  plucked  from  the  burn- 
ing. You  will  find  that  every  ad- 
vantageous point  has  been  seized  by 
these  aesthetic  gentlemen  for  building 
their  villas  and  for  discharging  their 
sewage  into  the  Lake.  There  is  nothing 
whatever  proposed  to  be  done  by  thia 
Bill  which  would  be  prejudicial  in 
the  slightest  respect  to  the  oountj 
of  Cumberland.  If  there  is  one 
town  which  is  more  interested  than 
another  in  the  preservation  of  the 
beauiy  of  the  Lake  it  is  the  town  of 
Keswick,  and  what  do  I  find?  In  a 
town  of  700  ratepayers  650  are  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  of  the  Manchester  Corpora- 
tion. They  believe  that  so  far  fr^m  Hie 
Lake  of  Thirlmere    being  spoiled  by 
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what  is  proposed  to  be  done,  it  will 
practically  be  improyed.  This  is  a  great 
scheme,  and  a  scheme  which  ou^t  not 
to  be  burked  in  its  inception,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will,  by  a  large  majority,  pass 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SOLATEB-BOOTH  :  I  think  the 
House  has  probably  by  this  time  heard 
enough  of  the  arguments  for  and  agamst 
the  second  reamng  of  this  most  im- 
portant Bill.  The  proyisions  of  the 
measure  were  brought  before  me  some 
weeks  ago  by  a  deputation  from  Man- 
chester; and  I  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  from  the  accomplished  engmeer 
of  that  borough  his  yiews  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  it  was  proposed  to  carry  out 
this  scheme.  I  think  the  House  will 
admit  on  all  sides  that  there  is  much  that 
is  noyel  in  this  plan,  something  primd 
facie  objectionable,  and  a  great  aeeX  that 
ought  not  to  be  consider^  and  decided 
by  an  ordinary  Priyate  Bill  Committee. 
Now,  I  haye  ^ways  felt  that  there  is  a 
great  difficulty  in  getting  upon  a  Priyate 
Bill  Committee  a  fair  and  adequate 
representation  of  the  public  interests 
inyolyed  in  such  a  measure  as  this.  But 
it  appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  a  harsh 
ana  unusual  proceeding  to  refuse  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  inyolying  a 
matter  of  so  much  importance  to  so  great 
a  community  as  Manchester.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  is  equally  unreasonable 
that  it  should  go  before  me  Priyate  Bill 
Committee,  where,  as  was  stated  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  these  interests 
haye  no  chance  of  being  heard.  I 
therefore  propose  thefoUowingEeference 
to  the  Committee : — 

*<  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee  of  nine  Members,  Five  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House  and  Four  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  shall 
haye  presented  Petitions  for  or  against  the  Bill 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  be  heard  before  such 
Committee  by  their  counsel  or  agents ;  that  it  be 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  water  supply  of  ItUnchester 
and  the  neighbourhood,  and  now  far  and  under 
what  conditions  permission  shall  be  given  to 
make  use  of  any  of  the  Cumberland  or  West- 
moreland Lakes  for  such  supply,  having  par- 
ticular resard  to  the  requirements  of  the  popula- 
tion in  tne  immediate  vicinity  of  the  Ijakes; 
and  to  report  whether  any,  or,  if  so  what,  pro- 
vision win  be  required  to  be  made." 

This  proposition,  I  belieye,  coyers  all 
the  points  which  haye  been  raised  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  and  if  the 
Souse  al^ould  be  of  opinion  that  the 


Bill  should  be  read^a  second  time,  I  will 
moye  a  Besolution  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestion  I  haye  made. 

Mb.  PEECT  WYNDHAM  :  I  will 
not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  case,  as 
we  now  understand  that  the  scope  of 
the  inquiry  is  to  be  yery  much  enlarged ; 
but  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Goyemment  Board.  If  we  are  to 
understand  that  an  inquiry  of  this  na- 
ture will  be  entered  into,  it  must  neces- 
sarily cost  an  immense  amount  of  money. 
Who  is  to  pay  the  expense  of  opposing 
the  BiU  ?  The  opponents  will  be  yir- 
tually  fightinff  the  battle  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  I  would  suggest  that  in- 
stead of  referring  the  BiU  to  a  Select 
Committee,  there  should  be  a  Hoyal 
Commission. 

Mb.  DODSON:  I  understand  the 
proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  to  haye  been 
endorsed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board,  and  that  proposition  is  that  the 
Bill  should  be  sent  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, which  is  to  hear  aU  the  oppo- 
nents who  haye  petitioned  against  the 
Bill ;  and,  further,  that  that  Committee 
is  to  haye  power  to  call  what  witnesses 
they  please,  and  to  inquire  into  the 
general  subject,  just  as  if  it  were  a  pub- 
lic Committee,  to  whom  a  subject  of 
public  interest  had  been  referred.  If 
that  be  the  proposition  intended  by  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  endorsed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  on  behalf  of 
the  Goyemment,  I  must  say  it  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  yery  proper  course  to 
adopt  under  the  circumstances ;  and  if  I 
may  yenture  to  giye  adyice  to  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  submitted  a  Motion 
on  the  subject,  it  would  be  to  adyise 
him  to  agree  to  that  proposition. 

Mb.  E.  S.  HOWAkD:  I  shall  be  yery 
willing  to  accept  this  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  I  do  not  think  we  should  ask 
any  more,  and  I  shall  therefore  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  I  wish  to  ask  a 
(question  before  the  Bill  is  read  a  second 
time.  It  has  been  admitted  that  this  is 
a  public  question,  and  one  in  which  the 
wnole  country  is  interested.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board 
has  read  out  something  which  he  pro- 
poses, but  what  he  read  was  yery  imper- 
fectly heard,  and  without  haying  seen  it 
on  the  Paper,  we  are  asked  to  assent  to 
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it.  What  I  wish  to  ask  iir  that  we 
should  haye  at  least  24  hours  to  con- 
sider the  terms  of  this  Beferenoe  before 
we  actually  decide  upon  adopting  the 
proposal.  I  maybe  under  a  mistake; 
but  it  seems  to  me,  as  far  as  I  gathered 
the  words,  the  terms  of  the  Beference 
he  proposes  will  omit  what  seems  to  me 
to  be  the  gist  of  the  whole  inquiry — 
that  is,  wh^er  if  this  additional  water 
be  necessary  for  Manchester,  it  cannot 
be  obtained  except  from  the  Lakes  ?  I 
think  the  great  majority  of  this  House 
and  of  the  country  think  that  if  she  can 
get  it  from  any  other  place  it  is  not  de- 
sirable she  should  go  to  the  Lakes,  be- 
cause the  Lakes  are  particularly  beauti- 
ful pieces  of  scenery  which  ought  to  be 
preserved.  Therefore,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  terms  of  Beference  are  not  suf- 
ficient, but  that  there  should  be  an  In- 
struction to  the  Committee  that  they 
should  not  only  make  inquiry  about  the 
Lakes,  but  also  inquiry  as  to  whether 
the  necessary  water  could  not  be  ob- 
tained from  any  other  place  ? 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE:  I  desire  to 
make  only  one  obserration.  I  think  the 
House  is  giving  the  Corporation  enor- 
mous powers — I  believe  almost  rash 
powers — for  a  work  which  is  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  peculation  supported  by  public 
money.  We  have  before  the  House  a 
Bill  for  creating^  some  uniformity,  some 
consolidation,  m  the  governments  of 
counties  and  towns.  At  present  the 
districts  affected  by  this  scheme  are  in 
want,  by  the  admission  of  the  House, 
of  that  public  representation  and  con- 
centration of  powers  which  is  desirable; 
and  I  rejoice  that  the  Government  has 
brought  in  a  measure  which  mav  adjust 
the  £fferences  and  the  powers  tnat  now 
exist  as  between  the  large  borough  in- 
terested and  districts  which  will  be 
affected  by  this  scheme. 

Mb.  WHITWELL:  I  bee  to  endorse 
the  suggestion}  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  that  the  I^esident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  give  us  24 
hours;  because  I  believe  uiere  is  no 
doubt  that  within  the  district  from  which 
this  proposal  is  undertaking  to  take 
water  there  is  sufficient  water  to  provide 
the  whole  Kingdom,  if  properly  utilized. 
This  is  an  important  question,  and  I 
hope  the  Beference  will  be  put  on  the 
Paper  before  it  is  finally  debated. 

Me.  SOLATEB-BOOTH  :  It  is  neces- 
Bory  that  I  shoidd  put  the  first  patt  of 

Mr.  Faweett 


the  Beference  now,  otherwise  the  Bill 
would  ^  to  an  ordinary  Committee. 
But  as  it  seems  to  be  the  desire  of  the 
House,  I  wiU  put  the  words  of  the  In- 
struction which  I  propose  to  move  on 
the  Paper,  and  then  the  House  will 
adopt  it  or  not,  as  it  thinks  fit. 

Mb.  GOLDSMTD  :  It  would,  I  think, 
be  a  much  more  regular  course  to  post- 
pone the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  until 
we  know  the  exact  terms  of  Beference. 
As  I  entirely  concur  in  the  observations 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hackney,  I  propose  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  this  debate,  and  to  fix  it 
for  Thursday,  in  order  to  enable  us  to 
see  the  whole  of  the  terms  of  Beference. 
This  is  a  matter  of  public  importance, 
and  ought  not  to  be  hurried  over  ;  and 
Ihe  city  of  Manchester  will  gain  nothing 
by  precipitation.  I  think  we  shall  be 
consulting  the  interests  of  Manchester 
and  the  country  affected  if  we  adjourn 
the  whole  matter  till  Thursday.  I  b^ 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  8PBAKEB:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  this  Motion  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  rose  to  second  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB:  It  is  not  competent 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  to 
second  the  Motion,  as  he  has  already 
spoken  in  the  debate. 

Mr.  BIGOAB  then  rose  and  said :  I 
second  the  Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  declared  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Goldsmid) 
could  not  be  put. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Main  Question  proposed,  '^That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  GOLDSMID  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 
Mb.  BIG<j^AB  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr.  Goldsmid.) 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QTJEB:  It  seems  to  me  hardly  c^- 
venient  to  adjourn  the  debate.  ^EK, 
Members  who  have  considered  the  sub- 
ject have  already  taken  part  in  tlie 
discussion,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  wish  to  speak  again.  I  beHeve  it 
would  be  far  more  convenient  that  tlio 
course   suggeE(ted  by   my   light   hon. 
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Friend  the  President  of  the  Looal  (Govern- 
ment Board  should  be  followed — that  is 
to  saj,  that  the  House  should  now  decide 
that  the  Bill  is  to  be  sent  to  a  Oommittee. 
It  would  be  quite  right,  as  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  and  others, 
that  opportunity  should  be  afforded  to 
hon.  Members  of  seeing  the  precise 
terms  of  the  Beferenoe;  and  what  my 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  do  is 
nothing  more  than  a  simple  Motion  that 
the  question  be  referred  to  a  Committee ; 
and  then  he  will  propose  to  put  on  the 
paper  the  Instructions  which  are  to  be 
given  to  the  Committoe.  These  Instruc- 
tions will  come  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  can  be  discussed  and  settled 
at  the  convenience  of  the  House. 

Mb.  QOLDSMID  :  We  shaU  be  satis- 
fied with  this  assurance,  and  I  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommittid  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Nine  Members,  five  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Honse  and  Four  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  SelectLon ;  and  that  such  of  the  Peti- 
tioners as  shall  have  presented  their  Petitions 
against  the  Bill  may,  if  they  think  fit,  be  heard 
before  sudi  Committee,  by  themselyes,  their 
Counsel  or  Agents. — (JTr.  SelaUr-Booth,) 

And,  on  February  18,  Ordered^  That  Mr. 
Lton  Platpaib,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Rodwbll, 
Sir  UoHTBBD  Kat-Shuttlswobth,  and  Mr. 
Knowlbs  be  Members  of  the  Committee. — {Mr, 
SclaUr-Booth.) 

QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  CONFEDEEATION— 
THE  ZULU  KING.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
he  has  reoeiyed  information  that  Mr. 
Erank  J.  Oolenso  and  Dr.  Walter  Smith 
have  been  appointed  by  Oetywayo,  the 
Zula  King,  ms  agents  in  Natal  to  com- 
mnnioate  with  the  British  authorities ; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  de- 
sirability of  establi^ng  direct  di^o- 
matio  relations  with  we  Zulus,  Her 
Majesty's  Qoyemment  will  consent  to 
recognize  Messrs  Oolenso  and  Smith  as 
Cetywayo's  agents  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HXCKB-BEACH :  I 
haye  received  information  that  letters 
liave  been  addressed  by  Messrs.  Oolenso 


and  Smith  to  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  and  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  in  which  they, 
being  British  subjects,  claim  to  be  re- 
cognized by  the  Goremments  of  Natal 
and  the  Transvaal  as  agents  of  the  Zulu 
King.  But  it  appears  at  least  doubtful 
whether  any  such  appointment  has  been 
made  by  Cetywi^o  himself,  as  commu- 
nications recenti^  received  from  him  in 
the  ordinary  way  make  no  mention  of 
anything  of  the  kind ;  and,  in  any  event, 
I  wink  there  are  obvious  objections  to 
the  recognition  of  persons  in  the  posi- 
tion of  these  gentlemen,  who  are,  I  be- 
Keve,  practising  lawyers  in  the  Colony 
of  Natol,  without  any  special  connection 
with  the  Zulus,  as  diplomatic  agents 
from  an  independent  Native  King  to  the 
Colonial  Gbvemm^it  under  which  they 
live. 

FISHERIES— DENMARK— EE-APPEAR- 
ANCE  OF  THE  HERRINGS.— QUESTION. 

Gbotbal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  To  obtain  and  fur- 
nish the  House  with  information  as  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  in  the 
**  Times  "  of  the  7th  February,  in  regard 
to  the  shoals  of  herrings  having  this 
winter  resorted  or  returned  to  the 
Swedish  coasts  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  We  have 
heard.  Sir,  from  the  Ikiglish  Consul  at 
Gbthenburg,  who  reports  that — 

'<  The  shoals  of  herrings  of  a  large  kind  which 
disappeared  from  Hiat  coist  in  1809  have  made 
their  appearance  there  again." 

Letters  on  this  subject  have  been  pre- 
pared, and  shall  shortly  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 


THE  EASTEKN  aUESTION  — THE  DAK- 

DANELLES— MOVEMENTS  OF 

THE  FLEET.— aUESTION. 

Majoe  NOLAN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  the  order  forwarded 
to  detach  a  squadron  towards  Constan- 
tinople was  of  a  character  sufficiently 
stringent  to  reKeve  the  Admiral  com- 
manding the  Mediterranean  Fleet  from 
responfflbility  should  the  squadron's  line 
of  retreat  be  seriously  threatened  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  orders  which  have  been  forwarded 
to  the  Admirid  commanding  the  Fleet 
in  the  Meditenramean  are  of  a  dear  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1585       I%0  EoiUm  Qmiim^      (COMMONS)         Ctmditwns  o/Phm.        1586 


distinot  oharaoter.  They  have  been  sent 
upon  the  responBibility  of  the  Gbyern- 
ment ;  and  it  would  be  extremely  inoon- 
yenient  and  inconsistent  with  my  duty, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  state  the  nature 
of  the  orders. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  DAR- 
DANELLES—THE CONDITIONS  OF 
PEACE.— QUESTION. 

8m  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther any  answer  has  been  receiyed  to 
Lord  Derby's  Despatch  to  Lord  Augustus 
Loftus  of  dlst  January  1 878,  stating  that 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  had  receiyed 
with  satisfaction  the  statement  that 
Prince  GK>rtchakoff  had  no  objection  to 
suppressing  altogether  the  article  in  the 
conoitions  of  peace  communicated  by 
Count  Schouyaloff  on  the  25th  January, 
referring  to  an  understanding  between 
Bossia  and  Turkey  in  regwi  to  the 
Straits,  and  further  stating  that  Her 
Majesly's  Ooyemment  would  be  glad  to 
learn  tnat  the  Eussian  GK>yemment  had 
suppressed  it  accordingly  ? 

Toe  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  No,  Sir,  no  answer  has  been 
receiyed  to  that  despatch. 

INDIA-SIR  JOHN  STRACHEY'S 
SPEECHES.— QUESTION. 

GBNBnxii  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Lidia,  If  he  will  moye  for  a  Copy  of 
Sir  John  Strachey's  former  Speech,  in 
addition  to  the  Speech  more  recently 
made  by  Sir  John  Strachey,  which  has 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

LoM)  GEORGE  HAMILTON : 
parts  of  the  former  speech  which  were 
releyant  to  the  speech  of  last  year  were 
included  in  the  Ketum  of  which  I  spoke, 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  think  it  wOl  be 
necessary  to  moye  as  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  suggests. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT,  1876. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Goyemment  Board,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  recent  de- 
cision by  the  Hi^^h  Court  of  Justiciary, 
Scotland,  concerning  **  The  Sale  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  1875,"  by  which  fiye 
Judges  haye  decided   that  no  offence 

Mr.  jr.  E.  Smith 


can  be  proyed  on  eyidenee  taken  from 
any  article  specially  brought  for  ana- 
lysis, the  buyer  in  such  case  not  haying 
Deen  prejudiced  in  the  purpose  for  whii£ 
he  bought  it ;  and,  further,  that  two  of 
the  Judges,  Lords  Monorieffand  Young, 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  6th  sec- 
tion does  not  preyent  tampering  with  an 
article  to  the  deterioration  of  its  quality, 
if  without  the  addition  of  extraneous 
matter ;  and,  whether  he  purposes 
taking  any  steps  to  preyent  the  Act  in 
question  becommg  a  dead  letter  ? 

Ma.  SCLATER-BOOTH :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  decision  by 
the  High  Oourt  of  Justiciary  in  Scotland 
to  whicn  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers,  and 
I  regret  that  I  haye  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  conferring  with  the  Lord  Ad- 
yocate  on  the  subject.  It  seems  that 
preyious  to  the  Scottish  case  alluded  to 
no  question  had  been  raised  in  England 
as  to  the  yalidity  of  a  prosecution  under 
the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  by  a 
person  who  purchases  only  with  a  yiew 
to  analysis,  and  in  the  cases  which  haye 
occurred  since,  the  magistrates  haye  de- 
cided against  the  objection  when  raised. 
I  concur  in  that  yiew,  which,  be  it  ob- 
seryed,  is  also  the  yiew  of  some  of  the 
Scotti^  Judges,  and  I  cannot  belieye 
that  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  if  ap- 
pealed to,  mil  come  to  any  other  de- 
cision. I  am,  therefore,  not  prepared, 
as  at  present  adyised,  to  introduce  an 
amending  Bill,  though,  if  my  anticipa- 
tions were  disappointed,  such  step  might 
be  necessary. 

THE   EASTERN    QUESTION  —  THE 

RUSSIAN  CONDITIONS  OP  PEACE,  1877. 

QUSSTIOir. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  Ae  Con- 
ditions of  Peace  required  by  the  Emperor 
of  Bussia  which  were  communicated  to 
the  Earl  of  Derby  by  Count  Sdiouvaloff 
in  July  1877;  of  a  Despatch  from  the 
Earl  of  Derby  to  Mr.  Layard,  dated  the 
28th  day  of  July  1877,  instructing  him 
to  sound  the  Sultan  on  the  subject  of 
possible  terms  of  Peace ;  and,  of  Mr. 
Layard's  reply  reporting  his  interview 
wim  the  Sultan  on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  :  Li  reply  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  I  haye  to  state  that 
the  conditions  of  peace  alluded  to  in  the 
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Question  ware  oommunioated  to  Her 
Majediy's  Gbyemment  last  July  in  the 
most  confidential  manner  by  the  Sussian 
Ambassador.  It  would  not,  therefore, 
be  proper  for  Her  Maiesty|s  Gtovem- 
ment  to  lay  them  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  besides  whioh  they  relate  to  a 
condition  of  things  long  since  ffoneby, 
and  therefore  no  practical  benent  could 
result  ttom  producing  them.  With  re- 
gard to  the  other  two  Questions  which 
myhon.  and  eallant  Friend  has  asked 
me,  I  think  if  he  will  look  at  the  Paper, 
Turkey,  No.  2,  page  4,  he  will  find  there 
a  despatch  from  the  Earl  of  Derby  to  Mr. 
Layard,  which  contains  practically  the 
information  in  the  other  two  despatches 
mentioned,  and  there  is,  therefore,  no 
necessity  for  producing  the  Papers  al- 
luded to. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GOEDON:  There 
is  nothing  in  the  despatch  as  to  Mr. 
Layard's  interview  with  the  Sultan. 

Mb.  BOXJEEE  :  I  think  there  is,  and 
I  will  read  the  despatch.  The  Earl  of 
Derby,  writing  to  Mr.  Layard  on  De- 
cember 25th  last,  said — 

"  With  referenoe  to  my  despatch  of  the  24th 
instant,  your  Excellency  wul  bear  in  mind 
that  on  the  28th  July  last.  Her  Majesty's  Oto- 
vermnent  authorized  you  confidentially  to  sound 
the  Sultan  on  the  subject  of  possible  terms  of 
peace,  and  to  state  that  should  His  Majesty  be 
disposed  to  open  negotiations,  you  might  assure 
him  that  he  might  rely  upon  the  friendly  offices 
of  Her  Majesty  s  Government,  which  would  be 
exerted  with  a  view  to  obtain  for  him  the  most 
favourable  terms  possible  under  the  circum- 
stances; but  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
notr  disposed  to  take  the  initiative  in  proposing 
any  conditions.  Your  Excellency  replied  that 
you  had  reason  to  believe  that  conditions  of 
peace  could  not  at  that  time  be  proposed  or 
listened  to,  but  that  you  had  informed  His  Ma- 
jesty that  should  there  be  a  favourable  oppor- 
tumty  for  opening  negotiations  for  peace,  he 
might  rely  on  the  friendly  offices  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  You  added  that  you  did 
not  think  that  anything  more  could  then  be 
done.  The  language  held  by  you  to  the  Sultan 
was  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Government." 


SOUTH  ArRICA.-.QITESTION. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE8SEN 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  any  Papers  connected  with  the 
disturbances  in  South  Africa  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
A  volume  containing  the  Correspondence 
up  to  the  end  of  1877  has  been  pre- 
pared, and  will  shortly  be  presented,  and 

VOL,  COXXXYn,  [thibd  swim.] 


a  ftirther  oolleotion  of  Papers  is  also 
being  prepared;  but  the  necessity  of 
frequent  reference  to  them  has  delayed 
the  printing.  All  possible  despatch  will 
be  used. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 

HOUSE— THE  TWELVE-THIBTY  RULE. 

QTJESTION. 

Mb.  PABNELL  wished  to  a^  the 
Speaker  a  Question  as  to  a  Notice  of 
Ajuendment  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  C-  Lewis)  to  his 
intended  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  relating  to  Absentee  Proprietors 
(Ireland).  That  Amendment  was  to 
substitute  for  his  Motion  the  following 
Besolution : — 

1  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  attempt  to  interfere  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  reference  |x)  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  a  tenant's  holding,  and  that  all 
such  matters  should  be  left  to  negotiation  be- 
tween the  parties  concerned." 

He  wished  to  know,  Whether  such  a  Mo- 
tion was  in  accordance  with  the  custom 
and  usa^e  of  the  House ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  should  be  prevented  by  the 
action  of  the  Sessional  Order  relating 
to  half-past  12  o'clock  from  asking  leave 
after  that  hour? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  An  application  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  is  in  the  form  of 
a  Motion  before  the  House,  and  every 
Motion  is  subject  to  Amendment.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  is  therefore 
entitled  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
he  has  placed  on  the  Paper.  It  is  true 
that  a  practice  has  prevailed  in  recent 
years  of  allowing  ^ills  to  be  intro- 
duced before  the  judgment  of  the  House 
is  taken  upon  them;  but  that  does 
not  preclude  an  hon.  Member  from  mov- 
ing an  Amendment,  if  he  thinks  proper, 
on  the  application  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  Bill.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Notice  of  Amendment  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  does  bring  the 
Bill  within  the  operation  of  the  Rule 
with  regard  to  not  taking  opposed  Busi- 
ness af^r  half-past  12  o'clock. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  must  request  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  moment 
to  point  out — [**  Order,  order!"]  H 
necessary,  to  put  myself  in  Order  I  shall 
conclude  with  a  Motion. 
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Mb.  SFEA£EB:  It  has  been  mj 
duty  on  sereral  oooasionfl  to  point  out  to 
the  House  the  great  inoonyenience  re- 
sulting firom  the  praotioe  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, who  are  not  satisfied  with  the  An- 
swers given  to  their  Questions,  rising  to 
moye  the  Adjournment.  If  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  satisfied  with  the  An- 
swer now  given  &om  the  Chair,  I  sub- 
mit that  it  is  scarcely  consistent  with 
propriety  to  move  the  Adjournment  of 
the  House.      

Mr.  PAENELL:  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied,  Sir,  with  the  Answer  you  have 
been  kind  enough  to  give  me ;  and,  as 
it  appears  that  the  pi^ice  of  moving 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  under 
these  circumstances  is  deemed  equiva- 
lent to  expressing  dissatisfaction  with 
the  Answer,  I  shall  not  further  per- 
sist. 


POOR  LAW    (SCOTLAND)— 

DEPORTATION  OF  IRISH  PAUPERS. 

QTTESnOK. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Agnes  Adams,  a  woman 
bom  in  Dungannon,  in  the  county 
Tyrone,  who  had  been  many  years  re- 
sident in  Scotland,  who  was,  under  a 
warrant  granted  by  two  Justices  of  the 
Peace  for  the  city  of  Glcwffow,  removed 
from  Glasgow  and  delivered  to  the  Mas- 
ter of  Thomastown  Union,  in  the  county 
of  Kilkenny,  though  it  appears  she  was 
not  born  in,  nor  had  ever  been  resident 
in,  and  was  not  in  any  way  connected 
with,  the  county  of  Kilkenny ;  whether 
he  can  state  was  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
examination  made  by  the  said  Justices 
before  they  addressed  a  warrant  to  com- 
pel the  Thomastown  Union  to  receive 
Agnes  Adams;  has  any  investigation 
been  made  into  the  conduct  of  the  said 
Justices  in  the  matter,  and  what  has 
been  the  result  of  the  investigation; 
and,  is  there  any  remedy  for  the  injury 
suffered  by  the  Thomastown  Union,  and 
in  what  way  can  that  Union  be  recouped 
the  expenses  occasioned  by  Agnes  Adams 
having  been  thus  illegally  left  a  charge 
on  that  Union  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  The  Lord 
Advocate  is  confined  to  his  room  with 
severe  inflammation  of  the  chest,  but 
he  is  expected  here  on  Thursday. 

Majob  NOLAN:  I  shall  repeat  the 
Question  on  that  day. 


B09ohium. 
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CmiEOH  LIVINGS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  LEATHAM,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention  to  the  traffic  in  Chiuch  livings, 
and  to  move—. 

'*  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measares  for 
prerentiiig  simoniacal  evasion^  of  the  Law,  and 
cheoking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  privato 
patronage," 

said:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  purposely 
adhered  to  the  words  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  passed  last  year,  with  the  full 
concurrence  of  the  Government,  and  by 
the  unanimous  vote  of  this  House.  I 
have  done  so,  because  I  am  desirous 
of  securing  the  same  unanimiiy  to-day, 
which,  wim  the  assistance  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  -  east 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Hardcastle),  I  was 
fortunate  in  securing  last  year ;  not . 
because  I  do  not  thing  that  the  scandals 
and  abuses  in  connection  with  the  dis- 
posal of  private  patronage  are  not  great 
enough,  and  patent  enough,  to  have 
warranted  a  far  stronger  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  this  House,  and 
one  which  I  shall  not  hesitate  to  embody 
in  a  Besolution  at  som^e  future  time,  if  it 
shall  please  the  House  to  pass  this 
Motion  to-night ;  and  if  this  reiterated 
expression  of  opinion  on.  the  part  of  the 
House  shall  meet  with  no  farther  re- 
cognition on  the  part  of  the  Government 
than  that  which  they  have  bestowed 
upon  the  Motion  of  last  year.  And  I  ex- 

fress  myself  a  little  strongly.  Sir,  because 
never  remember,  since  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  that 
when  a  Besolution  has  received  the 
unanimous  assent  of  the  House,  and 
has  been  passed  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  has  thought  itself  entitled 
to  pass  such  a  Resolution  by — I  do  not 
say  with  contempt — ^but  in  absolute 
silence.  Let  me  remind  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  has  the  chief  charge  of 
domestic  legislation  in. this  House,  of 
what  fell  from  him  during  the  debate 
last  year.  My  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
that— 

"  He  felt  bound  to  say  that  in  this  case  there 
was  proof  of  abuse,  and  he  hoped,  on  whichever 
side  of  the  House  he  might  be  sitting,  he  should 
never  be  found  standing  up  for  that  which  hQ 
believed  to  be  an  abuse/* 
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He  said  farther — 

**Thi8  was  a  matter  with  which  he  had 
endeavoured  to  deal  by  a  Bill  whioh  he  intro- 
duced, as  a  private  Memher,  in  1870,  and  he  did 
not  desire  to  shrink  from  a  single  word  which 
he  used  on  that  occasion/' — [3  Mantard.  ccxzxv. 
815.] 

Now,  yrbsA,  were  the  words  whioh  he  uaed 
on  that  oocaoion  ? — 

«  When  they  loved  an  institution,"  he  said,  ''as 
they  all  loved  uie  Church,  they  ought  to  scrutinize 
every  abuse ;  and  the  moment  they  found  one 
they  should  sweep  it  away/'*— [3  Eamardt  cd. 
538.] 

He  then  aaked  the  Honse  to  put  an  end 
to  what  he  justly  called  '<  a  great  scandal 
to  the  Qhnrch,  and  an  absolute  insult 
to  parishioners;"  and  the  House  ap- 
peared to  be  perfectly  willing^  to  do 
so,  for  it  read  a  second  time,  without  a 
single  dissentient  voice,  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  Bill  on  the  11th  of  May;  but, 
for  some  reason  whioh  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  yet  to  explain, 
that  was  positiyely  the  veiy  last  whidi 
we  heard  of  his  Bill.  |He  loyed  the 
Church  so  weU  that  he  thought  such  an 
abuse  as  this  should  be  swept  away 
in  a  moment.  Many  moments  haye  since 
elapsed,  yet  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
neyer  renewed  his  attempt;  and,  to  judge 
from  the  Answer  which  he  made  to  a 
Question  of  mine  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Session,  there  is  no  longer  much 
of  the  ambition  of  a  sweep,  in  the  feeling 
with  which  he  regards  this  "scandal" 
and  this  ''  insult."  But  when  this  ques- 
tion came  up  again  last  year,  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  love  of  the  Ohurch  blazed 
forth  afresh.  He  not  only  confirmed 
eveiything  which  had  fallen  from  him 
before,  but  he  added  the  important 
declaration  that — 

"  In  his  opinion,  the  taking  of  money  for  the 
sale  of  a  next  presentation  was  in  the  same  cate- 
gory as  the  taking  of  money  for  giving  a  vote 
for  a  Member  of  that  House.  He  could  not  see 
the  distinction.*'— [3  Santard,  cczxxv.  315.] 

And  yet,  though  he  thinks  the  sale  of 
a  next  presentation  as  bad  as  bribery, 
thouffh  he  thinks  that  such  an  abuse 
should  be  swept  away  in  a  moment, 
and  though  he  is  now  armed  with  a 
unanimous  Eesolution  of  this  House 
empowering  him  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion, he  meets  Parliament  with  his  mind 
80  fascinated  by  the  roads  and  bridges  of 
Scotland,  that  he  has  no  leisure  to  deal 
with  it  at  all.    Andit  cannot  be  because  I 


my  light  hon.  Friend  stands  alone  in  the 
Cabinet  in  his  detestation  of  these  abuses ; 
for  I  remember  that  another  right  hon. 
Friend  of  mine,  who,  for  a  great  Ghief 
of  warriors,  I  haye  always  regparded  as 
the  most  eodesiastibally-minded  person 
in  the  House,  stood  manfully  by  bim  in 
his  support  of  his  Bill.  I  mean  me  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  What  he  said 
was  that — 

**  The  Church  of  England  did  not  consist  of 
patrons  and  clergy  alone,  but  of  the  flock  also ; 
and  by  this  Bill  me  position  of  the  flock  was 
properly  recognized." — [3  Kamard^  cci.  547.] 

And  yet  this  proper  position  of  the  flock 
remains  as  completely  unrecognized  now 
as  when  the  proper  position  of  these 
two  ri^ht  hon.  Gentlemen  was  still  im- 
recogmzed  by  the  country.  Now,  I 
cannot  see  the  adyantage  which  the 
public  deriyes  from  the  expression  of 
these  admirable  sentiments  on  the  part 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  if,  when  they 
haye  the  opportunity  of  bringing  them 
into  practice,  and  when  they  are  further 
encouraged  to  do  so  by  that  unanimous 
yote  of  this  House,  which  used  to  be 
considered  as  a  command,  they  entirely 
refrain  from  moying  in  the  matter. 
Why  is  it,  I  should  like  to  know,  that 
eyeryone  who  puts  his  hand  to  this 
plough  turns  back  ?  Is  it  because  it  is 
supposed  that  this  question  touches 
upon  the  rights  of  property  ?  I  remem- 
ber that  one  yoice  was  raised  in  this 
sense  last  year,  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  the  Conmiittee  of  Ways 
and  ]\ieans  Q&x.  Eaikes).  I  wish  that 
my  hon.  Friend  had  gone  to  a  diyision. 
I  should  like  the  coimtry  to  know  pre- 
cisely who  they  are  in  this  House  who 
regard  the  right  of  presentation  less  as 
a  matter  of  trust  than  a  matter  of  pro- 
perty.   What  said  my  hon.  Friend  ? — 

**  The  recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
the  other  House,  that  the  right  of  appointment 
should  be  considered  as  a  trust,  appeared  to  him 
to  be  begging  the  whole  question.  The  point 
to  be  determined  was  not  whether  the  right  of 
presentation  was  a  matter  of  trust,  but  a  matter 
of  property — a  right,  no  doubt,  to  be  governed 
and  controlled  in.  the  interests  of  decency  and 
propriety,  but  yet  a  right  which  was  a  matter 
of  propcity." — [3  Eimtardy  ccxxxv.  317.] 

Now,  my  hon.  Friend  spoke  at  so  late 
an  hour  that  he  had  scarcely  time  to 
deyelop  his  argument.  If  he  had  done 
so,  I  think  that  he  would  haye  added 
another  proposition  which  I  find  in- 
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yariably  coupled  with  it,  in  the  reason- 
ing of  those  who  take  this  particular 
line,  and  it  is  this — ^that  when  a  man  is 
ordained  by  the  Bishop,  something  hap- 
pens which  makes  him  an  elenb&  pre- 
sentee to  any  Hying  in  the  Slin^om. 
Proceeding  upon  these  two  propositions, 
why  should  we  not  go  on  to  say — and  I 
am  quoting  now  from  an  able  defeoce 
of  the  existing  system  which  was  pub- 
lished when  it  was  attacked  by  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough — why  should 
we  not  go  on  to  say  that 

**  the  best  thing  which  ootild  happen  to  the 
Church  would  be  to  sweep  away  tne  Simony 
Laws  into  the  waste-paper  basket  P  " 

"Laws,"  which  we  are  told,  "were  en- 
acted when  witches  bestrode  a  broom- 
stick ; "  and,  further — 

'<  That  any  person,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Ordinary,  should  have  the  right  of  purchasing 
any  benefice,  yacant  or  full ;  ** 

and  that,  since 

'<  fathers  have  bequeathed  to  their  sons  advow- 
sons  as  their  sole  patrimony,  women  hare  gone 
to  the  altar,  settlements  have  been  made," 

and  so  forth ;  all  "on  the  faith  of  the 
inviolable  sanction  of  English  law," 
any  changes  in  the  law  which  may  have 
the  effect  of  cheapening  this  yast  pro- 
perty in  the  market  would  be  just  so 
much  confiscation  and  robbery ;  and  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough's  Bill,  because 
it  threatened  to  do  so,  was  "  a  crimson 
sin."  Now,  if  we  are  to  Rrant  the  pre- 
mises, it  is  |)erhaps  difficu^  to  point  out 
a  flaw  in  this  argument ;  but  if  so,  what 
are  we  compelled  to  infer  ?  Why,  that 
the  Chiirch  of  England  is  hopelessly  sad- 
dled with  a  burthen  which  must  weigh 
her  to  the  earth.  For  if  we  are  to  be  logi- 
cal, if  we  are  to  sweep  the  Laws  of  Simony 
into  the  waste-paper  basket,  if  we  are  to 
have  free  trade  in  benefices,  yacant  or 
full,  how  will  the  Church  appear  to  the 
people,  if  not  as  a  yast  commercial  or- 
ganization for  the  profitable  preaching  of 
the  Gospel  ?  And  I  should  like  to  know 
what  Church  has  eyer  existed,  which 
has  dared  to  present  so  brazen  a  front 
to  the  world  j  as  that  ?  Why,  such  a 
Church  could  not  exist  in  this  country 
for  an  hour !  But  if  this  be  not  the  true 
notion  of  the  rights  of  patrons,  what  is  ? 
There  is  only  one  other  notion  possible, 
and  it  is  this — a  notion  sustained  by  all 
the  laws  and  canons  which  haye  been 
passed  upon  the  subject — that  this  kind 

]Ur,  Zcatham 


of  property  carries  a  solenm  trust,  that 
the  rieht  of  the  patron  to  deriye  b^efit 
from  mis  propei^  is  strictiy  limited  hj 
the  ri^ht  of  the  congreRation  to  enjoy 
the  ministrations  of  a  fit  and  proper 

Serson;  therefore,  that  all  methods  of 
ealing  with  this  property  which  de- 
fraud the  congregation  of  that  riffht 
ouRht  to  be  prohibited  by  law,  and  mat 
a  law  which  does  so  prohibit  them  is 
no  law  of  confiscation  and  robbery,  but 
a  measure  of  justice.  Now,  before  I 
leaye  this  point,  let  me  quote  a  few 
words  from  a  yery  powerM  rastoral  de- 
liyered  by  the  Bisnop  of  Peterborough 
upon  this  subject  a  year  or  two  ago ;  and 
I  cannot  help  saying,  in  passing,  that  I 
think  the  highest  praise  is  due  to  that 
right  rey.  Inrelate  for  the  courageous 
and  unsparine  censure  which  he  has 
poured  upon  those  who  not  only  perpe- 
trate these  abuses,  but  defend  them. 
Indeed,  almost  single-handed,  I  may 
say,  he  stood  up  in  the  House  of  Lords 
for  the  rights  of  religion  against  the 
claims  of  property — 

«  My  answer  to  such  a  claim,"  he  said,  "  is 
simply  this.  You  are  askyig  compensation  for 
the  loss  of  an  immoral  increment,  and  your 
claim  is  as  immoral  as  the  gain  which  you  say 
will  be  lost  to  you.  I  ask  you,  if  you  have  the 
courage  to  do  so,  to  state  plainly  the  items  for 
which  you  claim  compensation — for  the  privil^;e 
of  forcing  on  a  pansh  a  paralytic  pastor,  so 
much ;  for  the  right  to  appoint  a  der^^yman  so 
scandalous  that  he  cannot  bring- su£GlcLent  testi- 
monials  to  his  character,  so  much. ;  for  the  right 
to  appoint  an  octogenarian  deigyman,  in  oider 
to  sell  the  living  over  his  head,  so  much ;  and 
for  the  right  generally  to  hurt  the  souls  of  pa- 
rishioners for  the  sake  of  our  private  gain,  w> 
much." 

And  now.  Sir,  let  me  turn  to  quite  an- 
other kind  of  objection — ^that  which 
comes  from  hon.  Friends  of  mine  who 
think  that  the  terms  of  this  Motion  are 
not  nearly  broad  enough.  I  was  almost 
startied,  when  this  subject  was  under 
discussion  last  year,  by  the  attitude  of 
hon.  Friends  of  mine,  who  rose,  in  mid- 
night wrath,  and  denounced  the  yery  in- 
nocent yerbal  compromise  into  which  I 
entered  with  the  yiew  of  securing  imani- 
mity.  That  happy  obliyion  which  oyer- 
takes  so  much  of  the  eloquence  of  the 
small  hours,  preyents  my  re-producing 
the  terms  in  which  my  hon.  Friends 
condemned  my  apostacy ;  but  I  remem- 
ber that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Peterborough  (Mr.  Whalley)  spoke  of 
many  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
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land  as  "atrooioTiB  and  abominable 
Sepoys  " — ^whatever  that  might  mean — 
and  that,  with  almost  equal  vivacity,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Haokney  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  declared  that  not  for  a  moment 
could  he  agree  that  there  was  any  dif- 
ference between  the  sale  of  a  next  pre- 
sentation and  the  sale  of  an  advowson ; 
and  that  what  he  condemned  tn  toto  was 
the  sale  of  a  spiritual  charge  at  all. 
Now,  I  am  prepared  to  go  almost  all 
lengths  with  my  non.  Friend  in  his  con- 
demnation, not  only  of  the  sale  of  next 
presentations,  but  of  the  sale  of  advow- 
sons  in  gross ;  but  what  I  would  venture 
to  point  out  to  him  is,  that  it  is  quite  un- 
necessary for  us  to  enter  at  all  into  this 
controversy  to-night.  This  [Resolution 
simply  affirms  that  these  scandals  and 
abuses  exist,  and  that  it  is  desirable  to 
take  legislative  measures  to  prevent 
them ;  and  surely  the  EadicaHsm  of  my 
hon.  Friend  does  not  carry  him  so  far  as 
to  make  him  prefer  no  bread  to  half-a- 
loaf.  If  I  were  framing  a  grand  decla- 
ration of  opinion  upon  this  whole  subject, 
I  should  introduce  many  things  into  this 
Eesolulion  which  I  have  purposely 
omitted.  But  what  ch&nce  would  there 
be  that  such  aBesolution  should  pass 
the  present  House  of  Commons,  Or  that 
it  should  lead  to  future  legislation  ?  We 
are  practical  men  here;  and  to  refuse  all 
reforms  because  we  cannot  obtain  every 
reform  is  a  concession  to  abstract  theory 
to  which  I,  for  one,  will  never  stoop. 
Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  scandals  and 
abuses  at  which  this  Motion  is  chiefly 
aimed?  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  do 
better  than  to  quote  a  paragraph  from 
the  evidence  wluch  the  Bishop  of  Exeter 
^ve  before  the  Bi^op  of  Peterborough's 
Committee ;  for,  with  great  clearness, 
and  at  the  same  time  with  great  mode- 
ration, that  right  rev.  Prelate  stated 
what  the  chief  of  those  evils  are— 

«I  think  the  worst  eyil  of  aU,"  he  gaid,  '*is 
the  shock  to  the  religiouB  feeling  of  a  great 
number  of  people,  eepeoiallj  of  the  artizan  class, 
and  the  lower  middle  class,  who,  I  think,  find  it 
a  yery  great  hindrance  to  them,  and  a  stumbling- 
block,  greater  than  it  is  quite  easy  for  more  edu- 
cated people  to  measure.  I  think  the  evil  is  so 
great,  that  it  cuts  as  it  were,  at  the  very  reason 
for  the  existence  of  a  Church  at  all,  because  a 
Church  only  exists  to  help  people  to  be  Christians, 
and  to  be  better  Christians ;  and  this,  I  think, 
is  a  positive  hindrance  tn  their  way.  I  have 
constantly  found,  in  conversation  with  them, 
that  they  look  upon  it  as  a  personal  humiliation 
when  the  advowson  of  the  parish  in  which  they 
live  is  sold ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  that  in 


that  class  a  considerable  number  of  quiet,  reli- 
gious people  become  Nonconformists  simply  from 
&Leir  hatred  of  what  seems  to  them  so  exceed- 
ingly wrong  in  principle.  That,  I  think,  is  the 
worst  evil.  But,  then,  I  think,  in  the  second 
place,  there  is  a  very  great  evil  in  the  demorali- 
zation of  the  Clergy.  In  respect  to  this  matter, 
I  find  constantly  that  the  artificial  character  of 
the  Law  of  Simony  has  the  effect  of  making 
clergymen  insensible  to  the  evils  of  Simoniacal 
transactions  altogether.  I  have  known  of  very 
good  men  who  were  mixed  up  with  transactions 
of  this  kind,  who  seemed  not  to  be  at  all  aware 
of  the  evil  to  which  they  were  lending  them- 
selves." 

And  he  proceeds  to  give  an  instance — 

"  Then,  in  the  third  place,"  he  goes  on  to  say, 
**I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  evil  that  there 
should  be  the  scandal  of  sudi  sales ;  that  it 
should  be  constantly  in  the  mouths  of  the  ene- 
mies of  the  Church  of  England  that  positions 
in  the  Church  are  matters  of  barter  and  sale  ; 
and  everybody  is  aware  that  it  is  constantly 
used  by  Nonconformists  as  an  argument  against 
the  Church,  and  used  with  very  considerable 
effect,  to  my  knowledge.  Then,  in  the  fourth 
place,  I  think  that  the  practice  of  sales  has,  to 
a  very  great  degree,  demoralized  the  patrons. 
The  patrons  very  generally  take  a  rnxLch.  lower 
view  of  their  duty  in  me  matter  than  they 
would  take  if  there  were  no  such  thing  as  the 
sale  of  a  living,  and  if  a  man  felt  only  that  he 
was  a  trustee,  bound  to  find  the  best  clerg3rman 
he  could  for  Uie  parish  that  was  thus  entrusted 
to  his  charge.  I  have  not  any  doubt  at  all  that 
the  market-value  of  livings  is  higher  in  conse- 
quence of  this  general  idea  that  a  patron  is  not 
bound  to  find  the  best  man  that  he  can,  and, 
indeed,  that  he  is  barely  bound  to  find  even  a 
fit  man — ^that  is  to  say|  he  is  bound  to  find  a 
man  who  is  legally  fit,  a  man  who  could  not  be 
proved  to  be  unfit ;  but  that  he  is  not  bound  to 
take  any  venr  great  pains  to  find  a  man  who 
certainly  is  fit.  Then,  lastly,  there  can  be  no 
question  at  all  that  the  present  practice  of  the 
sale  of  advowsons  and  next  presentations  g^ves 
^:reat  &cilities  for  abuse,  and  I  have  known 
instances  of  very  serious  abuse.*' — [Minutes  of 
Evidenesy  pp.  61-62.] 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Bishop 
divides  those  evils  under  five  heads,  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  two 
or  three  of  them.  And  first,  as  to  the 
shock  to  religious  feeling.  The  Bishops 
themselves  are  all  valuable  witnesses  to 
this  fact — 

"The  sale  of  livings,"  says  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester,  "is  a  scandal,  an  evil,  an  abuse  of 
a  high  and  solemn  trust,  so  pernicious  in  its 
influence,  that  every  well-wisher  of  the  Church 
ought  to  desire  its  removal.  There  was  no 
scandal  in  the  Church  of  England  that  so 
alienated,  and  kept  alienated,  the  great  Noncon- 
formist bodies  from  them — bocues  whom  it 
should  be  the  desire  of  every  Churchman  to 
bring  back  to  the  fold— so  much  as  the  sight  of 
such  things  as  he  had  mentioned." 
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Take  an  authority  from  quite  another 
school  of  opinion  in  the  Ohuroh — 

"  Shan  any  man,"  said  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln 
in  his  Pastonil  for  1874,  *^  treat  Omistian  con- 
gregations, the  sheep  and  lamhs  of  Christ,  as  if 
they  were  only  like  the  heasts  that  perish,  to  be 
carried  from  pens  in  market-places  to  slan^ter- 
houses  in  the  shambles  P  This  is  what  is  done 
by  those  Christian  priests  who,  like  the  shep- 
herds denomiced  in  £lzekiel,  undertake  the  pas- 
toral office  in  order  to  eat  the  fat  and  clothe 
themselves  with  the  wool." 

Now  I  have  only  quoted  from  three 
right  rev.  Prelates  ;  but  I  might  have, 
quoted  from  the  whole  Bench,  for  this  is 
an  evil  so  ^reat  and  glaring,  and  so  en- 
tirely indefensible,  that  if  we  hold  our 
peace  even  the  Bishops  cry  out.  And 
now,  Sir,  just  to  show  how  frequently 
these  next  presentations  change  hands, 
when  the  system  of  sales  has  free  play, 
and  the  odd  uses  which  are  maoe  of 
them,  let  me  take  the  history  of  one 
living,  the  presentation  to  which  is 
unifonnly  sold.  I  will  take  that  of 
Wilmslow  in  Cheshire,  a  living  worth 
some  £1,600  a-year,  in  the  gift  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  family  of  Dr.  Trafford, 
and  therefore  invariably  sold — at  least, 
it  has  been  for  217  years.  Let  us  go 
back,  say,  to  the  life-time  of  the 
existing  generation.  In  1814  the  Sev. 
Mr.  Clowes  bought  it  for  his  sister  who 
had  married  the  Eev.  Joseph  Bradshaw. 
The  Rev.  Joseph  Brad^aw  was  duly 
instituted ;  and  when,  in  1824,  he  was 
upon  his  deathbed,  the  next  presentation 
was  sold  in  a  great  hurry  in  the  hunting 
field  for  £6,000  to  Mr.  E.  Vijor  Fox. 
As  the  incumbent  was  in  artieuh  mortis 
when  the  sale  was  made,  the  Bishop 
refused  to  institute  the  presentee  oi 
the  new  patron  ;  whereupon  the  latter 
brought  three  actions  against  the  Bishop, 
in  the  last  of  which  [he  was  successful. 
The  litigation,  however,  lasted  during 
several  years,  and  in  the  meantime  the 
Crown  twice  presented  to  the  living. 
Immediately  before  the  promotion  to  a 
Bishopric  of  the  second  presentee  of  the 
Crown,  Mr.  Fox,  who  had  by  this  time 
won  his  action,  sold  the  living  to  a  Mr. 
Chambers,  who  bought  it  for  his  daughter. 
The  daughter  married  a  Mr.  Brownlow, 
and  made  him  rector  in  1829.  This 
poor  Mr.  Brownlow  had  a  great  deal  to 
answer  for.  He  was  one  of  those 
extremely  delicate  men  who  are  always 
dying  yet  never  die.  For  43  years  he 
acted  as  a  perfect  decoy  to  the  spiritual 

Mr.  Leatham 


speculators  of  the  district ;  and  no  less 
than  three  gentlemen  in  suooession  pur- 
chased the  living  for  their  sons,  and 
finally  threw  up  their  bargains  in  de- 
spair, all  through  Mr.  Brownlow's  un- 
reasonable attad^ent  to  life.  Finally, 
Mr.  Cope,  the  last  of  them,  two  years 
before  Mr.  Brownlow  died  for  the  last 
time,  sold  the  presentation  to  a  gentle- 
man, who  bought  it  for  his  daughter; 
and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  that  lady  now 
reigns  happily  at  the  rectory.  Now, 
the  House  will  observe  that  the  presenta- 
tion to  this  living  has  been  made  thrice 
by  a  lady — indeed,  it  is  wonderful  how 
eager  ladies  are  to  buy  next  presenta- 
tions, or  rather  it  would  be  wonderful  if 
we  did  not  see  how  much  they  manag^ 
to  purchase  at  the  same  time.  I  am  told 
that  it  is  quite  a  common  thing  in 
Cheshire  for  next  presentations  to  be 
bought  for  ladies.  There  are  Wilmslow 
and  Ashton — of  which  I  spoke  last  year — 
and  Cheadle,  which  possesses  the  farther 
distinction  of  having  its  religious  aspira- 
tions ministered  to  by  a  gentieman  who, 
I  believe,  beyond  all  controversy,  is  the 
very  best  judge  of  dogs  in  England. 
Well,  but,  Sir,  aS  to  that  demoralization 
of  the  Clergy,  of  which  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter  speaks.  If  anyone  has  any 
doubt  of  that,  he  has  only  to  turn  to  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  the  leading 
journal  a  few  days  after  our  last  debate 
upon  this  subject,  and  which  was  signed 
**  An-Essex  Rector."  This  poor  man  is 
in  great  alarm  about  his  spiritual  pro- 
perty; indeed,  I  doubt  whether  Alexemder 
the  Coppersmith  was  in  a  greater  panic. 
With  reference  to  that  debate,  he  says — 

'<  There  was  no  allusion  made  to  the  Clerical 
patrons.  There  are  many  men,  like  myself, 
with  inoit  of  their  property  invested  in  Ohurch 
livings.  The  majority  of  such  adyowsons  were 
either  purchased  by  their  others  for  them,  or 
left  them  by  will.  To  stop  the  sale  of  adyow- 
sons  would  be  starvation  to  their  widows  axid 
children.  In  Essex  alone  we  have  something 
like  £15,000  a-year,  or  £150,000,  in  such  pro- 
perty ;  and  for  the  sake  of  our  children,  we,  the 
Glenoal  patrons,  must  defend  the  sale  of  Church 
property,  which  we  hold  to  be  justice  in  its 
truest  sense. 

He  concludes  his  letter  thus — 

<'It  is  impossihle  that  any  clergyman  pre- 
sented for  life,  or  as  a  step  in  promotion,  can 
take  the  same  interest  in  a  pariah  as  one  who  is 
patron  as  well  as  rector,  and  who  trusts  to  be 
succeeded  by  his  own  son.  Should  any  remedy 
be  sought  for  stopping  the  sale  of  Church  pro- 
perty,  the  son— however  unfitted— of  the  rector 
must  be  orddned,  if  only  for  saving  property 
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to  his  family.  Fur  better  to  do  away  witli  tlie 
oath  of  Simony,  and  allow  the  sale  honestly, 
which  would  ie  for  the  good  of  the  Churdi 
generally." 

So  that  it  has  come  to  this — the  cure  of 
souls  is  regarded  as  so  much  familv  pro- 
'perty  to  be  handed  down  from  fiather  to 
son.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  often 
come  across  so  barefEiced  an  expression 
of  clerical  opinion  as  this  is ;  but  it  has 
one  kind  of  value.  It  accounts  for  a 
great  deal  in  the  evidence  contained  in 
the  Blue  Book,  which  would  otherwise 
be  incomprehensible,  if  not  incredible. 
For  example,  there  is  a  complete  con- 
sensus of  opinion  among  witnesses  as  to 
the  low  view  which  appears  to  be  taken 
by  many  clergymen  of  the  binding  nature 
of  the  declaration  against  Simony.  And 
let  the  House  bear  in  mind  that  the 
witnesses  are  none  of  them  inimical  to 
the  Church  or  unfriendly  to  the  Clergy. 
They  are  all  either  dignitaries  of  me 
Church,  or  men  whom  dignitaries  delight 
to  honour.  We  may  accept,  therefore, 
what  thev  say  as  the  literal  truth,  co- 
loured, if  it  be  coloured  at  all,  by  a 
natural  tenderness  for  Ihe  system  which 
they  are  describing,  and  under  the 
shadow  of  which  they  have  passed  their 
lives.  Now,  Mr.  Few,  whose  experience 
must  have  been  enormous,  speaks  most 
strongly  of  what  he  calls  the  '*  density  " 
of  the  Clergy  in  this  respect.  He  says 
that  their  "densiiy  is  quite  remarkable." 
But  what  says  Mr.  Bridges?  Who  is 
Mr.  Bridges  ?  He  is  a  soucitor  in  large 
practice  m  London,  who  has  been  con- 
cerned professionally  for  the  Society  for 
Promotmg  Christian  Knowledge,  for  the 
Corporation  of  the  Sons  of  the  Clergy, 
for  the  Clergy  Orphan  Corporation,  and 
for  a  body  of  Church  Patronage  Trus- 
tees ;  and  he  was  asked  these  questions 
with  regard  to  the  Oath,  and  gave  these 
answers — 

''  Yon  think,  it  being  a  legal  oath,  persons  not 
of  a  legal  mind  may  not  qmte  undentand  it  ? — 
Tet,  such  persons  maybe  very  much  embarrassed, 
or  dse  they  may  come  to  the  conclusion,  which 
I  have  often  seen  arrived  at  b^  clergymen,  that 
the  whole  thing  is  an  absurdity,  and  that  they 
nuiy  get  through  the  matter  in  the  best  way 
they  can.  That  I  know  to  be  a  very  common 
state  of  mind. — Have  you  known  instances  of 
that  kindP  Tee;  there  have  been  many  in- 
stances in  which  I  have  been  fortunate  enough 
to  stop  proceedings  of  this  kind,  and  there  have 
been  other  oases  in  which  I  have  not  been  so 
fortunate,  but  in  which  the  proceedings  have 
gone  on  in  spite  of  every  remonstrance. — Have 
you  had  clergymen  of  really  good  repute  and 


character  come  to  you,  and  propose  to  carry  out 
a  transaction  which  you  knew  to  be  Simomacal, 
although  they  did  notP  Undoubtedly;  clergy- 
men have  frequently  come  to  me  in  this  kind  of 
way :  some  clerical  agent  whom  they  have  con- 
sulted has  introduced  them  to  some  other  clergy- 
man, or  to  some  patron,  with  whom  the  trans- 
action was  to  be  carried  out,  and  they  have  got 
into  correspondence  with  that  other  clergyman 
direct ;  and  the  letters  which  have  been  ^own 
to  me  have  frequently  constituted  what,  in  my 
judgment,  was  a  Simomacal  contract.  I  have  then 
pointed  out  the  fact,  and  gone  into  the  matter ; 
but  in  spite  of  that  I  have  known  that  the 
transaction  has  been  carried  out,  although  not 
through  my  instrumentality. — ^You  have  known 
that  to  occur  in  the  case  of  clergymen  who  were 
patrons,  and  who  were  selling  benefices,  as  well 
as  in  the  case  of  clerffvmen  who  were  buying; 
benefices  P — Undoubtedly.  I  have  put  it  in  this 
way,  and  it  shows  the  state  of  conscience  which 
prevails  upon  the  subject.  A  patron,  who  was 
also  an  incumbent,  has  made  an  arrangement 
with  some  clergyman  to  purchase  his  living, 
and  on  its  being  pointed  out,  as  I  did,  that  the 
purchasing  clergyman  would  have  a  difficulty 
in  taking  the  oath,  the  remark  was  made,  *  that 
is,  of  course,  his  affair,'  which  I  ventured  to 
point  out  was  not  entirely  the  case." — [Minutet 
of  Evidence^  pp.  37,  38.] 

Well,  Sir,  after  that  evidence  we  are  not 
surprised  at  the  statement  which  is  cate- , 
goncally  made  by  Mr.  Lee,  seoretaiy  to 
many  Bishops,  that  ''evasions  of  the  Law 
are  almost  universal." — [Ihid.  p.  31.] 
But  the  examination  of  Mr.  Bridges  pro- 
ceeded as  follows : — 

«Are  you  also  of  opinion  that  the  secrecy 
connected  with  transactions  of  this  kind  is  mis- 
chievous in  its  efieotsP  I  think  it  is  very 
mischievous,  practically,  as  a  moral  question. 
When  you  are  consulted  upon  these  matters, 
you  hardly  venture  to  put  the  thing  down  in 
writing  in  the  first  instance,  for  fear  you  may 
commit,  you  do  not  know  to  what  extent,  the 
person  who  consults  you  P  I  have  frequently 
had  to  go  ,to  coimBel  for  a  conference,  without 
having  anything  put  on  paper,  wishing  to  see 
whether  the  tnuisaction  is  oimoniacal  or  not, 
before  venturing  to  go  anv  further. — As  I  under- 
stand it,  secrecy  is  q>eaially  observed  by  clerical 
agents ;  they  announce  in  their  circulars  and  ad- 
vertisements that  the  transaction  will  be  strictly 
private  P  That  appears  to  be  the  case  with  a 
certain  dass  of  derical  agents  who  advertise 
very  freely.  For  instance,  they  advertise  that 
they  consider  strict  privacy  vital  to  arrange- 
ments of  this  kind. — You  have  seen  such  adver- 
tisements, have  you  notP  Yes;  I  see  them 
constantly.  You  cannot  read  The  EccletiatUeal 
Otaette wiHiOMi  seeing  them;  the  last  number 
was  full  of  them."— [/^W.  p.  39.] 

And  in  this  connection  I  may  remind 
the  House  of  the  result  of  the  calcula- 
tion into  which  I  entered  minutely  last 
year — as  to  the  number  of  livings  which 
are  at  this  moment  in  the  hands  of  these 
advertising  agents  for  barter  or   sale. 
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Makm^  allowance  for  duplicate  adyer- 
tisements,  I  found  that  upwards  of 
2,000  livings,  or  one-fourth  of  the 
whole  saleable  patronage  of  the  Church, 
were  in  the  market  at  the  same  moment. 
Any  hon.  Gentleman  may  suit  himself 
with  a  living  by  consulting  these 
registers.  Does  he  desire  an  active 
living?  He  may  select,  for  example, 
St.  PhiHp's,  Liverpool,  income  £450, 
but 

''with  prospect  of  an  increaae,  sinoe  this 
church  poaeessesthe  privilege  of  marrying  from 
all  parts  of  the  town." 

Does  he  wish  for  a  sinecure  ?  He  may 
take  Trehaverock,  in  Oomwall,  where 
there  is  no  service,  no  residence,  and 
the  parsonage  appears  to  be  licensed  for 
the  sale  of  tmient  spirits.  He  has  only 
to  glance  at  these  advertisements  to  see 
how  completely  the  system  has  secu- 
larized that  portion  of  the  Glergr  which 
has  mixed  itself  up  with'it.  Much  is  con- 
stantly made  of  the  amenitiesof  the  situa- 
tion— the  bradnff  air,  the  fine  scenery, 
the  good  society,  me  hunting,  fishing,  and 
shooting,  down  to  rooks,  the  hot-houses 
and  ice-houses,  the  lawns,  and  avenues, 
and  shrubberies,  and  so  forth  —  and 
nothing  whatever  of  the  solemn  duties 
which  are  attached  to  the  office,  except 
thatt  hey  are  desirably  light  and  few  in 
number.  If  we  did  not  Imow  how  many 
excellent  and  devoted  men  there  are  in 
the  Ohurch,  we  might  readily  infer  that 
the  whole  Priesthood  was  a  thing  of 
purple  and  fine  linen,  or  that  Aese  la- 
l>ourers  in  the  Vineyard  were  intent  upon 
nothing  but  thejuice.  But,  to  return  to 
Mr.  Bndges.    He  was  asked — 

<'  In  these  ne^tiations  for  sale,  the  Law  of 
Simony  is  sometmies  evaded  in  order  to  secure  an 
immediate  resignation,  is  it  not  P — ^Frequently. 
In  what  way  do  yon  suppose  that  might  be  done; 
by  a  deposit  of  money  P  What  has  been  done, 
I  know,  in  a  case  that  came  under  my  own  cog- 
nizance, was  this.  A  clergyman  who  was  patron, 
•and  had  bden  incumbent  <n  a  living,  wishing  to 
sell  it,  and  knowing  that  the  Bishop  of  that  dio- 
cese had  a  particular  objection  to  accepting  the 
resignation  of  a  clergyman  who  was  also  patron 
when  there  had  been  a  sale,  vacated  the  living 
and  put  in  an  intimate  friend  of  his  own,  who 
undertook,  as  a  matter  of  friendly  feeling,  to 
resign  whenever  he  wished.  He  sold  the  living, 
of  course  with  the  understanding  on  the  part  of 
the  purchaser  of  the  surrounding  circumstances. 
The  purchaser  was  not  absolutely  satisfied  to 
pay  mone^r  down  until  he  saw  what  he  was  going 
to  get  for  it,  and  the  arrangement  which  I  un- 
derstood was  made  was  tms,  the  money  was 
deposited  in  the  names  of  two  persons  who  were 
supposed  to  be  capable  of  beii^  trusted,  and  as 
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soon  as  the  living  was  vacant  and  the  clergy- 
man instituted,  &e  money  was  paid  down."^ 
llbid.  p.  39.] 

I  may  add  here,  that  although  there  can 
be  no  moral  distinction  between  the  pur- 
chase of  a  vacant  living  and  of  one 
"  with  immediate  possession  " — "  imme- 
diate possession ''  is  continually  adver- 
tised. I  have  a  monthly  Begister  of 
"  Church  Preferments  for  Sale,"  pub- 
lished last  year  by  one  of  the  best-known 
of  these  agents,  in  which  there  are  94 
advertisements,  and  in  57  of  them  im- 
mediate possession  is  guaranteed.  Mr. 
Bridges  was  asked  again — 

«  Some  of  the  derioal  agents  of  whom  he  had 
just  been  speaking  are,  I  believe,  owners  of 
donatives? — ^Yes;  I  know  a  case  in  which  a 
a  donative  was  used  for  the  purpose  of  evasion ; 
but  how  far  it  is  a  prevalent  pz«otioe,  I  do  not 
know." 

I  may  mention  that  Lord  S.  O.  Osbome 
tell  us — [Ibid,  p.  108.] — ^that  donatives 
are  used  for  another  purpose — ^that  of 
whitewashing  black  sheep.  He  gives 
an  instance  in  which  the  same  donative 
was  thus  used  thrice  in  succession ;  but 
the  sheep  were  all  so  black  that  the 
whitewasn  would  not  stick.  But  Mr. 
Bridges  goes  on  to  explain  how  useM  a 
donative  may  be  made.    He  says — 

'*  A  clergyman  called  upon  me  one  day,  a  few 
years  ago,  and  requested  me  to  carr^  out  the 
saleofanadvowson.  He  was  an  old  family  client; 
he  was  the  patron  and  incumbent  of  a  living;  he 
knew  perfectly  well  that  his  Bishop  objected  to 
accept  a  resi^pation  in  cases  where  the  patron 
was  also  the  incumbent,  and  had  made  a  sale ; 
and  he  told  me  that  he  had  arranged  with  a 
particular  datioal  agent,  who  kept  two  or  three 
of  those  donatives  in  his  pocket,  to  purchase  one 
of  those  donatives  for  £100;  he  was  then, 
having  sold  his  own  living,  to  appoint  himself 
to  this  donative;  and  then,  when  the  living 
thereby  became  vacated,  and  the  purchaser  was 
presented  to  the  living  which  was  sold,  he  was 
to  s^  back  the  donative  to  the  clerical  agent  for 

the  same  price  that  he  gave  for  it 

He  was  a  thorough  gentieman  by  position ;  he 
was  a  man  of  good  family,  and  there  was  no- 
thing whatever  ag^ainst  his  character;  he  did 
not  belong  to  any  very  earnest  school  in  the 
Church.— For  all  these  reasons  which  you  have 
stated,  you  think  the  oath  as  well  as  the  sub- 
stituted declaration  against  Simony  are  really 
of  littie  practical  use  r  I  think  they  are  oon- 
stantiy  in  the  habit  of  being  evaded,  and  I  do 
not  think  thatthey  practically  prevent  ffimoniacal 
transactions;  we  know  that  a  great  many 
transactions  of  this  kind  are  being  carried  out, 
and  I  believe  I  am  right  in  statmg  that  there 
has  been  no  prosecution  for  Simony  for  a  great 
many  years  in  any  of  the  Courts."— [ii^V^ 
p.  40.] 

And  Sir,  a  method  of  evasion  equally 
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objectionable  with  any  mentioned  by 
Mr.  Bridges,  is  when  a  living  which  it  is 
desired  to  sell  falls  yaoanti  and  a  vener- 
able clerg3nnan  is  presented,  a  clergy- 
man the  most  venerable  who  can  be 
found — so  venerable  sometimes,  that, 
as  in  the  case  mentioned  by  Lord  S.  O. 
Osborne,  "he  is  barely  able  to  sit  up 
in  a  chair." — \Ihid.  p.  106.]  Now,  why 
is  this  sort  of  thing  done?  In'  order 
that  the  living  may  be  sold  by  auction, 
and  that  the  auctioneer  may  be  in  a 
position  to  announce  that  the  incumbent  is 
positively  upon  his  last  legs.  I  will  give 
the  House  one  instance,  not  because  it 
is  at  all  the  worst  which  could  be  cited 
— far  otherwise — ^but  because  I  have 
had  the  opportunily  of  watching  what 
was  done  with  this  living.  I  refer  to 
Hilgajr,  in  Norfolk.  In  1870  the 
then  incumbent,  who  was  also  patron, 
be^an  to  advertise  his  living  for  sale. 
This  gentleman  laboured  under  the 
disadvantage  that  he  had  not  as  yet 
reached  the  age  when  livings  become 
attractive ;  so  he  availed  himself  of  the 
only  extenuating  circumstances  within 
his  reach.  He  advertised  himself— the 
incumbent — ^as  "  56  years  of  age,  but  he 
is,  it  is  believed,  in  a  very  precarious  state 
of  health."  Now,  the  precarious  health 
of  a  man  of  56  is  not  always  to  be 
trusted ;  so  he  advertised  for  two  years 
in  vain — and  then  died ;  with  the  con- 
solation, no  doubt,  that,  although  he 
had  not  sold  his  living,  he  had  abom- 
dantly  justified  the  terms  of  his  advertise- 
ment. Well,  what  did  they  do  then  ? 
Thev  put  in  the  most  charitable  canon 
in  all  £n^land,  a  man  whose  charitable 
construction  of  the  motives  of  others 
exceeds  almost  anything  of  which  I  have 
ever  read — the  Rev.  Canon  St.  Vincent 
Beeohey.  When  he  took  leave  of  his  old 
parishioners,  this  gentleman  spoke  of 

« the  kindly  hearts  and  generous  impulses  of 
patrons  to  seek  the  best  spiritual  superinten- 
dence for  the  people  they  were  called  upon  to 
provide  for ; " 

and  of  his  own  preferment  as  coming 

''from  the  spontaneous  desire  of  a  faithful 
widowed  patron  to  carry  out  her  hushand's  own 
desire,  that  his  people  he  ministered  to  by  a 
successor  in  his  curate." 

The  husband  being  the  advertising 
patron  to  whom  I  have  alluded,  and  the 
curate  being  himself — and  what  an 
aroma  of  usefulness  that  curate  must 
have  left  behind  him  to  hang  about  the 
spot  for   40   years!    Now   i^e  living 


— which  is  a  very  valuable  one — ^fell 
vacant  in  September;  Canon  Beechey 
was  instituted  in  October ;  and  in  the 
May  following,  I  saw  the  living  put  up 
to  auction  at  the  Auction  Mart,  Token- 
house  Yard.  I  do  not  know  whether 
Canon  Beechey  went  there,  too,  to  see 
the  living  sold  over  his  head.  If  he 
did,  he  must  have  been  surprised  to 
find  how  little  the  auctioneer  had  to 
say  about  ^*  the  generous  impulses 
of  patrons."  What  he  would  have 
heard  was  an  eloquent  peroration  about 
his  own  advanced  age,  coupled  with  the 
value  of  the  living,  the  size  of  the 
dining-room  and  cellars,  and  the  noble 
accommodation  which  had  been  pro- 
vided for  the  pigs.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  to  dwell  upon  these  auctions — they 
are  constantly  occurring.  There  were 
two  last  Friday — an  advowson  with  an 
incumbent  aged  76,  who  was  only  insti- 
tuted lastjyear ;  and  a  next  presentation, 
with  an  incumbent  whose  certificate  of 
baptism,  we  are  informed,  is  dated  No- 
vember 23rd,  1804.  I  do  not  wish,  I 
say,  to  dwell  upon  these  auctions.  I 
know  that  the  majority  of  this  House 
are  zealous  and  conscientious  Church- 
men, and  I  would  not  raise  an  unne- 
cessary blush  to  any  cheek.  But  I  will 
say  this — ^that  if  I  were  a  Churchman, 
and  if  I  happened  to  wander  into 
Tokenhouse  Yard  at  a  time  when  the 
Church  was  disposine  of  her  spiritual 
bargains,  I  should  feel  a  pang  oi  shame 
which  would  send  me  straight,  I  think, 
to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  to  ask 
his  Ghrace  what  he  meant  when  the 
other  day,  at  Croydon,  he  made  broad 
his  phylacteries,  and  almost  hugged 
himself  upon  the  fact  that  his  Church 
was  not  as  other  Churches  are  ?  Now, 
I  ask  all  zealous  Churchmen  in  this 
House  to  aid  me  in  forcing  the  considera- 
tion of  these  scandals  upon  the  notice  of 
what,  I  fear,  is  a  reluctant  Adminis- 
tration. And  yet,  if  it  were  only  to 
efface  the  memory  of  the  last  public 
jobbery  in  livings,  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  Government  would 
have  said  something  definite  to-night. 
For  his  condemnation  of  the  sale  of 
next  presentations  was  scarcely  out  of 
the  lips  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  when, 
looking  into  the  newspaper,  I  saw  that 
his  CoUeague  the  First  Ix>rd  of  the  Ad- 
miralty was  offering  for  sale  by  private 
tender  tiie  living  of  Humshaugh  and 
seven  others  in  a  bunch.    I  do  not  know 
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whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  still 
this  tempting  lot  upon  his  hands.  Pro- 
bably he  has,  because  the  market  just 
now  is  flat.  There  is  a  doud  resting 
upon  every  trade,  and  the  trade  in  souls 
shares  the  common  despondency.  But 
when  the  market  is  alive  ag^ain — when 
white  shirtings  once  more  are  active— 
since  Government  livings  can  be  sold — 
why  not  turn  over  the  patronage  of  the 
Crown  ?  What  a  field  for  the  enterprize 
of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  is 
bent  upon  raising  £6,000,000  sterling! 
Sir,  when  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough 
was  moving  for  his  Committee  in  ''  an- 
other place,"  he  said — 

"This  reform,  which  I  ask  at  your  Lord- 
ships' hands,  I  ask  in  the  name  of  the  entire 
Church,  which  pleads  for  it  earnestly  and 
anxiously. — [3  Hamardj  ocxviiL  921.] 

When  the  same  right  rev.  Prelate,  a  few 
months  afterwards,  was  taking  off  his 
harness  in  disgust  and  despair,  he 
stated  that  his  reason  for  doing  so 
was — 

*'  Simply  the  utter  want  of  such  support  from 
the  Church  at  large  as  alone  could  ensure  the  suc- 
cess of  any  measure  of  reform  on  this  subject." 

And  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  The  enemies  of  the  Church  now  possess  a 
new  weapon  in  the  fact  that  the  Church  either 
cannot  or  will  not  free  herself  from  evilB  whic^ 
no  honest  Churchman  ventures  to  defend." 

Now,  how  long  is  the  Church  to  lie 
under  this  imputation — an  imputation 
which  is  cast  upon  her,  not  by  her  ene- 
mies, but  by  one  of  the  most  gifted  of 
her  Prelates  ?  Is  the  imputation  true, 
or  is  it  false  ?  If  it  be  false,  I  trust 
that  we  shall  hear  something  more  frova 
Her  Majesiy's  Government  than  words 
of  barren  sympathy  with  this  Motion, 
or  one  of  the  common-places  which  are 
resorted  to  in  order  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  an  unwelcome  question. 
But  if  it  be  true — ^if  it  be  true  that  '*  the 
Church  either  cannot,  or  will  not,  firee 
herself  from  evils  which  no  honest' 
Churchman  ventures  to  defend,"  I  must 
be  permitted  to  ask  this  question  — 
How  long  is  an  institution  so  hopelessly 
crippled  and  so  incurably  corrupt  to 
contmue  to  exerciBe  the  whole  religious 
authority  of  the  nation?  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the  Beso- 

lution. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  seconded  the  Motion. 
As  a  Churchman  he  was  much  distressed 
with  the  account  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  had  given,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  making  the  House  do 
all  theypossiblv  could  to  prevent  this 
dreadful  scandiJ.  His  hon.  I^end  had 
found  considerable  fault  with  the  Govem- 
mentfor  not  taking  in  hand  this  question. 
When  one  considered  the  number  of 
measures  which  the  Government  had 
before  the  House  last  year,  and  which 
they  were  imable,  even  with  the  greatest 
efforts,  to  place  on  the  Statute  Book,  he 
was  not  surprised  that  they  had  not 
carried  out  the  wish  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
They  were  indebted  to  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  broufi^ht  forward  this  Motion 
for  keeping  me  subject  before  the 
country,  the  Church,  and  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment, when  they  had  more  time — either 
in  this  Session  or  the  next — ^would  tiy 
to  remedy  what  was  one  of  the  greatest 
scandals  in  the  Church  of  iSgland. 
Last  year  he  referred  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  a  Bill  which  he  himself 
brought  forward  in  1870  to  abolish  the 
sale  of  next  presentations,  and  that  Bill 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
with  very  little  opposition,  and  was 
carried  to  the  House  of  Lords  where  it 
was  comfortably  lost  sight  of.  But  it 
was  not  only  in  the  House  of  Commons 
he  found  difficulty  in  dealing  with  this 
question;  but  it  was  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  also,  a  difficulty  existed.  The 
Bishop  of  Peterborough,  in  a  most 
eloquent  and  able  speech,  moved  the 
House  of  Lords  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  consider  the  purchase  system  in  our 
Church,  and  the  evidence  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
was  taken  before  that  Committee.  A 
Bill  was  prepared  in  the  House  of 
Lord  with  excellent  clauses  to  take  away 
some  of  these  scandals;  but  that  BiU 
when  it  left;  the  House  of  Lords  was  so 
much  cut  down  that  it  was  scarcely 
worthy  the  consideration  of  this  House 
on  so  important  a  question.  They  also 
knew  that  in  almost  every  Congress 
which  had  been  held  of  late  years,  in 
every  diocesan  meeting  of  the  Church, 
this  question  of  patronage  was  discussed, 
and  the  general  opinion  was  in  favour 
of  doing  certain  things  that  would  deal 
with  the  question.  He  wanted  to  know 
how  it  was  with  the  Bishops,  this  House, 
and  everybody  else  in  favour  of  a  ^eat 
reform,  the  question  could  not  be  dealt 
with  and  the  evils  done  away  ?  Even  the 
Bishop  of  Peterborough  spoke  of  the 
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ffreai  eyils  and  the  great  neoessity  of 
dealing  with  the  matter  at  once.  That 
right  rev.  Prelate  said — 

**  The  evils  resnhdng  from  the  defects  of  our 
present  system  are  so  patent  and  so  serious,  and 
the  demand  for  their  reform  is  so  strong  and 
universal,  that  if  it  be  not  met,  and  met  speedily, 
by  wise  and  temperate  reform,  it  may  end  m 
changes  that  will  be  neither  wise  nor  tempe- 
rate."— [8  Eantardy  ccxviii.  900-1.] 

He  (Mr.  Hibbert)  thought  the  House 
ought  to  approach  this  question  in  a  very 
temperate  and  moderate  manner;  and 
he  felt  quite  sure  that  if  they  con- 
sidered it  in  that  way  they  might  do  very 
much  to  reduce  the  evils  of  this  system. 
One  of  its  great  evils  was  the  mode  in 
which  the  declaration  against  Simony 
was  drawn  up,  and  had  to  be  taken  by 
the  presentee  of  a  living.  The  presentee 
was  called  upon  to  solemnly  deoliure  that 
he  had  not  by  himself  or  any  other  per- 
son on  his  behalf  made  any  payment, 
contract,  or  promise  of  any  kind  what- 
soever which  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
or  belief  was  simoniacaL  He  was  sorry 
to  think — and  he  believed  it  was  re^Jly 
the  case—that  very  few  men  knew  what 
Simony  reaUy  was — that  neitiier  ttie 
Clergy,  nor  the  patron,  nor  even  the 
Bishop  knew  exactly  what  a  man  might 
do  or  might  not  do.  A  clergyman  might 
buy  his  next  presentation,  but  he  could 
not  present  himself.  A  layman  might 
buy  his  presentation.  They  could  not 
buy  an  advowson  or  a  presentation  when 
the  benefice  was  void ;  but  the  sale  of  an 
advowson  was  legal  when  the  incumbent 
was  moribund,  or  in  artietdo  mortis. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  a  case 
in  which  the  incumbent  was  almost  dead 
when  the  advowson  was  purchased. 
Then,  a  clergyman,  though  he  mi^ht  not 
buy  the  next  presentation  to  a  living, 
might  buy  the  advowson  within  half-an- 
hour  of  the  death  of  the  incumbent  and 
present  himself.  If  there  were  so  many 
difficulties  connected  with  the  question 
that  even  the  patrons  of  presentations 
were  unable  to  understand  exactly  what 
Simony  was,  and  what  they  could  do  and 
could  not  do,  what  was  wanted  was  that 
there  should  be  some  new  form  of 
declaration,  in  direct  languaffe,  in  which 
the  presentee  should  be  called  upon  to 
state  what  he  had  done  and  what  he  had 
not  done  as  far  as  regarded  the  law 
against  Simony.  Sir  Booert  PhnHmore, 
who  had  been  examined  before  the  Lords' 
Committee,  expressed  an  opinion  that 
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the  present  declaration  would  be  a  snare 
to  some  people  and  a  temptation  to 
others,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  that  the  law  should  be  stated 
in  a  clearer  manner — ^that  the  presentee 
miffht  know  distinctly  what  he  was 
dedaring  against.  Well,  he  thought 
that  this  miffht  be  made  clearer  in  the 
Act  of  Paruament.  He  also  thought 
that  the  presentor,  as  well  as  the  pre- 
sentee, should  make  the  declaration. 
That  would  be  one  more  protection 
against  Simony.  Then  came  the  question, 
were  the^  to  prevent  the  sale  of  next 

gresentations  and  of  advowsons  ?  Many 
on.  Members  at  that  side  of  the  House 
were,  as  he  knew,  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  Church  patronage  altogether; 
but,  for  his  part,  he  thought  there  would 
be  consideraole  difficulty  in  saying  that 
they  ought  not  topermit  the  sale  of  ad- 
vowsons at  all.  He  should  not  object  to 
private  patronage  being  abolished ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
private  patronage  in  which  there  was 
no  abuse  had  given  the  Church  its  best 
men.  Nevertheless,  there  was  an  abuse 
in  the  system,  and  they  were  boimd  to 
see  how  that  abuse  could  be  best  guarded 
against.  As  to  advowsons,  they  were 
now  held  in  two  ways — ^they  were  con- 
nected with  property  and  they  were  held 
separately  m>m  property;  and  where 
the  advowson  belonged  to  a  person  who 
was  a  lunatic,  or  idmost  a  pauper,  or 
was  unfitted  in  any  way  to  deal  with  it, 
a  very  great  difficulty  arose,  and  one 
which  required  much  consideration  with 
a  view  to  its  removal.  The  Committee 
which  sat  in  the  House  of  Lords  on 
this  subject  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  re- 
commena  the  prohibition  of  the  sale  6f 
next  presentments;  but  while  they  re- 
presented themselves  in  favour  of  con- 
tinuing the  privilege  of  selling  advow- 
sons, mey  made  recommendations  as  to 
the  rights  of  parishioners,  which  were 
too  litUe  thoufifht  of,  he  regretted  to  say, 
in  the  sale  of  advowsons  or  next  pre- 
sentments, to  which,  he  trusted,  due 
regard  would  be  had  when  the  subject 
came  to  be  dealt  with.  Notice. of  the 
sale  of  advowsons  ought  certainly  to  be 
given  to  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese,  so 
that  the  sale  should  oe  made  openly  and 
not  secretlv.  Then,  as  to  donatives,  he 
regarded  them  as  the  principal  means  of 
leading  to  scandal  and  abuses,  and 
thought  that  they  ought  to  be  abolished. 
He  cud  not  see  on  what  grounds  they 
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could  be  maintamed,  even  in  the  interests 
of  the  Church.  Then,  as  to  the  age  of 
incumbents  to  be  appointed,  there  ought, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  a  limit.  No  in- 
cumbent ought  to  be  appointed  after  the 
age  of  70,  except  with  the  consent  of  the 
Bishop;  because  it  was  notorious  that 
the  bringing  of  aged  men  into  those 
livings  for  particular  purposes  gave  rise 
to  the  chance  of  carrying  on  the.  sales 
and  abuses  against  which  the  Eesolution 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  directed.  While 
he  could  not  go  so  far  as  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  could  not  but  think  that  the 
system  had  become  so  great  a  scandal  in 
the  Church  to  which  he  belonged  that  in 
the  interest  of  the  Church  he  hoped  the 
whole  question  would  be  grappled  with  be- 
fore many  months  were  over  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government.  If  those  who  did  not 
belong  to  the  Church  were  to  be  attracted 
to  it,  the  abuses  to  which  they  objected 
must  be  got  rid  of.  If  they  were,  the 
strength  of  the  feeHng  against  the 
Church  would  be  very  much  diminished, 
and  the  result  would  be  to  bring  within 
its  pale  many  who  were  now  outside  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  measures  for 
prerenting  simomacal  evasion  of  the  Law,  and 
checking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private 
patronage.*' — (Jfr  Leatham.) 

Mb.  GOLDNEY  moved,  as  as  Amend- 
ment, that 

'*  The  better  to  enable  the  adoption  of  mea- 
sures for  preventing  simoniacal  evasion  of  the 
Law  and  cheeking  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings 
in  private  patronage,  it  is  expedient  that  the 
Law  of  Simony  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  sale  of  livings  in  private  patronage 
are  by  Law  allowed,  should  be  defined  by  Par- 
liament." 

His  object  in  doing  so  was  not  so  much 
opposing  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  as  the  absolute  neces- 
sity.there  was  that  there  should  be  some 
means  of  dealing  honestly  and  fairly 
with  the  subject.  The  Eesolution  as  it 
stood  was  a  mere  truism  and  platitude. 
All  admitted  that  something  ought  to 
be  done  if  there  was  evasion  or  abuse 
of  the  law ;  it  did  not  need  a  Eesolution 
to  affirm  that.  The  subject  was  a  matter 
BO  indistinct  and  indefinite  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  before  taking  mea- 
sures of  repression,  that  they  should 
dearly  define  what  was  Simony,  and 
under  what  circumstances  a  living  might 
or  might  not  be  sold.    There  was  too 

Mr.  Eihleri 


much  tendency  to  conf\ise  the  recognized 
distinction  between  the  sale  of  a  living 
which  might  be  considered  as  a  trust, 
and  the  sale  of  an  advowson  which  was 
a  mere  right  of  patronage.  One  of  the 
most  freely  discussed  provisions  of  the 
Municipal  Reform  Act  was  that  relating 
to  the  sale  by  Corporations  of  their  Ec- 
clesiastical THToperty.  Ev^ry  advowson 
was  to  be  sold  by  auction,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds applied  to  municipal  purposes.  A 
question  arising  whether  the  direction 
to  sell  applied  to  certain  rights  of  presen- 
tation, it  was  settled  bv  an  affinnative 
Act  in  1885 ;  so  that  the  law  on  these 
matters  directed  the  doing  of  the  very 
things  that  were  now  denied.  The  re- 
medy suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  and  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  was  to  vest  the  choice 
in  the  parishioners  whose  spiritual  wants 
were  to  be  cared  for;  but  in  1856  there 
were  large  complaints  of  very  disgraceful 
scenes  occurring  where  the  parishioners 
had  the  right  or  electing  their  clergymen, 
and  these  complaints  culminated  in  the 
election  of  the  rector  of  Bilston.  That 
election  lasted  five  days.  It  cost  the 
unsuccessful  candidate  £1,600  and  the 
successful  candidate  £5,000,  and  more 
disturbance  and  riot  occurred  than  was 
known  to  have  happened  at  the  election 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament  or  any 
other  person.  The  consequence  was 
that  an  Act  was  passed  in  1856, 
whereby  it  was  enacted  that  where 
the  right  of  presentation  was  vested 
in  the  parishioners,  or  a  portion  of  the 
parishioners,  or  in  trustees  for  the  in- 
nabitants,  the  advowson  should  be  sold, 
and,  subject  to  certain  special  circum- 
stances, the  produce  should  be  applied  to 
therelief  of  the  poor  of  the  parish.  In  1863 
the  then  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  West- 
bury)  passed  a  Bill  to  tranner  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  patronage  in  320  livings  to 
private  persons,  urging,  among  other 
reasons,  the  incidental  benefit  of  private 
patronage  where  the  patron  looked  after 
the  schools  and  the  interest  of  the  parish. 
So  that,  within  40  years,  directions  had 
been  positively  given  by  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment to  dispose  of  by  public  sale  of  at 
least  one-twelfth  of  the  whole  of  liie  ad- 
vowsons  in  the  Kingdom.  There  were 
12,000  benefices,  of  which    half  were 

Eublic  patronage,  and  of  these  1,000 
ad  been  sold  by  the  direct  intervention 
of  Parliament  in  the  40  years.  Nea:rly 
7,000  were  under  £800   a-year;    400 
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under  £50 ;  1,600  under  £100 ;  and  be- 
tween 1,600  and  1,700  were  worth  from 
£100to£l60a-year.  He  did  not  dis- 
pute that  there  were  many  oases  whidi 
znight  be  looked  upon  as  a  scandal ;  but 
he  failed  to  see  that  this  had  operated 
to  the  detriment  of  any  parish  that  he 
had  heard  of.  He  had  known  very  few 
oases  where  anything  like  a  charge  of 
corruption  had  been  stated,  or  where 
the  parishioners  had  been  injured  or 
the  ministrations  of  the  Ohuroh  neg- 
lected by  the  existing  state  of  things, 
or  the  operation  of  the  Acts  he  had  re- 
ferred to ;  and  he  hoped,  if  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
brought  in  a  Bill  on  this  subject,  a  dear 
and  well-defined  distinction  would  be 
drawn  between  the  sale  of  presentations 
and  the  right  of  patronage;  and  the 
Amendment  he  now  moved  had  that 
object  in  view. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  the 
better  to  enable  the  adoption  of  measures  for 
presenting  simoniaoal  evasion  of  the  Law  and 
checJring  abuses  in  the  sale  of  livings  in  private 
patronage,  it  is  expedient  that  the  I^w  of 
Simony,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
sale  of  livings  in  private  patronage  are  by  I^w 
allowed,  should  be  defined  by  rarliament," — 
(Mr,  Goldney,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  BIOHAED  :  It  is  very  difficult 
to  argue  such  a  question  as  this,  because, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  it  has  only  one  side. 
At  least,  I  find  it  difficult  to  conceive 
what  can  be  said  in  defence  of  the  prac- 
tices condemned  by  the  Eesolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  The  only  wonder  is  Uiat  a 
scandal  so  flagrant  should  have  been 
permitted  to  exist  so  long.  I  can  only 
account  for  it  by  the  fact  that  in  past 
generations  the  Church  itself  had  fallen 
into  a  state  of  spiritual  lethargy  and  in- 
difference, and  during  those  evU  times  all 
kinds  of  abuses  flourished  with  a  rank 
and  luxuriant  growth.  But  with  the 
revival  of  spiritiial  life,  which  I  gladly 
and  gratefmly  acknowledge  has  taken 
place  in  the  Church  of  England  within 
the  last  60  years,  I  am  not  surprised  that 
it  should  have  become  more  sensitive  to 
such  evils,  and  that  it  is  making  some 
effort  to  throw  off  this  incubus  which  is 


lyinff  so  heavily  on  its  heart.  There  is 
a  ludicrous  aspect  to  this  question,  and 
indeed  it  is  impossible  to  state  such  facts 
as  my  hon.  !raend  has  cited  without 
provoking  some  merriment.  But  it  has 
also,  in  my  opinion,  a  very  serious  as- 
pect, especmdly  to  those  who  have  been 
taught  to  regeurd  the  Christian  ministry 
as  a  very  seared  calling.  Theoreticdly 
no  Church  has  a  higher  ideal  of  the 
clerical  office  than  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Entrance  into  its  ministry  is  pro- 
tected by  safeguards  of  singular  strin- 
gency. All  candidates  for  ordination 
have  exacted  of  them  vows  and  profes- 
sions, and  have  committed  to  them 
powers  and  obligations,  that  appear  to 
me,  I  own,  of  almost  appalling  solemnity. 
Even  in  regard  to  this  particular  matter, 
the  Church  cannot  be  accused  of  any 
levity  or  laxity  in  its  general  declara- 
tions. By  the  canons  of  1603,  every 
clergyman  before  his  admission,  institu- 
tion, or  confirmation  to  his  living,  is  re- 
quired to  take  the  following  oath : — 

"  I  do  swear  that  I  have  made  no  Simoniaoal 
payment,  contract,  or  promise,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, by  myself,  or  any  other,  to  my  know- 
ledge, or  with  my  consent,  to  anj  person  or 
persons  whatsoever,  for,  or  concemmg  the  pro- 
curing and  obtaining  of  the of  — — ,  in  the 

county  of ,  ana  diocese  of—,  nor  will 

at  any  time  hereafter  perform  or  satisfy 
any  such  kind  of  payment,  contract,  or  pro- 
mise made  by  any  other  without  my  knowledge 
or  consent.  So  help  me  God,  through  Jesus 
CJhrist." 

Nothing  could  be  more  solemn  than  that, 
and  nothing  could  be  more  minute  and 
stringent  to  guard  against  Simony.  And 
yet  in  the  faioe  of  all  this,  it  is  notorious 
that  sale  and  barter  in  the  cure  of  souls 
is  constantly  going  on  day  by  day.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretly  and  many 
other  earnest  Churchmen  in  this  House 
will  acknowledge  that  the  present  sys- 
tem is  utterly  e^,  and  injures  everybody 
concerned  m  it.  It  dishonours  the 
Church,  it  degrades  the  Clergy,  it  de- 
moralizes the  patrons,  it  insults  the 
parishes,  and,  worse  than  all,  it  brings 
religion  itself  into  contempt.  If  I  were 
the  enemy  of  the  Church  of  England  I 
should  say  to  my  hon.  Friend — "  Leave 
this  matter  alone.''  No  weapon  can  be 
so  effective  and  formidable  in  the  hands 
of  the  enemies  of  the  Church  as  the  per- 

rtuation  of  sudi  scandals  as  these.  JBut 
am  not  an  enemy  of  the  Church  of 
England.  I  wish,  indeed,  to  see  it  sepa- 
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rated  from  the  State,  as  in  my  beHef 
likely  to  oonduce  to  its  own  freedom, 
pnrity,  and  effloienoy.  But  as  a  relieions 
society,  as  a  spiritual  institution,  I  can, 
with  die  utmost  sincerity,  say  that  I 
wish  it  all  possible  prosperity.  It  has 
done,  and  is  still  doing,  inestimable  ser- 
vice to  the  cause  of  Omistian  dyiUzation 
in  this  country ;  and  God  forbid  that  I 
should  be  moved  by  any  sectarian  jea- 
lousy to  desire  the  continuance  of  any- 
thing that  tends  to  impair  its  usefulness 
or  to  mar  its  glory  as  a  Ohristian  Ohuroh. 
I  must  do  the  Episcopal  Bench  the  jus- 
tice to  say  that  they  have  set  their  face 
against  these  scandals  with  a  unanimity 
and  earnestness  that  leave  no  doubt  of 
their  sincerity.  My  hon.  IViend  has 
already  quoted  the  sentiments  of  several 
of  the  Bishops.  I  only  ask  permission 
to  add  two  more.  The  Bishop  of  Oxford 
says— 

''Nowhere,  I  believe,  and  at  no  time— not 
even  in  the  comipt  days  of  medisBval  Borne — ^has 
the  traffic  in  adyowBons  and  presentationB  been 
more  largely,  more  i^rstematically,  and  more 
imscrapuloiulT  oazried  on  than  amongst  onr- 
selves  at  this  hour.  ...  It  is  impossible  to 
beUeve  that  any  religious  society,  having  full 
control  of  its  own  affairs,  would  endure  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  a  system  without  energetic 
protest,  and  without  some  strenuous  endeavours 
to  remedy  the  wrong." 

The  Bishop  of  Peterborough,  speaking 
of  one  kind  of  transaction  of  frequent 
occurrence — ^that  of  putting  an  old  and 
decrepit  man  into  an  incumbency,  in 
order  to  sell  the  living  over  his  head, 
says — 

,  ''  I  say  there  are  men  now  serving  their  term 
of  penal  servitude  far  fraud  and  oonroiracy,  who 
are  guilty  of  less  deliberate  fraud  and  less  odious 
conspiracy  than  the  fraud  and  conspiracy  of 
those  who  thus  make  ^  corrupt  merchandise  of 
the  cure  of  souls.  .  .  .  This  is  a  practice 
which  makes  the  Church  stink  in  the  nostrils  of 
many  who  might  otherwise  come  within  her 
fold." 

The  Bishop  of  Lincoln  uses  language,  if 
possible,  still  stronger.  Now  the  ques- 
tion is,  if  the  evil  be  so  great,  if  it  be  ac^ 
kno  wledged  and  stigmatized  in  such  terms 
as  we  have  heard  by  the  heads  of  the 
Church,  why  is  it  that  no  remedy  is 
found?  Here,  again,  we  must  do  the 
Bishops  the  justice  to  say  that  they  have 
made  some  efforts  to  provide  a  remedy. 
In  1874  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough 
brought  the  subject  forward  in  the  House 
of  Lords  with  all  that  incisive  eloquence 
of  which  he  is  so  great  a  master.    He 
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moved  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  and  report.  In  1875 
he  brought  in  a  Bill  founded  on  ihe  Be- 
port  of  that  Committee.  It  was  a  very 
mild  and  modest  Bill,  and  as  he  himself, 
I  think,  a<d3Lowledged,  only  touched 
the  firinge  of  the  evil.  And  yet  it  was 
too  strong  for  ihe  House  of  Lords.  After 
much  hoirtile  criticism  it  was  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  where  it  was  so 
watered  down,  that  when  it  came  down 
to  this  House,  the  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  it,  I  suppose,  thought  it  of  so 
little  value,  that  he  did  not  attempt  to 
carry  it  to  a  second  reading.  The  Bishop 
of  Manchester  has  since  said  that  the 
author  of  the  Bill  is  so  disheartened 
that  he  doubts  if  he  will  have  courage  to 
introduce  it  again ;  while  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  sorrowftdly  admits  that  there 
is  no  likelihood  the  evil  will  be  e£Eec- 
tually  remedied.  Now,  why  is  this  ?  Why 
is  it  that  when  there  is  a  scandal  so 
ffrievous  as  is  admitted  by  the  friends  of 
the  Church,  all  hands  are  paralyzed  in 
the  attempt  to  deal  with  it  r  I  believe 
the  explanation  is  found  in  a  sentence  I 
have  already  quoted  from  the  Bishop  of 
Oxford,  who  says  it  is  impossible  to  be- 
Keve  that  any  religious  society  **  having 
full  control  of  its  own  affairs  "  could  en- 
dure the  continuance  of  such  a  system. 
But,  unhappily,  the  Church  of  England 
has  not  the  control  of  its  own  affairs. 
The  control  of  its  affiedrs  is  in  the  hands 
of  Parliament,  and  there  are  too  many 
Members  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
who  are  themselves  interested  in  this 
evil  system  of  patronage  to  admit  of  the 
hope  tiiat  they  will  deal  with  it  efiTec- 
tiially.  I  wish,  therefore,  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  could  see 
tiiat  there  is  no  way  by  which  they  can 
remedy  these  and  other  abuses  except 
by  acquiring  control  of  their  own. 
affiEiirs,  and  there  is  no  way  of  acquiring 
control  over  their  own  affairs  except  by 
relinquishing  the  protection  and  patron- 
age of  the  State. 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  thanked  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Eichard) 
for  his  acknowledgment  of  the  growth  of 

?>irituality  in  the  Church  of  ^gland. 
o  ^at  happy  and  silent  revolution,  he 
believed,  the  delay  in  dealing  with  this 
question  might  be  ascribed.  In  all 
human  institutions,  if  there  happened 
to  be  an  internal  reformation  and  a 
strengthening  of  the  healthy  elements 
of  any  system,  the  common  liw  of  pro- 
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gross  facilitated,  if  it  did  not  faTour 
and  counsel,  postponing  the  amendment 
and  removal  of  external  anomalies.  Such 
delay  was,  in  fact,  helpful  to  permanent 
reform,  for  it  left  the  body  politic  in  a 
more  healthy  state  for  that  remedial 
treatment  wluch  might  be  too  severe  if 
applied  to  a  morbid  subject.  As  to  the 
present  debate,  tiie  fundamental  agree* 
ment  of  all  speakers  could  not  be  taken 
for  granted,  as  behind  its  incidental  sub- 
ject-matter lay  the  deeper  question  to 
be  faced — how  far  patronage  in  itself 
was  a  laudable  featurelin  the  Ohristian 
Ohurohf  As  to  the  Motion  under  discus- 
sion, however,  there  could  be  no  theo- 
retical difference  of  opinion.  The  delay 
in  providing  a  remedy  for  the  evU  had  oc- 
cuned  both  for  the  reason  he  had  indi- 
cated, and  in  consequence  of  the  variety 
of  conflicting  interests  which  must  be 
compared,  set  against  each  other,  and 
co-ordinately  dealt  with  in  any  practical 
settlement.  He  thought  that  the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough,  with  all  his  earnest- 
ness, had  been  too  easily  discouraged. 
Had  the  right  rev.  Prelate  been  a  better 
Parliamentary  tactician,  he  would  have 
seen  that  the  failure  of  his  Bill  was 
merely  the  normal  fate  of  nearly  all 
new  measures.  There  had  been  a  great 
improvement  in  the  character  of  the 
GlBrgYf  and  the  men  for  whom  livings 
were  now  bought  were,  as  a  rule,  better 
than  the  men  for  whom  they  were  bought 
in  the  last  century,  or  even  50  years 
ago ;  so  that — granlinff  the  evil  of  com- 
merce in  patronage— uie  results  of  that 
commerce  were  of  a  far  preferable  ma- 
terial. In  those  days  a  uving  was  fre- 
quently bought  for  a  younger  son,  who 
showed  himself  to  be  a  port-wine- 
drinking,  hunting,  dancing,  lazy  fellow. 
They  had  not  only  the  disgusting  pictures 
in  Fielding  and  Smollett  to  remind  them 
what  once  a  parson  might  be ;  but  they 
had  the  more  refined  and  gentlemanly 
clergyman  in  Miss  Austen's  novels,  an 
excellent  and  fashionable  young  man, 
but  with  an  absolute  blank  on  the 
spiritual  side  of  his  character.  Now,  he 
might  be,  and  often  was,  a  devoted 
parish  priest,  working  early  and  late  in 
nis  sacred  calling  for  the  salvation  of 
souls.  It  was  no  wonder,  therefore,  that 
reform  in  such  a  case  as  this  should 
work  slowlv;  for  though  the  theoretic 
evil  miffht  be  patent,  its  practical  results 
for  bad  were  neither  so  solid  nor  so 
obvious  now  as  they  were  formerly. 
The  real  remedy,  in  his  opinion,  con- 


sisted not  so  much  in  altering  the  form 
of , law  in  the  first  stages,  as  in  pro- 
ducing a  machinery  by  which  a  man 
who  was  unfit  for  the  cure  of  souls 
might,  after  he  had  been  presented  to  a 
living,  be  called  to  acootmt  and  his  ap- 
pointment be  challenged  and  cancelled. 
Of  course,  the  Bishop,  in  some  way 
l^ally  advised  and  supported  by  his 
Chapter  and  by  his  Chancellor,  so  as  not 
to  act  despotically,  but  as  a  constitutional 
father  of  his  flock,  must  be  the  judge, 
and,  if  need  be,  the  dooxixster  of  improper 
nominees.  Eight  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
passed  through  that  House  a  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  the  sale  of  next  pre- 
sentations. No  one  had  any  wish  to 
divide  against  Hie  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  only  two  voices  were  raised 
to  point  out  that  the  measure  might  not 
be  so  satisfactory  in  all  its  details  as 
was  expected  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  House.  One  of  those  voices 
was  that  of  Mr.  Henley,  whom  he  was 
sorry  he  could  name  by  ^e  forms  of  the 
House,  and  the  other  was  his  own.  Why 
make  a  Jonah  of  the  sale  of  next  pre- 
sentations? If  they  abolished  the  open 
sale  of  next  presentations,  he  feared  they 
would  only  produce  their  clandestine 
huxtering.  These  sales  were  pestilent 
when  vendor  and  purchaser  were  un- 
principled and  unscrupulous,  and  of 
couise  ttiese  were  the  very  people  who 
would,  when  driven  into  a  comer,  devise 
a  worse  form  of  illegitimate  traffic.  If 
the  authorized  sale  were  prevented,  the 
business  of  a  sacred  ''  man  in  the  moon  " 
would  soon  grow  up  in  some  quiet  back 
street  of  the  West  End.  The  hnpecu- 
niosity  which  prompted  the  alienation 
remaining  the  same,,  the  temptation 
would  continue.  Besides,  take  the  case 
of  a  living  which  had  been  in  a  family 
for  centuries — ^it  might  now  be  in  the 
hands,  he  would  not  say  of  a  black 
sheep,  but  only  of  a  needy  and  des- 
perate owner.  As  the  law  stood,  he 
might  only  care  to  turn  the  next  chance 
into  money.  'Q.e  had  probably  remain- 
ing vestiges  of  conscience,  and  might 
reflect  with  satisfaction  that,  after  his 
time,  the  old  hereditary  link  would  be 
re-fastened.  But  abolish  all  means  of 
parting  with  the  next  presentation,  and 
in  his  despair,  he  would  have  under 
stress  of  debt  for  ever  to  destroy  the  old 
and  hap^  connection  of  parson  and 
squire.  Gnbie  other  alternative  to  which 
he  might  be  driven  would  be  tbi^t  of  a 
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dandestine  and  illegal,  and  therefore 
deeply  oriminal,  Bale  of  that  tnm.  His 
ri^ht  hon.  Friend's  measure  was  an  ad- 
mirably intended  attempt ;  but  he  hoped 
that  wnen  the  question  was  next  taken 
up,  it  would  not  be  as  a  Bill  merely  to 
abolish  the  sale  of  next  presentationsi 
but  with  the  intention  of  dealing  with  the 
matter  from  top  to  bottom.  There  was  one 
custom  which  was  a  cause  of  sreat  scandal 
in  some  populous  midland  as  well  as 
metropolitan  districts,  and  which  had 
troubled  earnest  Churchmen,  who  were 
anxious  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House ;  but  it  was  an  eyU  not  only  to  be 
confessed,  but  to  be  remedied — ^he  meant 
the  method  of  presentation  by  way  of 
popular  election.  An  election  had  l>een 
held  in  a  parish  in  London  two  or  three 
years  ago  which  had  provoked  a  great 
many  unedif ying  comments  in  the  news- 
papers, and  uhimately  made  its  ap- 
pearance in  the  Oourts  at  Westminster. 
Then  there  was  another  practice  which 
seemed  to  himself  the  least  defensible 
of  anomalies,  involving  as  it  did  the  gift 
of  a  freehold  und^r  conditions  wmch 
secretly  brought  it  down  to  a  leasehold — 
that  of  presentation  to  a  living  combined 
with  a  bond  of  resignation.  Why  not 
allow  the  patron,  with  some  future  nomi- 
nee in  his  sight,  to  go  to  the  Bishop  and 
empower  him  to  appoint  a  clergyman 
as  locum  tmens  for  a  specified  term,  and 
with  frdl  enjoyment  of  endowment, 
patronage,  and  glebe  ?  The  choice  might 
be  limited  to  those  who  had  been  a  cer- 
tain time  in  the  diocese,  the  appoint- 
ment to  specify  that  to  hold  the  living 
for  a  certain  number  of  years.  This 
would  be  one  more  casual  prize  in  the 
Bishop's  hand  to  reward  conscientious 
work,  while  resort  to  the  arrangement 
would  be  a  searching  test  of  a  patron's 
sincerity.  It  would  show  that  nis  rea- 
son for  desiring  to  keep  the  living 
open  for  a  given  person  was  so  strong 
as  to  reconcUe  them,  in  the  interval,  to 
the  ministrations  of  a  stranger.  If  the 
question  of  patronage  was  to  be  taken 
up  as  of  public  interest,  it  ouffht  to  be 
dealt  with  all  round,  honesSy,  con- 
siderately, and  reverently. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER  rose  to 
address  the  House  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjoumed  at  half  after 
3Sight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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Beiolutions  [February  11]  reports. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  FirH  Memdin^ — 
Exchequer  Bonds,  ftc*  [1071;  Consolidated 
Fund  (£6,000,000)  * ;  Homioiae  Law  Amend- 
ment* [108] ;  Tenants  Protection  (Lreland)  • 
ri09];  Coni6  d'61ire»  [110];  Weights  and 
Measures*  [HI];  Local  Goyemment  ProTi- 
sional  Orders  (Bristol,  &c)  *  [112] ;  Conven- 
tion (Ireland)  Act  Beqpeal*  [H^l;  Summary 
Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  *  [1141;  Absentee  Pro- 
prietors (Ireland)*  [1151^:  Irish  Church  Act 
(1869)  Amendment*  [116]. 

Second  JUading  —  Voters  (Ireland)  [6],  put  off; 
Valuation  [36],  debmU  a^fowmed;  Debtcfrs 
Acts  Amenainent  M104]. 

Committee — Report — House  Occupiers  Disqualifi- 
cation Remoyal  (Scotland)  *  [87-106]. 


ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


VOTERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Biggar^  Mr,  Patrick  Martin^  Mr.  FameU, 

Mr,  Fay.) 

[bill  6.]      SEOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

ItfB.  BIGGAB,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  the  measure  was  not  intended  to  in- 
terfere in  the  slightest  degree  with  the 
fsanchise  in  Ireland,  its  sole  object  being 
to  facilitate  the  registration  of  voters  for 
the  greater  convenience  of  all  parties  in- 
terested. The  theory  of  the  franchise 
was  that  any  person  who  was  a  rated 
occupier  of  premises  of  a  certain  specified 
value  should  be  entitled  to  vote;,  and, 
thoueh  it  was  desirable  that  no  person 
should  get  upon  the  list  who  had  not  a 
sufficient  valuation  or  who  had  not  been 
a  sufficient  time  in  occupation,  still  it  was 
desirable  that  those  who  possessed  the 
proper  qualifications  should  be  upon  the 
register.  He  wished  to  enable  persons 
who  were  clearly  entitled  to  the  fran- 
chise to  have  their  names  placed  upon 
the  list  without  unnecessary  inconve- 
nience or  the  infliction  of  a  money  fine 
upon  them  for  the  opportunity  of  exer- 
cising the  privilege  of  voting  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.     The  Ist  (dause 
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was  prinoipaUy  for  fhe  oonyenienoe  of 
oandxdatesy  by  snppljing  the  list  in  a 
different  form  to  that  in  which  they  were 
now  supplied  by  clerks  of  the  peace. 
Those  who  had  had  anything  to  do  with 
election  affiEurs  in  Ireland  knew  that  the 
lists  were  supplied  in  alphabetical  order, 
which  was  exceedingly  troublesome  to 
those  who  had  to  make  a  personal  can- 
vass; and  what  he  proposed  was  that 
the  names  should  be  arranged  according 
to  parishes  and  streets.  At  present  the 
poor  law  directors  supplied  in  that  form 
lists  of  persons  entitled  to  vote,  and  in 
Edinburgh  the  plan  he  suggested  was  in 
actual  operation  with  advantage  to  the 
public  and  to  all  parties  concerned.  An- 
other disadvantage  under  the  existing 
system  was  that  the  revising  barristers 
sometimes  insisted  that  persons  claiming 
to  be  upon  the  register  should  appear  in 
person  to  substantiate  their  dauns,  and 
he  knew  that  in  some  counties  there 
were  distances  of  as  much  as  20  miles 
between  the  places  of  registration.  It 
ou^ht  to  be  competent  for  a  person  to 
make  his  claim  through  an  independent 
witness,  without  personal  appearance; 
especially  as  many  more  important 
questions  were,  as  things  were,  settled 
in  that  manner.  This  was  a  change  the 
Bill  proposed,  and  as  it  would  be  quite 
as  much  for  the  convenience  of  Conserva- 
tives as  for  the  so-called  Liberal  Part^, 
he  could  not  see  what  reasonable  ob- 
jection could  be  raised  to  it.  The  chair- 
man of  the  county  was  in  the  habit 
of  insisting  upon  very  dear  evidence  of 
title,  and  mat  in  practice  had  been  found 
to  create  in  Ireland  a  great  deal  of  diffi- 
culty ;  because  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  a  transfer  was  effected  by  a  mere 
changed  name  in  the  landlord's  books, 
and  there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  written 
title  for  the  possession  of  premises.  It 
was  proposed,  therefore,  that  evidence  of 
actual  occupation  should  be  all  that  was 
required,  and  he  considered  that  that 
should  be  enough.  There  was  another 
clause  which  provided  that  a  daimant 
to  be  put  upon  the  list  of  voters  should 
be  held  to  oe  a  voter,  unless  his  name 
was  objected  to ;  but,  of  course,  if  any 
objection  was  raised,  and  evidence  was 
given  against  the  claim,  the  name  would 
be  stru^  off  the  list,  imless  the  evidence 
in  its  support  was  the  stronger.  These 
were  the  leading  ideas  of  the  Bill,  which 
did  not  strike  out  the  interests  of  any 
particular  parfy ;  but  was  only  intended 

VOL.  OGXXXVn.  [thibdsxkiss.] 


to  ikciUtate  registration,  and  to  provide 
for  the  preparation,  in  a  more  convenient 
form,  of  the  list  of  persons  entitled  to 
vote  at  Parliamentary  Elections. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Biggwr,) 

Mb.  OHAELES  LEWIS,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months,  said,  he  was  ei^ressing 
an  opinion  with  which  the  majority  of 
hon.  Members  would  agree  when  he  said 
that  there  was  some  inconvenience  in 
calling  upon  the  House  to  discuss  on  the 
same  day  two  Bills  rdatine  to  the  regis- 
tration of  voters  in  Ireland  coming  from 
the  same  quarter.  If  there  was  any  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  press  the  proposals  he  had  just  laid 
before  the  House,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  bringing  them  forward  in  l^e 
shape  of  clauses  to  be  introduced  in  the 
Paniamentary  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 
which  stood  for  Oommittee  in  that  day's 
list  of  Orders.  It  was  only  owing  to  the 
absence  of  their  Leader  (Mr.  Butt)  l^t 
he  could  understand  tiie  divisions  of  the 
Home  Bule  Party  upon  such  a  matter  as 
the  registration  of  voters  in  Ireland.  A 
Oommittee  had  been  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  wim  Parliamentary 
registration  as  affecting  England,  and 
all  the  subjects  included  in  this  Bill 
would  very  properly  form  part  of  that 
inquiry  which  was  to  commence  that 
day.  That  alone  was  a  suffident  reason 
why  the  House  should  not  be  asked  to 
sanction  the  principle  of  the  measure  by 
passing  the  second  reading.  Now,  as 
for  the  Bill  itself,  the  House  constantly 
heard  of  the  desire  to  assimilate  the 
laws  of  Ireland  to  those  of  England ; 
yet  the  laws  of  England  contained  no 
provisions  such  as  those  in  the  Bill, 
while  the  first  alteration  proposed,  con- 
siderable as  it  was,  was  intended  only  in 
the  interests  of  candidates  for  seats  in 
the  House,  who,  no  doubt,  would  be  glad 
to  save  expense  by  having  their  can- 
vassing book  prepared  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Eeace  instead  of  by  their  election  agents; 
ut  he  could  not  see  in  what  manner  it 
could  benefit  the  voters.  He  would  not 
say  that  the  Bill  was  not  worth  considera- 
tion ;  but  every  point  in  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed in  the  Oommittee  relating  to  Eng- 
lish registration,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  sanction  so  entire  a  change. 


8  E 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1671 


VoUri 


(COMMONS) 


{IrOaml)  Bitt. 


1572 


As  for  the  2nd  dause,  its  endiiu^^woids 
were  important,  as  they  governed  several 
other  dausee.  That  danse  said — *'  Hie 
lists  of  claimants  shall  be  denned  to  be 
lists  of  voters  and  not  of  claimants." 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  to  place 
every  person  who  took  the  trouble  to 
make  a  daim  in  the  same  position  as 
regarded  his  rights  before  the  barrister 
as  tl^t  occupied  bv  the  man  who  had 
shown  his  prmd  faete  right  as  posses- 
sor ;  but  under  the  law  of  England  the 
line  of  difference  was  invariably  dis- 
tinct between  claimants  and  voters.  In 
boroughs  a  claimant  to  be  upon  the  re- 
gister was  boimd  affirmatively  to  prove 
his  right,  even  when  no  objection  was 
made,  and  in  coimties  he  was  bound  to 
prove  his  right  if  his  daim  was  objected 
to ;  but  in  regard  to  both  cases  every  one 
of  the  claimants  was  in  a  different  posi- 
tion as  regarded  objections  and  costs  from 
the  man  who  was  abeady  up  in  the  re- 
gister. The  fourth  clause  twas  also  the 
most  extraordinary  one,  as  the  effect  of  it 
would  be  that  if  a  man  or  a  widow  hold- 
ing a  farm  had  six  sons  tilling  it — even 
though  they  were  only  farm  labourers, 
and  their  father  or  mother  was  ihe  only 
occupant — these  six  sons  wouldbe  entitled 
to  be  put  upon  the  register  unless  some- 
body objected  to  them.  To  try  this  was, 
he  knew,  a  common  device  in  all  parts  of 
the  Kingdom,  andhad  often  been  exposed 
in  the  revising  courts,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  to  legalize  that  practice.  He 
admitted  that  there  was  a  subdivision  of 
the  clause  empowering  the  barrister  to 
strike  a  dead  person  off  the  list — as  a 
set  off,  he  presumed,  against  the  words 
authorizing  him  to  register  unqualified 
living  persons.  Without  prejudging  the 
question,  he  would  say  that  he  had  had 
opportunities  of  seeing  the  modus  operandi 
inhotiy-contested  coi^tuendes,  and  his 
experience  showed  that  it  was  almost 
as  necessaiy  in  these  cases  to  contend 
against  fictitious  claims  as  against  frivo- 
lous objections.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  deluded  mto  giving  up 
those  safeguards,  which  would  prevent 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  persons  ap- 
pearing on  the  register,  merely  because 
they  said  they  were  entitled.  The  6tii 
clause  was  a  veiy  old  Mend,  and  he 
remembered  that  in  1873  it  had  been 
contested  when  it  formed  part  of  a  Go- 
vernment Bill.  Its  effect  would  be  that 
if  a  man  set  up  a  daim  it  was  not  to  be 
resisted  until  the  parties  objecting  could 

Mr.  Charlei£ew%8 


prove,  prmdfaoiSf  a  negative — flie  effect 
of  which  would  {ttobably  be  that  evevy 
man  who  had  the  boldness  to  set  up  a 
claim  would  be  free  from  examination 
as  to  its  grounds  unless  some  evidence 
of  disquaufication  OQuld  be,  in  the  first 
instance,  adduced.  He  trusted,  then, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Gavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Eildare  (Mr.  Mddon),  unless 
their  quarrel  was  hopdess,  would  com- 
pose meir  differences,  and  bring  for- 
ward all  the  necessary  Amendments  in 
Committee  on  the  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise Bill.  Surdy  the  House  need  not 
deal  with  the  same  subject  by  two  Bills? 
The  Bill  before  the  House  contained 
some  absurdities  and  was  not  substan- 
tial. What,  for  instance,  was  meant  by 
its  reference  to  the  ''Parliamentary 
Electors  Acts? ''  He  knew  of  no  dais 
of  legislation  with  that  definition.  The 
truth  was,  that  the  Bill  was  a  hap-hazard 
production,  intended  chiefly  for  persons 
who  wished  to  have  their  canvassing 
books  made  at  the  public  expense. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''now,"  ana  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  CharUi  LewU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  pcurt  of  the  Question." 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  have  understood  the  objections 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Londonderry,  if  they  had  reached  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill ;  but  as  they  were 
upon  the  second  reading  they  had  only 
to  deal  with  the  principle,  and  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  detail.  He  could  not, 
however,  see  why  the  Bill  should  not 
be  read  a  second  time  because  there 
happened  to  be  another  on  the  same  sub- 
ject.  A  Select  Oommittee  then  sitting 
had  three  Bills  before  it  on  one  sub- 
ject, and  would  choose  the  best,  so  that 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  two  Re- 
gistration Bills  should  not  be  treated 
m  the  same  manner.  It  was  true  the 
Bill  would  not  tend  to  assimilate  the 
English  and  Irish  law;  but  its  provi- 
sions did  follow  the  Scotch  practice, 
which  had  commended  itseli  to  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry had  toudied  on  the  subject 
of  registration,  and  no  one  was  a  better 
authority;  but  he  might  remind  him 
that  a  Select  Oommittee  had  taken  much 
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evidence  on  that  subject  in  1860,  and 
that  in  many  particoJan  the  Bill  carried 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Oom 
mittee.  That  beinff  the  case,  he  thought 
that  a  fSair  case  had  been  made  out  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  BilL 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  must  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
for  the  feeling  condolence  with  Home 
Bulers  in  the  absence  of  their  Leader, 
but  assured  him  that  the  fissure  he 
had  attributed  to  the  Part^  only  existed 
in  his  own  fine  imagmation.  The 
reason  for  there  being  two  Bills  was 
very  ample.  They  were  brought  in 
separately,  and  it  was  afterwards  thought 
aovisable  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  foldare  (Mr, 
Meldon)  should  be  considered  first. 
Evexy  effort  had  then  been  made  to  get 
the  previous  Bills  withdrawn.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Oaptain  Pim)  had  very  kindly  taken 
off  his  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Porfar  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  who  had  a 
Bill  down,  could  not  disappoint  a  great 
many  hon.  Members  by  withdrawing 
his  Bill,  although  he  was  willine  to 
make  evei^  effort  to  shorten  the  debate 
u^n  it.  But  it  was  found  that  this  last 
Bill  was  of  such  an  interesting  character 
that  it  wouldprobably  occupy  three  or  four 
hours,  and,  if  that  was  the  case,  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kildare  would  not  come  on  at  all.  Por 
this  reason,  he  joined  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ohelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  in  wishing^  this  Bill  should  go 
into  Oommittee.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Londonderry  had  assured 
the  House  that  the  Gbvennent  were 
disposed  to  look  favourably  on  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kildare.  

Mb.  OHAELES  LEWIS  begged  to 
say  that  he  had  not  ventured  to  speak 
for  the  Government.  He  had  said  the 
understanding  was  general  on  the  Con- 
servative side. 

Majob  NOLAN  did  not  object.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  done 
still  better.  He  had  spoken  for  the 
whole  of  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
As  to  the  debate,  it  had  been  useful,  if 
if  it  had  only  drawn  this  expression 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Ijondon- 
derry,  and  he  was  very  glad  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
taken  the  initiative.  The  diffi<nilty  was 
not  only  to  get  the  friendly  attention  of 


the  Gtovemmenty  but  also  to  secure  time 
and  avoid  the  fate  that  befel  the  Muni- 
cipal Pranchise  Bill.  If  a  Session  or 
two  were  lost,  it  was  probable  that  the 
registration  would  not  come  into  opera- 
tion before  the  General  Election ;  but  if 
this  Bill  should  be  allowed  to  go  into 
Committee  a  double  chance  would  be 
secured.  The  objects  of  the  Bill  were 
that  all  those  entitled  to  vote  should  be 
on  the  register ;  secondly,  that  those 
persons  should  be  able  to  ^et  on  the 
register  with  as  little  trouble  as  pos- 
sible; and  thirdlv,  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  had 
condemned,  Uiat  of  saving  trouble 
and  expense  to  candidates.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  said  the  effect 
would  be  to  turn  the  register  into  a 
canvassing  book ;  but  really  that  was 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  struck  him  very  forcibly  last 
night,  when  he  happened  to  see  the 
register  book  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh. 
After  an  experience  of  five  or  six  years 
in  canvassing,  he  could  say  how  great 
benefit  such  a  system  would  be  in 
Ireland,  both  to  candidates  and  con- 
stituents. Nothing  could  be  worse  than 
the  state  of  the  register  in  Ireland,.  It 
was  true  the  Committee  of  1874  decided 
against  an^  alteration  being  made  in  the 
law ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
in  that  Committee  of  15  Members  on  an 
even  division,  the  vote  of  the  Chairman, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Plunket),  decided  the 
state  of  the  register  in  Dublin.  This 
county  was  shown  by  the  evidence  given 
before  that  Committee.  It  appeared, 
that  being  once  placed  on  the  registry,  a 
man  was  not  likely  to  be  displaced ;  but 
as  a  feeder  to  the  registry,  there  was  a 
supplementary  list  upon  which  claimants 
put  their  names.  To  those  voters  known 
to  be  Liberals,  the  Conservative  agent 
objected,  and  so  on  the  other  side,  unless 
the  claimant  attended  and  made  good 
the  claim,  that  objection  was  allowed, 
and  the  name  struck  off.  The  clerk  of 
the  union,  in  his  evidence,  said  that  in 
1873  the  constituency  of  Dublin  County 
was  between  4,000  and  5,000  and 
upon  the  supplementary  list  there  were 
3,974  names.  It  was  obvious  that  such 
a  number  being  added  might  entirely 
change  the  balance  of  parties ;  but  out 
of  these  3,974  names,  3,901  were  objected 
to  and  struck  off,  because  they  did  not 
attend  to  make  good  their  claims;  yet 
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the  Qhairmaii   said  that  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  Bupplementaiy  list  should 
have  been  admitted  to  the  register — and, 
aocording  to  another  witness,  65  percent. 
The  number  of  residents  in  the  county 
spoke  stronger  than  evidence.    Valued 
at  or  over  £12,  there  were  27,000,  from 
which  might  be   deducted  12,000  for 
females  and  duplicate  occupations,  leav- 
ing 15,000.    Out  of  these  only   some 
4,800    were   on    the   register.     These 
figures  were   nearly  the  same   as    the 
proportions  given  by  the  chairman  and 
the  derk  of  uie  peace,  and  showed  the 
condition  of  l^e  re^stoy  in  the  county  of 
Dublin  to  be  in  a  msgraceful  condition. 
The  case  of  Oarlow,  though  not  nearly  so 
strong,  was  in  the  same  direction.   If  the 
Government   would    give    any  proper 
securilr  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned   jiiember  for    Kildare    should 
receive  ample  opportunity  for  discussion, 
no  doubt  Uie  hon.  Member  for  Oavan 
would  consent  to  withdraw  the  Bill ;  but 
without  that    assurance,  there  was  no 
doubt   that   two    Bills  had    a    better 
chance  l^an  one.   He  supported  the  Bill. 
Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  speaking  in  the  debate,  be- 
cause he  could  not  believe  that  the  pre- 
position of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  had  been  seriously  meant ; 
but  as  he  had  been  so  directly  referred 
to    by  the  hon.   and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  (Major  Nolan),  he  could  not 
avoid  replying  at  once.    And  although 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  very 
skilfully  tried  to  wheedle  and  coax  the 
House  into   a  second  reading,  he,  for 
one,  could  not  be  persuaded.    In  vain 
the  snare  was  set  in  full  view  of  any 
bird.     What  effect  it  might  have  on 
the  stem  unbending  character  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oavan  he  could  not 
say.    With  regard   to    the   hon.    and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Butt) 
he  was  sure  the  regret  for  his  absence 
was  shared  bv  every  hon.  Member  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  he  hoped 
that  soon  he  might  be  a&^ain  amongst 
them.    But  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.    0.    Lewis)    really   in- 
tended a  compliment  when  he  said  that 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Butt)  had  been  present  the  confujaion 
of  BUls  upon  this  subject  would  not 
have  arisen;  and,  certainly,  the  state 
of  things  now,  was  "conftision  worse 
confounded,"  and  he  could  not  at  all 
see  why  this,  the  most  impracticable, 

Mt^or  Nolan 


Bill  was  brought  in  first.     The  title  of 
the  Bill  was  a  misnomer,  for  though 
entitled  the  Voters'  Bill,  it  was  rei£y 
a  Oandidate's  Bill,  and  gave  feusilities 
for  canvassing  and  hunting  down,  and 
bringing  up  to  the  poll  all  those  en- 
titled to  vote,   and  many  not  so  en- 
titled.   The   hon.  Baronet   l^e  Mem- 
ber for  Ohelsea  (Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke) 
had  said  the  Bill  was  not  an  assimi- 
lation of  the    Irish    to    the    English 
law — ^it  was  something  like  the  Sootdi 
law.    He  declined  to  De  moved  by  this 
consideration  before,  at  least,  he  should 
have  had  a  conference  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stir- 
lingshire (Admiral  Sir  William  Edmon- 
stone),  whom   he  saw  present,  as  the 
provisions   of  the  Scotch  law  always 
seemed  to  him  of  so  foreign  a  character 
as  to  require  an  interpreter,  as  well 
as    very    much   more  study  than    he 
had  yet  given  them.    He  entirely  re- 
fused at  the  present  time  to  go  into 
any  comparison  of  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Bill  with  the  state  of  the  law  of 
registration  in  Scotland.  Nobody  would 
deny  that  those  entitled  to  vote  should 
have  their  name  on  the  register;  but 
the  Bill,   as  had  been  shown  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  rejection, 
would  only  increase  facilities  to  those 
not  entitled  to  vote,  and  who  put  forward 
claims  to  that  privilege.     With  rranrd 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gimant 
Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan),  as 
to  the  working  of  the  present  system  of 
registration  in  Ireland,  he  must  take  ex- 
ception to  the  statement  that  the  chair- 
men of  the  registration  courts  insisted 
on  personal  attendance  to  prove  claims. 
That  was  not  l^e  case  at  all,  and  it  was 
easy  to  successfully  support  a  daim,  if  it 
was  a  genuine  one,  to  be  placed  on  Hie 
register  of  voters.    The  6th  clause  was 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever 
read.  It  was  such  a  confusion  of  grammar, 
the  nominative  had  no  verb  provided  for 
it,  nor  any  apparent  connection  wi^  the 
rest  of  the  sentence,  so  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  imderstand  whether  it  was  the 
man   claiming   the   vote  who  was   to 
adjudicate  on  the  daim,  or  whether  it 
was  the  assistant-barrister  who  was  to 
do  so.    He  saw   no   reason    for    any 
change  in  the  present  system.    In  sup- 
port of  this  view  he  had  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Trench,  the  chairman  of  the  court 
of  quarter  sessions  at  TCilmainham,  who 
told  the  Select  Oommittee  that  the  pre- 
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sent  system  gave,  on  the  whole,  a  free 
and  pure  registration.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  considered  the  Bill  was 
one  which  it  was  not  reasonable  the 
House  should  be  asked  to  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  MCCARTHY  DOWNING  said, 
a  good  deal  of  time  had  been  expended 
in  the  debate,  and  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  might  easily  have  curtailed 
their  speeches  until  the  Bill  went  into 
Oommittee.  He  could  not  giye  his  sup- 
port to  the  5th  clause  of  the  Bill,  which 
permitted  a  person  to  make  a  claim  for 
a  vote  for  a  county  or  borough;  and 
tmless  the  pcurty  having  an  objection 
came  forward  to  prove  that  the  man  had 
no  right  to  a  vote,  his  name  was  placed 
on  the  register.  That  was  a  course  to 
which  he  could  not  give  his  support. 
He  considered,  however,  that  the  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill  was  of  great  import- 
ance. Under  the  present  system  ^e 
names  of  voters  were  arranged  on  the 
register  alphabetically,  and  the  result 
was  tiiat  two  men  entitled  to  vote  in  the 
same  county  whose  names  commenced 
with  the  letter  D  might  live  70  miles 
apart,  as  was  often  the  case  in  the  county 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent.  This 
was  found  to  be  most  inconvenient  in 
case  of  a  canvass ;  but,  if  the  1st  clause 
of  the  present  BO  became  law,  this  in- 
convenience would  be  entirely  removed. 
The  clause  merely  provided  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  system  in  operation  in  Scot- 
land. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren)  had  been  ^ood 
enough  to  procure  for  hun  the  register 
for  lie  city  of  Edinburgh,  which  con- 
tained the  names  of  nearly  26,000 
electors.  The  dty  was  divided  into  13 
wards,  and  in  evexy  street  was  to  be 
found  the  name  of  the  voter  and  the 
ntmiber  of  the  house.  Facilities  were 
thereby  given  for  canvassing  evexy 
man  in  any  street  in  the  city  without 
goin^  from  one  pcurt  of  the  city  to 
another,  as  had  to  be  done  in  the  city  of 
Dublin,  when  following  the  alphabetical 
order.  The  adoption  of  such  a  system 
in  Ireland  would  be  a  verv  great  ad- 
vantage, and  so  far  he  would  wish  that 
the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time, 
for  the  purpose  of  incorporating  that 
clause  with  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned   Member  for  Eildare.    As  to 


trouble  being  thrown  on  clerks  of  the 
peace  which  should  be  borne  by  can- 
didates' agents^by  this  proposal — as  was 
asserted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  tiie  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Plunket)— his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  assured  him  that,  so  far 
from  extra  expense  being  caused  by  this 
manner  of  preparing  the  register,  the 
whole  thing  was  done  in  Edinburgh  by 
one  individual;  whereas  in  Ireland,  a 
great  number  of  persons  had  to  be 
employed  in  Uke  cases,  and  the  sums 
they  were  called  upon  to  pay  were 
enormous.  His  hon.  Friend  me  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  any  Bill  introduced  in  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  either  increas- 
ing the  number  of  voters  on  the  register 
or  giving  greater  facilities  to  those  who 
were  entitled  to  the  franchise.  He  could 
not  refrain  from  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  was  disposed 
to  render  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  EUdare  as  worth- 
less as  possible.  Every  material  clause 
in  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  proposed  mat  Clauses 
4,  7,  9  and  10  should  be  omitted, 
and  another  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  similarly  treat  Clause  18.  Every 
clause  in  the  Bill  worth  anything  at 
all  was  opposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  Friends;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  it  desirable  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  a  second  time,  because  it 
was  not  likely,  after  all  the  Amend- 
ments of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  that  there  was  any  great  chance 
of  carrying  any  clause  which  would 
be  worth  acceptmg.  The  alteration  in 
the  arrangement  of  the  register  would 
be  a  great  convenience  to  candidates, 
and  it  would  reduce  to  a  very  great 
extent  the  expenses  of  the  register.  In 
Edinburgh  the  whole  thing  was  done  by 
one  individual,  whereas  in  Ireland  there 
were  a  number  of  persons  employed,  and 
the  sums  they  were  called  upon  at  every 
assizes  to  ^ass  as  the  expenses  of  the 
coimty  register  were  enormous.  He 
thought  it  would  be  very  desirable  for 
the  House  to  adopt  the  1st  clause,  and 
the  whole  Bill  was  such  as  they  would 
do  well  to  allow  to  pass  a  second  reading. 
Mb.  BBUEN  said,  the  hon.  and  g^- 
lant  Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan) 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
very  pointedly  to  the  evidence  given 
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before  a  Select  Committee.  He  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  the  evidence 
given  before  that  Committee  was  very 
much  as  to  policy.  It  was  conflicting  in 
its  nature,  for  the  policy  reconmiended 
by  the  witnesses  on  one  side  differed 
very  materially  from  that  suggested  by 
those  on  the  other  side.  A  gentleman 
in  the  Coimty  Carlow  had  informed  him 
that  one  of  the  witnesses  examined  in 
reference  to  the  registration  in  that 
county  was  quite  unable  to  give  evidence 
on  the  subject,  as  he  had  not  been  in  the 
court  for  10  or  11  jeajcs.  The  present 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  Carlow  would 
have  been  a  more  proper  person  to  have 
been  called  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare  ^r.  Meldon). 
The  Preamble  to  the  Bill  seemed  to 
affirm  the  proposition  that  a  person 
acquired  a  natural  right  to  the  franchise 
other  than  the  title  which  he  acquired 
by  law.  It  had  always  been  recognized 
in  this  country  that  such  a  right  was 
limited.  They  had  a  right  to  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  taken  pains 
to  frame  the  Bill  in  such  a  way  as  to 
carry  out  a  definite  object.  It  was  not 
necessary,  apparentlv,  for  the  voter  to 
say  upon  whai  he  founded  his  daim, 
and  there  was  no  provision  as  to  when 
tfie  lists  were  to  be  published.  He 
believed  the  House  was  anxious  that  the 
register  should  be  a  pure  register,  and 
that  persons  who  had  proved  their  right 
to  be  on  it  should  have  their  title  pro- 
tected in  the  best  possible  way.  The 
general  theory  that  he  should  like  to 
see  carried  out  was  that  every  facility 
should  be  given  to  persons  to  test  and 
sift  the  applications  to  be  on  the  register ; 
but  when  once  a  man  got  on  the  register 
his  position  there  shomd  be  a  safe  one. 
He  was  in  favour  of  the  alphabetical 
form  in  which  the  list  of  voters  was  now 
made  up. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  the  mode  of 
registration  in  the  city  he  had  the  ho- 
nour to  represent  had  been  referred  to 
more  than  once.  Perhaps  the  House 
would  allow  him  a  short  explanation. 
The  system  worked  exceedingly  well. 
It  was  remarkable  for  its  sunplioity, 
and  it  was  far  less  expensive  than  the 
old  system.  Two  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  spoke  against  the  Scotch 
law  as  being  intricate — one  saying  it 
wai?  00  intricate  that  it  was  impossible 
to  st«dy  anything  about  it.  This  mode 
of  regM^A^^fOO  had  nothing  to  do  with 
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the  law  of  Scotland.    It  was  founded  on 
an  Act  passed  20  years  ago  by  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.    It  was,  as  he  had 
said,  remarkable  for  its  simplicity,  and 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  would  read  the  Act,  he  would  ad- 
mit there  was  not  a  sentence  in  it  which 
he  could  not  understand.     This  was  the 
last  objection  he  thought  could  have 
been  urged  against  it.      He  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  feel  such  objections  to  the  law 
of  Scotland  genenJly  ;   because  it  was 
founded  on  the  Eoman  law,  that  beau- 
tiful system,  which  was  not  a  thing  of 
shreds  and  patches,  as  some  other  sys- 
tems were.    [Mr.  Plttnkbt  said  he  did 
not  say  anything  against  the  law  of 
Scotland.]    He  was  very  glad  to  hear 
he  was  mistaken.    That  was  merely, 
however,  a  digression.    He  should  like 
to  explain  the  principle  of  this  registra- 
tion, and  had  nothmg  to  do  wim  the 
law  of  Scotland  beyond  that.    He  had 
the  honour  of  being  called  befbre  the 
Committee  of  1860,  to  which  reference 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  and  had 
e^lained  the  system.     There  was  an 
officer  appointed   in   every   town  and 
every  county  in  Scotland,  whose  busi- 
ness it  was  to  value  anew,  year  by  year, 
every  house  and  piece,  of  land  in  the 
borough  or  county.      Li  the  city    of 
Edinburgh,  this  officer  made  up  a  valua- 
tion witmn  a  statutory  period.    The  re- 
gistration roll  was  really  a  roU  for  the 
laying  on  of  municipal  taxes,  with  this 
exception — ^that  the  officer  struck  out  all 
women  householders  as  not  being  quali- 
fied, and  on  the  last  day  allowed  by  law, 
got  from  the  Poor  Law  authorities  a  list 
of  all  the  persons  who  had  not  paid 
their  poor  rates,  and  strtick  out  their 
names  also.    Then  the  roll  stood  as  tiie 
register  of  voters.    It  was   a  roll  of 
every  person — with  the  exceptions  he  had 
mentioned — who    occupied   houses    or 
lands  within  the  borougn  of  Edinburgh. 
Having  got  this  in  proof,  he  allowed  it 
to  be  exhibited  in  a  pubHc  place  for  a 
certain  number  of  days.    If  anyone  said 
— "You  have  omitted  my  name,"  he 
was  told  to  send  in  his  claim.    If  any- 
one chose  to  say — "  A  name  is  inserted 
that  you  have  no  right  to  include,"  he 
also  sent  in  a  notice  of  this.    The  officer 
in  question  looked  over  these  daims  and 
objections,  and  added  names  to  the  roll 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1581 


FoUri 


(Ebbbxtaby  13,  1878} 


(Ireland)  BiU.         1582 


when  he  asoertained  persons  were  quali- 
fied, or  struck  names  off  it  when  he  was 
satisfied  there  were  no  daims.    After 
that  was  done  the  roll  was  printed,  and 
came  before  the  sheriff  of  the  county  in 
the  same  manner  as  before  a  revising 
barrister  elsewhere,  and  any  man  who 
thought  he  had  been  aggrieved  by  his 
name  not  being  put  on,  or  any  objector 
who  thought  the  name  of  some  other 
person  that  had  no  right  on  the  register 
had  been  put  on,  had  an  opportunity  of 
coming  before  the  sheriff  and  stating  his 
claim  or  objection.    The  process  was  so 
simple  and  so  short,  that  the  roll  of 
27,000  voters  for  the  city  of  Edinbiugh 
was  gone  over  in  a  few  hours,    ^e 
county  of  Edinburgh  was  not  quite  so 
lai^e,  though  nearly  as  large,  as  the 
county  of  Dublin,  where,  they  were  told, 
8,971  objections  were  lodged.    What  a 
contrast  did  the  county  of  Edinburgh 
present !    There,  he  would  undertake  to 
say,  in  no  one  year  for  many  years  past 
had  50  objections  been  made  to  the  roll 
as  prepared  in  the  way  he  had  described, 
and  certainly  not  50   objections  were 
made  to  the  roll  of  27,000  in  the  dty  of 
Edinburgh.    These  feiotswere  wordi  a 
great  many  arguments  only  founded  on 
theories.    As  to  the  expense,  that  was 
a  mere  trifle.    A  rate  was  laid  on  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament  for  paying  regis- 
tration expenses,  and  that  rate  was  a 
very  small  fractional  part  of  a  penny  in 
the  £.    It  was  something  less  than  a 
farthing  in  the  £,  including  the  cost  of 
printing  the  large  book  which  had  been 
shown  to  the  House.    An  enormous  ex- 
pense formerly  incurred  by  parties  giv- 
ing in  their  own  claims,  and  paying 
counsel  and  agents  in  cases  of  objec- 
tions, was  done  away  with.    The  officer 
he  had  spoken  of,  who  was  called  the 
borough  assessor,  was  a  man  conversant 
with  the  value  of  property,  and  the 
public  had  general  confidence  in  what 
he  said.     ML  parties,  indeed,   seemed 
to  be  satined  with  this  system.     He 
thought  that  was  a  good  answer  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
founded  his  objection  to  the  proposal  on 
the  ground  that  the  commimity  would  be 
put  to  great  expense  in  preparing  can- 
vassing books  for  candidates.  The  system 
in  Ireland  was  far  more  expensive.    If, 
in  Edinburgh,  tiiey  had  to  adopt  the 
Irish  system,    aftc^   making  up  their 
lista  in  the  natural  order,  they  would 
need  to  go  over  aU  the  streets  and  take 


1,000  A's  out  of  them,  then,  perhaps, 
1,500  B's,  and  2,000  C's.    This  would 
be  no  light  task  in  a  city  of  210,000  in- 
habitants.   A  great  deal  of  trouble  and 
en>ense  would  naturally  be  incurred  by 
taking  these  names  out  of  their  natural 
order  as  they  were  found  in  streets,  and 
placing  them  in  an  artificial  catalogue 
aocordjng  to  the  alphabet.    Where  a 
list  was  made  up  in  this  way  a  candi- 
date's agent  had  to  set  SO  or  40  clerks 
to  work  to  bring  it  back  to  its  original 
form,  at  a  very  large  expense  to  those 
who  stood  a  contest.    Hon.  Gentlemen 
would,  therefore,  see  that  this  system,  so 
far  from  beine  intricate  and  expensive, 
was  beautifiu   for  its    simplicity,   and 
beautifcd  for  its  inexpensiveness,  giving 
satisfaction  to  aU  parties.    The  city  he 
had  the    honour  to  represent,  having 
adopted  the  territorial  system,  had  never 
seen  any  cause  whatever  to  change  it. 
In  the  counties,  the  lists  were  arranged 
according  to  parishes,  and  a  canvasser 
had  only  to  take  out  a  parish  from  the 
roll,  and  his  work  was  ready  to  his 
hand.    He  thought  if  hon.  Members 
would  just  look  into  the  matter,  they 
would  see  that  this  principle  in  the  Bill 
was  a  sound  one,  and  that  it  should  be 
adopted.  The  way  in  which  the  arrange- 
ment he  had  described  as  in  force  in 
Edinburgh  came  about  was  this — Scot- 
land and  England  had  the  same  registra- 
tion system  under  Lord  Grey's  Reform 
Bill ;  but  after  a  time  a  law  was  passed 
to  have  the  lists  printed  in  England, 
and  Scotland  was  not  included.    Scot- 
land had  no  law  for  printing  the  list  of 
voters  for  12  years   afterwards.    This 
caused  great  dissatisfaction,  and  in  the 
interim  many  efforts  were  made  to  get 
the  English  system  adopted.    Though 
not  in  Parliament,  he  was  then  one  of 
the  local  agitators,  and  had  a  good  deal 
to  do  with  the  drafting  of  this  measure. 
They  did  not  seek  absolutely  to  copy  the 
English  law  of  registration.  They  found 
out  where  it  worked  badly,  and  endea- 
voured to  get  a  better  method.    This 
Bill  was  therefore  drafted,  and  it  was 
carried  through  by  the  present  Lord 
Monoreiff,  then  Lord  Advocate,  to  the 
great  satisfaction  of  the  people  of  Scot- 

Mb.  macartney  said,  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  seemed  to  be  that  per- 
sons who  had  no  right  to  be  on  the  list 
of  voters  should  be  able  to  get  their 
'  'names  on  for  three  months  without  the 
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possibility  of  getting  them  off.    There 
were  no  quarter  sessions  between  July 
and  October,  and  by  merely  writing  a 
note  to  the  derk  of  the  peace  anyone 
could  be  placed  on  the  roll,   and  he 
could  not  possibly  be  objected  to  till  Oc- 
tober.   At  present  the  lists  were  printed 
alphabetically,  and   every  person  who 
w^ed  to  know  whether  nis  name  stood 
on  the  list  or  not,  had  but  to  go  and 
look  at  the  list.    The  first  clause  would, 
in  many  cases,  render  it  impossible  for 
objectors  to  find  out  the  names  of  those 
to  whom  they  wished  to  object,  and 
persons  whose  names  were  on  would 
also  be  imable  to  find  Uiem.    At  pre- 
sent the  collectors  of  the  rates  made  out 
the  list  of  voters,  and  handed  the  lists 
to  the  derk  of  the  peace,  and  if  anv- 
one  was  left  out  of  that  list,  he  could 
then  apply  to  have  his  name  entered  on 
the  supplementary  list ;  but  by  the  Bill 
the  clerK  of  the  peace  would  make  them 
out  in  future.    The  more  they  simplified 
the  law  for  registering  voters  the  better. 
He  wished  to  see  every  man  with  aright 
to  vote  in  possession  of  that  right,  but 
that  no  person  without  the  riffht  should 
be  on  the  list.    It  was  certainly  opening 
the  door  to  imaginary  claims ;  and  this 
was  spedally  dangerous  at  Uie  begin- 
ning of  a  Session,  when  Parliament  was 
likely  to  be  dissolved  in  August,  and 
unjustified  voters  would  be  ^owed  to 
go  to  the  poll.    The  Bill  would  really 
put  a  morl^^ee  of  an  estate  in  the  po- 
sition of  the  freeholder  instead  of  the 
proprietor,  and  he  thought  that  these 
womd  not  accept  such  a  principle  as 
that.    The  measure  also  said  that  the 
derk  of  the  peace  was  to  take  a  list  of 
daimants,  and  say  the  daimants  should 
be  voters  for  the  purpose  of  Parliamen- 
tary Elections;  but  that  was  a  thing 
which  could  not  hold  water  for  three 
minutes.    It  was  absurd  to  say  that  a 
claimant  should  be  entitled  to  some- 
thing which  he  claimed,  although  he  did 
not  prove  it.    He  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  a  very  proper  thing  that  the  notices 
should  be   posted  up  so  that  anyone 
could  see  whether  his  name  was  in  or 
not.    If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
brings  in  Bills  which  he,  as  an  Irishman, 
could  support,  he  should  be  glad  to  vote 
for  them ;  but  he  could  not  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  measure. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  remarked 
that  it  appeared  to  him  many  of  the  ob- 
jeotions  which  he  had  heard  from  hon« 

itr»  Mamrimy 


Members  on  the  other  side  of  llie  House 
were  altogether  deficient  as  ai^uments 
against  the  necessity  for  legislating  in 
the  direction  which  this  BiU  proposed. 
An  objection  had  been  raised  by  one 
against  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  it  affirmed  something  not 
true— which  the  House,  in  fact,   was 
bound  not  to  affinn.   The  Preamble  said 
that  it  frequently  happened  that  persons 
entitled  to  acquire  the  franchise  in  coun- 
ties and  boroughs  in  Ireland  were  hin- 
dered in  the  acquisition  of  such  a  right 
b^  the  law  at  present  regulating  the  re- 
gistration of  voters  in  Ireland.    That 
was  substantially  the  case,  and  he  main- 
tained that  in  a  free  country  like  this, 
every  man  was  entitled  to  have  the  law 
fSEurly  administered  towards  him,  and  all 
subjects  of  the  State  were  entitled  to 
have  the  mode  of  administration  con- 
sidered when  the  laws  were  framed. 
It  was  merdy  trifling  with  the  subject 
to  take  such  an  objection,  for  the  state- 
ment in  the  Preamble  was  true,  and 
people  were  prevented  in  Ireland  from 
enjoyiiig  that  which  they  had  a  legal 
right  to  enjoy  except  for  the  technical 
operation  of  the  present  law.    When 
they   got   into    Committee  —  if    they 
did   get  into   Oommittee  —  he   would 
suggest   two   or   three    words    which 
would  remove  every  objection  on  that 
score.    He  asked  the  House  to  consider 
whether  it  was  fair  that  there  should  be 
a  system  of  law  at  work  which  would 
reduce  27,000  prtmd  faeie  occupiers  re- 
sident in  Dublin  of  £12    or  upwards, 
to  4,300  on  the  register.    When  esti- 
mating ^what  the  number  on  the   re- 
gister ouffht  to  be,   a  wholesale   de- 
duction of  12,000  had  been  made  for 
duplicate  and  triplicate  residences  and 
female   occupiers,    which   reduced  the 
number  to  15,000,  and  yet  only  4,300 
appeared   upon   tiie   register.     Sturdy* 
some  change  was  necessary  to  alter  that 
state  of  thmgs  ?    Another  objection  had 
been  taken  to  the  5th  section  of  the  BiU 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  which  was  no  less 
grave  than  that  there  was  a  nominative 
case,  and  not  a  verb,  to  follow  in  the 
right  ^lace.    Such  an  objection  as  that 
was  frivolous,  and  could  easily  be  re- 
medied in  Oommittee.    He  trusted  the 
House  would  pass  the  second  reading  of 

the  measure.       

Thi  ATTOBNEY   general  vob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Qxbsov)  said,  he  agreed 
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with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tooghal  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  that  eyer^  reasonable 
and  fair  facility  should  be  given  to  those 
who  were  entiUed  to  be  upon  the  regis- 
ter, and  he  also  entirely  conoorred  with 
him  that  the  law  should  be  fairly  and 
equally  administered.    But  he  could  not 
agree   tiiat  this  Bill   was  really    ad- 
yanoing  a  step  in  that  direction.     The 
Bill  mainly  sought  to  deal  with  those 
who  claimed   to   be  on  the  register, 
and    he    thought   the    hon.    Member 
for  Cayan    (]£:.  Biggar)  had  entirely 
failed  to  point  out  that  the  Bill  tended 
to   assimilate   the   law  of  Ireland   to 
the  law  of  England.     At  present  the 
law,  which  was  substantially  the  same 
in  England  and  Ireland,  was  that  a  per- 
son who  claimed  the   franchise  must 
serye  a  claim  setting  out  his  name  and 
address,  his  qualifioation,  and  other  par- 
ticulars, which  he  thought  entitled  him 
to  the  franchise.     His  daim  must  be 
epeoial,  and  rightly  so,  for  he  knew  all 
the   circumstances.     The  objector,  on 
the    other   hand,   was  allowed   to  be 
general,  and  reasonably  so,  in  his  ob- 
jection, as  he  could  not  be  supposed  to 
Know  all  the  circumstances  until  they 
were  investigated.    This  Bill  would  re- 
verse that  principle,  for  it  would  enable 
the  claimant,  who  had  special  know- 
ledge, to  make  his  claim  in  general 
terms,  and  would  compel  the  objector, 
who  had  no  special  knowledge,  to  make 
his   objection   in    special  terms.    One 
clause  in  the  Bill  had  attracted  almost 
the  enthusiasm  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren),  who  said  it 
was  a  lovely  dause.    He  could  not  call 
that  strong  language,  but  it  was  the 
language  of  affection.    What  was  this 
clause  that  excited  so  much  enthusiasm  f 
It  in  r€^l7  was  a  franchise  clause,  and 
would  facilitate  the  obtaining  of  the 
franchise  by  those  who  had  no  right  to 
it.     The  law  said  a  man  must  be  an 
owner  or  tenant;  but  this  Bill  would 
require  tiie  revising  barrister  to  put  on 
the  register  the  name  of  a  person  who 
might  be  neither  owner  nor  occupier ; 
but  might  have  been  merely  in  posses- 
sion for  12  months,  living,   perhaps, 
with  his  mother  or  grandmother.    Tne 
onus  of  proof  and  the  onus  of  objection 
were  substantially  affected  by  this  Bill, 
and  this  Bill  said  to  a  person  who  had 
&e  audacity  to  object  to  any  person — ^the 
claimant  was  not  to  be  put  on  proof, 
and  not  oompelled  to  say  one  woro  un- 
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lees,  in  the  first  instance,  the  objector 
gave  some  primd  facie  evidence  of  his 
objection.  As  for  the  dause  which 
would  relieve  a  man  from  the  necessity 
of  appearing  in  person  to  prove  his 
claim,  he  would  remark  that  at  present 
any  reasonable  proof  would  be  accepted. 
He  had  himself  been  recently  regis- 
tered as  an  elector  for  the  county  of 
Meath  without  personal  attendance.  For 
these  reasons,  he  thought  the  Bill  should 
not  be  read  a  second  tune. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  96;  Noes 
134:  Majorify  38.— (Div.  List,  No.  11.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Seoond    Beading    put    of    for    six 
months. 

VALUATION  BILL— [Bill  36.] 

(ifr.  Banuay,    Sir  Oraham  Montgomery^  Mr, 

Baxter f  Mr.  SodwsU,  Mr.  Jo$eph  Covten.) 

SBOOlfD    BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  RAMSAY,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
hoped,  after  the  discussion  upon  l^e  law 
of  Ireland  to  which  they  had  just 
listened,  that  no  apology  was  due  ^m 
him  in  submitting  for  second  reading  a 
Bill  which  was  intended  to  assimilate 
the  law  of  England  to  that  of  Scotland 
in  respect  to  valuation.  The  necessity 
of  some  change  in  the  existing  law  of 
England  upon  that  subject  had  been 
fully  recognized,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go* 
vemment  Board  had,  he  thought,  in 
three  successive  years,  submitted  mea- 
sures for  amending  tiie  law.  A  long 
experience  in  the  administration  of  the 
law  of  Scotland  on  this  subject  had  led 
him  (Mr.  Bamsay)  to  take  an  interest  in 
the  matter;  and  he  felt,  on  examining  the 
proposals  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  that  they  were  very 
cumbrous  and  complicated  indeed,  as 
compared  with  the  provisions  of  the  law 
of  Scotland,  and  were  not  likdy  to  brinff 
about  that  uniform  valuation  which 
should  be  established  for  Great  Britain. 
He  did  not  see  why  one  law  on  this 
matter  should  pzmil  in  one  part  of 
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Qreat  Britain  and  another  law  in  another 
part.  He  confined  his  remarks  to  Qreat 
Britain,  where  he  thought  the  necessity 
for,  and  adyantage  of,  uniformity  would 
be  recognized.  He  would  not  attempt 
to  criticize  the  GKxvemment  measures 
past  or  present,  but  would  briefly 
state  the  points  which  he  considered 
essentii^  in  order  to  secure  a  uniform 
valuation.  He  thought  the  valuation 
should  be  annual,  and  in  order  to  secure 
tmiformity,  that  it  should  be  according 
to  a  prescribed  statutory  rule.  He  said 
so  much  in  favour  of  uniformity  of 
valuation ;  because  it  was  the  onlv  means 
by  which  they  could  secure  that  the 
Imperial  taxes  could  be  levied  equallv 
and  equitably  on  property  in  the  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the^Cingdom.  That  this 
was  not  the  case  at  present,  he  hoped 
he  should  be  able  to  show  the  House  so 
clearly,  as  to  induce  them  to  give  a 
favourable  consideration  to  the  proposal 
he  should  make.  In  so  far  as  local 
rates  were  concerned,  the  ratepayers 
had  very  little  interest  indeed  in  the 
special  rule  by  which  the  valuation  lists 
were  made  out,  provided  that  the  same 
rule  were  acted  on  over  the  whole  area 
on  which  a  rate  was  imposed.  It  mat- 
tered little  to  the  ratepayers,  when  a 
specific  sum  was  wanted  for  a  particular 
purpose,  whether  the  rate  were  fixed  on 
an  estimated  value  of-Hsay,  £2,000,  or 
on  one  of  £1,000  ;  because  6(f.  per 
pound  on  £2,000  would  yield  just  the 
same  amount  as  1^.  per  pound  on  £1,000 ; 
though,  indeed,  tms  very  obvious  fact 
was  often  overlooked  by  ratepayers  in 
their  anxiety  to  secure  a  low  valuation 
of  property.  That  being  the  case,  his 
remarks  regarding  uniformity  would  be 
held  to  specially  apply  to  Imperial 
taxes.  The  fact  should  also  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  adoption  of  a  uniform 
vfiduation  throughout  Qreat  Britain  did 
not  preclude  the  possibility  of  classifying 
the  various  forms  of  reid  estate.  The 
right  hon.  •  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  had  insisted 
that  aH  Imperial  and  local  rates  should 
be  levied  on  what  he  designated  the 
rateable  value.  He  (Mr.  ^imsay)  in- 
dulged the  hope  of  securing  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  support ;  because  he 
felt  he  could  show  that  an  accurate 
valuation  list  containing  the  real  rent 
would  be  a  necessary  basis  in  order  to 
obtain  a  proper  daasifioation,  and  to 
makerdsdooMoQi  where  deductions  were 


desirable.  There  was  room  for  diversify 
of  opinion  as  to  the  advantage  of  classi- 
fication or  deduction  with  regard  to  any 
particular  rate.  But  his  whole  object 
was  to  procure  a  uniform  valuation 
throughout  Qreat  Britain,  and  it  was  on 
that  account  exclusively  that  he  had 
pressed  these  views,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  on  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  changes  that  took  place  in 
the  course  of  a  year  were  so  numerous 
and  so  great  that  a  supplemental  list,  as 
was  proposed  in  the  late  measure  of  the 
Qt)vemment,  would  cause  as  much  ex- 
pense as  a  renewed  annual  survey  and 
valuation,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
equal  incidence  of  any  rate  could  be 
attained  by  means  of  a  supplemental 
list.  That  the  present  mode  of  making 
up  the  valuation  lists  was  not  correct 
would  be  readily  understood  firom  the 
fact  stated  in  &e  last  Beport  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue,  that  the 
amount  charged  in  the  Income  Tax 
assessment  undw  Schedule  A  was 
£107,689,995  in  respect  of  property, 
the  gross  estimated  rental  of  whicn  was 
£97,812,640  for  the  poor  rate  valuation 
—a  difference  of  £10,000,000.  Again, 
according  to  the  Eetum  of  the  number 
of  owners  and  value  of  land  in  1876, 
the  gross  estimated  rental  in  England 
and  Wales  was  £99,352,301;  while  the 
gross  annual  value  in  Scotland  was 
£18,698,804.  But  it  could  not  be  sup- 
posed by  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
countries  that  the  sterile  hills  of  Scot- 
land yielded  a  fifth  part  of  the  sum 
that  the  level  and  fertile  plains  of  Eng- 
land did.  No  one  acquainted  with  the 
facts  could  suppose  it  possible  that  the 
Eetum  of  £99,352,301  for  England  and 
Wales  could  be  correct  as  compared 
with  £18,698,804  for  Scotland.  If  fur- 
ther  evidence  were  required  of  the  in- 
equality, he  might  refer  to  the  last 
Betum  from  the  Board  of  Inland  Be- 
venue,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the 
increase  on  the  estimated  value  of  the 
houses  in  1874-5  as  compared  witii 
1873-4  was  in  England  1*61  per  cent 
and  in  Scotland  5-89  per  cent.  Did 
anyone  think  that  nearly  6  per  cent 
could  be  added  to  the  gross  rental  of 
the  houses  in  Scotland,  and  only  1*61 
per  cent  to  the  gross  value  of  the  houses 
in  England  ?  These  facts  showed  t^at 
the  local  authorities  in  England  had  no 
fixed  statutory  rule  on  which  they  acted 
'  *m  making  up  the  valuatton  lists.    The 
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hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr. 
dare  Head)  pointed  out  last  year,  that 
in  some  cases  rent  was  taken  as  the 
basis  for  making  up  the  valuation  lists, 
in  other  cases  estimated  value ;  while  in 
others,  again,  there  was  a  combination  of 
both  systems  according  to  the  discretion 
of  the  local  authority.      In  such  mat- 
ters, where  the  list  was  to  form  the  basis 
of  the  taxation  of  the  people,  he  (Mr. 
Bamsay)    did   not    think    Parliament 
should  shrink  from  laying  down  a  de- 
finite fixed  statutory  rule  by  which  all 
the  local  authorities  in  the  country  should 
be  guided.    He  contended  that  such  a 
rule   was   essentially   requisite  to  re- 
move that  inequality  which  had  been 
the  cause  of  great  complaint  hereto- 
fore, and  was  the  cause  of  great  com- 
plaint still.     The  true  remedy  was  to 
take  the  rent  paid  by  the  occupier  on 
each  separate  tenement,  as  was  proposed 
in  the  Bill   he  now  submitted  to  the 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
the  value ;  and,  in  aoing  this,  he  merely 
assumed  that  the  value  of  any  particular 
subject.was  the  sum  of  money  mat  it  would 
bring  in  the  market.    He  might  be  told 
that  the  Bill  was  not  suited  to  the  cir- 
cumstances  in   England,  inasmuch  as 
many  noble  and  ri^ht  hon.  Gbntlemen 
were  in  the  habit  of  letting  their  lands 
for  less  than  they  were  fairfy  worth,  and 
it  was  in  consequence  of  such  discrepan- 
cies that  an  estimate  of  value  was  said 
to  be  required  by  individuals  qualified 
for  that  purpose.    Those  discrepancies 
exist  in  the  North  as  well  as  in  the 
South,     and    they    altogether    forgot 
that  a  basis  of  tisixation  eliould  depend 
not  on  matters  of  opinion  but  on  mat- 
ters of  fact.    With  all  the  consideration 
he  had  given  to  this  subject,  he  had  not 
been  able  to  devise  any  other  rule  than 
that  the  actual  rent  should  be  regarded 
as  the  true  value.    He  might  also  be 
told  that  there  was  a  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  applying  a  system  which  suited 
the  less  wealthy  and  extensive  counties 
in  Scotland  to  the  more  wealthy  and  ex- 
tensive counties  of  England.  But  on  that 
subject  he  thought  that  there  was  some 
misapprehension ;  because,  although  the 
aifea   of   Scotland   was   sterile  indeed 
in  comparison  to  that  of  England,  yet 
the  number  of  acres  that  were  included 
in  Scotch  counties  were  in  some  oases 
as  great,  and  in  many  cases  more,  than 
the  average  of  English  ooimties.   There- 
iore,  on  tne  score  of  extent,  there  oouldj 
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be  no  difficulty  in  applying  the  law, 
which,    in   his    own    experience,    had 
worked  with  satisfaction  to  all  concerned 
for  21  or  22  years  in  Scotland.    It  was 
the  practice  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  all  subjects  to  take  experience  rather 
than  theory,  and  he  thought  that  what- 
ever better  theoretical  mode  they  might 
devise  of  adjusting  valuation  lists,  they 
would  find  no  better  practical  mode  of 
doing  it  than  what  he  had  stated.   Then 
he  might  be  told  that  the  number  of 
changes  which  occurred  in  the  course  of 
a  year   were  not  so  numeroius   as  to 
render  it  necessary  to  make  u^  a  list 
annually.    If  experience  were  valued, 
he  took  leave  to  cite  the  example  of 
the  City  of  Glasgow.    In  that  cit7  the 
entries  in  the  valuation  list  for  1876 
were  137,000  in  number  and  £3,117,835 
in  amount,  the  number  of  changes  being 
30,000.    What   would   be   the  use  of 
supplemental  lists  in  such  a  case  ?  There 
was  nothing  more  fallacious  than  to  sup- 
pose that  accuracy  could  be  secured  oy 
means  of  a  supplemental  list  where  they 
had  30,000  changes  in  one  city.    There 
were  2,000  new  houses  erected  in  the 
course  of  the  year,  and  a  considerable 
number  of  old  ones  were  demolished. 
All  these  had,  of  course,  to  be  surveyed 
and  returns  received  from  owners  and 
occupiers.    The  changes  were  fewer  and 
less,  of  course,  in  rural  districts  and  in 
the  counties  where  there  were  few  or 
none  of  the  mineral  or  manufacturing 
industries.     The  county  where  he  re- 
sided was  one  which  was  almost  exclu- 
sively agricultural  or  pastoral.    It  was 
more  than  100  miles  in  length,  and,  he 
believed,  30  or  40  in  breadui,  and  over 
that  large  area  the  number  of  entries 
was  above  10,000,  and  the  rental  was 
upwards  of  £500,000    annually.      The 
number  of  changes    that   took   place 
even  amongst  the  strictly  rural  popula- 
tion of  that  county  was  so  great  that 
no  one  had  ever  suggested  that  it  would 
be  expedient  to  do  otherwise  than  pre- 
pare a  valualtion  list  annually  for  the 
whole  area.    No  system  was  economical 
which  was  not  also  efficient.    But  as  to 
efficiency,  the  Scotch  system  was  very 
satisfactory  in  securing  the  annual  valua- 
tion of  the  whole  property,  and  thereby 
the  equal  incidence  of  local  rates.    Each 
ratepayer  felt  that  however  heavy  mi^ht 
be  ms  burden  of  rates  he  was  sharmg 
them  in  oommon  with  all  his  neighbours, 
not  only  in  the  same  locality,  but  al 
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Scottish  STstem  in  "FlnglaTid  would  have 
seoored  the  equal  incidence  of  Imperial 
taxes  in  Great  Britain,  which  would  be 
an  advantage  to  the  revenue,  and  that  re- 
sult could  not  be  obtained  under  the  pre- 
sent law.  He  thought  there  could  be  no 
advantage  in  maintaining  the  inaccurate, 
cumbrous,  and  complicated  system  at 
present  existing  in  England,  when  by 
the  will  of  the  Members  of  ik&i  House 
a  different  law  had  been  applied  to  Soot- 
land.  Hon.  Members  must  feel  that 
the  incidence  of  public  taxation  should 
be  the  same  in  every  portion  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  Scotdi  people  had  no 
wish  to  evade  the  payment  of  their 
share  of  the  public  burdens,  but  they 
wished  to  be  liable  for  the  same  propor- 
tionate amount  as  their  fellow-citizens 
in  England,  and  no  more.  In  addition 
to  the  advantages  which  he  had  pointed 
out  would  accrue  from  the  adoption  of 
this  system,  there  were  others,  relating 
to  the  registration  of  Parliamentary 
and  Municipal  electors,  which  had  been 
referred  to  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
vious discussion  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren)  and  others. 
They  could  not  have  under  tiie  present 
law  of  valuation  in  England  the  simple 
mode  of  registering  electors  enjoyed  by 
Scotland.  He  had  no  desire  imduly  to 
TOess  this  Bill  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Mouse.  He  had  accomplished  very 
much  the  objects  he  had  in  view  in  ob- 
taining their  kind  hearing  to  his  state- 
ments ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  would  take  a  sug- 
gestion of  his,  he  would  recommend  that 
this  Bill,  together  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman's  own,  might  be  submitted 
to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain in  what  particulars,  if  any,  the  sys- 
tem which  he,  (Mr.  Bamsa^)  advocated 
was  not  applicable  to  the  circumstances 
and  sentiments  of  the  people  of  England. 
In  the  absence  of  any  assurance  of  that 
kind,  it  might  be  expedient  that  the 
House  shoiud  express  its  sense  of  the 
value  of  this  proposal.  He  indulged 
the  hope  that  the  delay  in  bringing 
forward  the  Government  Bill  might 
be  explained  by  a  desire  to  hear  the 
opinions  that  would  be  elicited  either 
for  or  against  this  present  Bill.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  under  Schedule  A 
of  the  Income  Tax  the  sum  assessed 
in  Scotland  in  the  year  1875  was 
£14,784,098,  while  in  England  there 
was  only  £128,695,774,  and  remarked 


over  the  county.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
then  pointed  to  the  counties  of  Lanark- 
shire   and  Eenfrewshire    as   being  as 
varied  in  their  geographical  features  and 
classes  of  population   as  any  part  of 
England.  The  valuation  of  three-fourths 
of  uie  counties  of  England  was  less  than 
that  of  Lanarkshire.    If,  therefore,  this 
system  suited  Lanarkshire  and  the  City 
of  Glasgow  so  well,  why  should  it  not 
work  well  in  London  and  in  all  the 
counties  of  England  ?    Simplicity  was 
of  the  greater  consequence  the  greater 
the  number  of  the  persons  entered  on  a 
valuation  list.    In  regard  to  the  plea  of 
economy,  he  cited  Gmsgow,  where  he 
said  they  had  economy  combined  with 
efficiency.      In    1855    the    number   of 
entries   on  the    list    was    85,000,    the 
valuation    amounting    to    £1,362,168. 
In   1876    the    number  of   entries  was 
137,000,  and  the  valuation  £3,117,845 ; 
so  that  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
entries  amoimted  to  73  per  cent,  and  in 
the  valuation  to   125  per  cent  during 
that  period,  while  they  had  only  an  in- 
crease of  35   per  cent  on  the  cost  of 
making  up  the  valuation  list.  The  work 
had  doubled,  but  the  cost  had  only  in- 
creased by  one-third.    With  such  a  sa- 
tisfactory result,  it  was  permissible  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  the  adoption 
of  these  views.    He  thought  it  due  to 
himself  to  state  that,  having  taken  up 
this  question,  he  had  not  pressed  his 
views  upon  the  House  without  having 
previously  attempted  to  press  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  the  pro- 
priety of  his  inquiring  into  the  system 
in  use  in  Scotiand;  and  if  the  right 
hon.   Gentieman  had  done  so,  he  felt 
sure  they  would  have  got  a  Bill  nearer 
to  the  Scotch  law  than  me  one  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  presented  to  the  House 
last  Session.    He  (Mr.  Bamsay)  was  not 
satisfied  with   that,  but  wrote  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  he 
thought,  was  interested,  giving  him  a 
statement  of  the  mode  in  wmch   the 
Scotch  law  operated^   and  pointing  out 
how  easily  and  satisfactorily  the  same 
system  could   be  worked  in  England 
with  advantage  to  the  revenue;   not, 
however,  in   the  way  of  collecting  a 
greater  sum  of  money,  because  the  rate 
to  be  collected  depended  upon  the  as- 
sessable amoimt,  and  it  did  not  matter 
whether  they  collected  on  a  high  or  a 
low  rate;  but  the  application  of  the 

Mr.  ManMoy 
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that  no  one  wlio  knew  the  relative  wealth 
of  the  two  countries  would  for  a  moment 
suppose  that  the  valuation  of  England, 
even  under  the  Income  Tax  Act,  could 
be  taken  as  accurate.  The  hon.  (Gentle- 
man was  proceeding  to  discuss  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill — ^when 

Mb.  SFEAKEE  said,  that  to  go 
through  the  Bill  clause  by  clause  was 
anticipating  the  work  of  Oommittee. 

Ma.  BiJ^AY  said,  he  would  only 
mention  generally  that  tiie  Bill  contained 
provisions  for  the  appointment  by  a 
county  or  burgh  beam  of  a  oommittee 
of  its  members  for  the  purpose  of  exercis- 
ing all  the  powers  of  the  board  in  carry- 
ing out  the  Act.  The  clause  which  he 
specially  wished  to  call  attention  to  was 
that  setting  forth  that  in  estimating  the 
yearly  value  of  lands  and  hereditaments 
under  this  Act,  the  sum  should  be  taken 
to  be  the  rent  for  which,  one  year  with 
anotiier,  such  lands  and  hereditaments 
might,  in  their  actual  state,  reasonably 
be  expected  to  be  let  for  horn  year  to 
year.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Ramay.) 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  did  not  imder- 
stand  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr. 
Samsay)  to  desire  to  press  his  Bill  as  a 
rival  one  to  that  of  the  riffht  hon. 
G^ntieman  tiie  President  of  the  Local 
Gbvemment  Board,  but  to  suggest  ex- 
tending to  England  the  principle  of 
valuation,  which  he  found  to  worx  well 
in  his  own  country.  In  the  English 
metropolis  that  principle,  substantially, 
was  already  in  operation.  The  ratii^ 
of  hereditaments  rested  on  the  valuation 
made  by  the  surveyor  of  taxes  governed 
by  the  rent  paid.  The  Government  mea- 
sure of  last  year  proposed  something  of 
the  same  end.  In  the  country  some 
injustice  was  done  in  respect  of  small 
tenants  under  the  present  system  of  ex- 
travafi;ant  allowances  from  renting  valua- 
tion usts.  He  thought  that  the  true 
principle  of  assessing  was,  on  the  part  of 
the  assessor,  to  claim  the  highest  assess- 
ment the  facts  of  the  case  would  justify 
corroborated  by  rent  paid,  and  that  the 
parties  interested  in  tiie  matter  should 
be  at  liberty  to  claim  such  reduction  as 
could  be  shown  to  be  fair  and  reason- 
able. One  defect  in:the  Bill  was,  that  it 
omitted  the  method  of  valuing  railways 
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provided  in  the  Scotch  Acts.  He  gave  a 
heady  support  to  the  Bill,  because  it 
accepted  uie  rent  paid  as  the  value  of 
hereditaments  for  the  purposes  of  assess- 
ment. 

Mb.  aHEGOBY  said,  he  thought  it 
very  desirable,  if  possible,  to  get  a  umform 
basis  of  assessment  for  property,  and  so 
far  this  Bill  was  a  good  one,  and  de- 
served support.  But,  Uke  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  preceded  him,  he  thought  the 
Bill  was  defective  in  providing  a  valua- 
tion for  railways  or  undertakings  of  that 
character.  Again,  it  would  be  very  un- 
fair to  take  woods  and  coppices  as  grass 
land,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill,  as  they 
could  onlv  be  converted  to  that  purpose 
at  an  outlay  of  fiom  £6  to  £8  per  acre. 
With  regard  to  the  valuation  of  land 
generally,  he  thought  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  draw  a  hard-and- 
fast  Ime,  for  rentals  varied  a  good 
deal,  even  in  respect  of  properties  very 
similar  in  character.  The  rents  of 
farms  did  not  correspond  with  their 
actual  values,  and  if  rent  were  taken  as 
a  basis  of  rating,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  guard  against  the  unfairness  of  rating 
faims  on  rents  far  below  their  value. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  would  involve 
the  public  declaration  of  the  actual 
rent,  and  it  was  doubtful  whether  the 
disclosure  would  be  generally  acquiesced 
in.  If,  however,  it  was  proposed  to 
send  the  Government  Bill  to  a  Select 
Oommittee,  it  might  be  advisable  that 
this  one  should  go  before  it  also,  with 
the  view  of  seeing  what  portion  of  it,  if 
any,  could  be  adopted. 

Mr.  PAGET  said,  there  were  other 
points  in  the  Bill  which,  however  ac- 
ceptable to  Scotiand,  were  not  in  har- 
mony with  the  feelings  of  English  rate- 
payers, such  as  the  public  exhibition  of 
the  valuation  list  and  the  employment 
of  surveyors  to  determine  the  value.  He 
gave  a  guarded  assent  to  the  principle 
of  taking  the  rent  as  the  value  of  pro- 
perty, as  in  many  instances  land  was 
assessed  under  ito  real  value.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  it  waste  of  time 
to  discuss  a  measure  that  was  never  in- 
tended to  become  the  law  of  the  land. 
He  suggested  that  the  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  objects  sought 
to  be  obtained  should  be  attempted  to 
be  gained  in  the  shape  of  Amendments 
to  me  Government  Bui. 

Mb.  STAYELET  HILL  said,  that  if 
the  provisicma  of  this  Bill  were  enforced, 
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the  tenant  under  a  long  leaee  who  had 
to  pay  a  fixed  rent  for  i>roperfy  which 
had  been  greatly  depredated  in  value 
would  be  bound  to  pay  rates  on  that 
value  too.  The  present  systenii  which 
made  rent  a  criterion  of  value  without 
pladng  it  as  the  actual  value,  which 
made  it  a  tnodm  prohandi,  but  not  res 
probata,  was  much  fairer.  Many  at- 
tempts had  been  made  to  arrive  at  a 
better  definition  of  value  than  that  given 
by  the  Parochial  Assessment  Act,  but 
none  had  succeeded,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  was  possible. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
they  were  in  a  difficulty  in  discussing 
this  Bill  before  that  of  the  Qt)vemment, 
and  they  ought  to  see  the  Government 
Bill  before  passing  any  opinion  on  this. 
It  was  certainly  satisfBUJtory  that  al- 
though the  Assessment  Oommittee  had 
been  for  many  years  in  force,  yet  not  a 
word  had  been  said  which  suggested 
that  they  had  not  done  their  work  in 
a  satisfiaotory  manner.  It  would  cer- 
tainly be  very  imdesirable,  just  at  the 
time  they  were  making  such  a  great 
change  as  that  involved  in  the  County 
Boards  Bill,  to  sweep  the  Assessment 
Oommittees  away  altogether.  He  was 
inclined  to  think  that  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill,  so  far  as  it  endeavoured  to 
secure  uniformity,  would  be  found  to  be 
those  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt)vemment 
Board  would  endeavour  to  carry  out; 
and  he  hoped  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  contain  clauses  which 
would  enable  the  County  Gt)vemment 
Board  to  supervise  the  Assessment  Com- 
mittees and  secure  uniformity  in  each 
county.  Such  an  arrangement  would 
efiEect  all  that  could  be  desired.  The 
more  we  took  out  of  the  hands  of  those 
chained  with  local  government  the  worse 
would  it  be  for  that  government;  but 
leaving  as  much  as  possible  to  the  local 
authorities  was  not  inconsistent  with  a 
salutary  and  beneficial  supervision,  such 
as  the  County  Government  Board  would 
be.  He  hoped  that  all  that  could  be 
done  judiciously  would  be  done  by  the 
Bill  of  the  Government.  He  would  not 
pretend  to  propose  any  Amendment  to  a 
Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  himself  did 
not  propose  to  have  read  a  second  time ; 
but  he  certainly  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  consent, 
as  had  been  suggested,  to  sendaBill  upon 

Mr.  8ta/oeUy  HiU 


which  he  had  devoted  so  much  attention 
to  a  Select  Oommittee.  At  the  same  time, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  he  would  carefdlly 
consider  anything  calculated  to  increase 
its  usefulness. 

Mb.  STOIUSB  said,  he  hoped  they 
would  not  sacrifice  justice  to  an  attempt 
at  uniformity.  It  would  certainly,  in 
many  cases,  prove  a  very  serious  injustioe 
if  the  rents  were  made  the  basis  of 
taxation.  For  instance,  where  a  needy 
landlord  was  obtaining  more  than  was 
reasonable  &om  his  land  without  con- 
sidering its  future  improvement.  It 
would  also  take  no  account  of  the  agree- 
ments between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
with  regard  to  game,  and  many  other 
circumstances  might  be  mentioned  in 
whldi  it  would  work  very  unjustiy. 

It  beine  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

WAYS  AND  HEANS. 
BesdntioBS  [February  111  reported,  and  tigr$§d 
to: — Bills  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by   Mr. 
Rahlbb,  Mr.  Ghancellob  of  the  ExcHSQirBs, 
and  Oolonel  Stanlbt. 


EXOHSQUEB  BOin>S,   &0.  BILL. 
Bill  '<to  raise  a  sum  by  Exchequer  Bonds, 
Exchequer  Bills,  or  Treasury  Bills,"  preunUd^ 
and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (£6,000,000)  MLL. 
Bill  <^  to  apply  a  sum  out  of  the  Oonsdlidated 
Fund  to  the  service  of  the  year  ending  on  the 
thirbr-first  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight 
hunclred  and  seyenty-eight,**  presented,  and  read 
the  first  time. 


HOMIOIDE  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Eardlbt  Wilmot,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Homicide,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  Eardley  "Wilmot  and  Mr. 
"Whitwell. 

Wlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 


LUNACY  LAW. 
Select  Committee  of  last  Session  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  Lunacy  Law,  so  far  aa 
it  regards  the  security  afforded  by  it  against 
violations  of  personal  liberty  re-appointed: — 
Mr.  Stbphbn  Cavb,  Br.  Lush,  Mr.  "Woodd, 
Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr.  Lbiohton,  lir.  Tbbmayhb, 
Mr.  Hbbschbll,  Mr.  Goldnby,  Mr.  Joseph 
CowEN,  Mr.  Katanagh,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Bib- 
ley,  Mr.  HopwooD,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  and  Sir 
Trevoe  Lawbencb: — ^Power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  the 
quomm. 
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ICmntes  of  (he  Evidemoe  taksn  More  the 
Select  Committee  on  Limaoy  Law  in  Senion 
1877  referred  to  the  Oonmiittee.— (Jfr.  SUphen 


TESAJFTB  FEOTBOnOK*  (IBBLAITD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  A&thxtb  Moobb,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Landlord  and  Tenant 
in  Ireland,  ord€r$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthvb  Moobb  and  Mr.  Patbiox  Sxtth. 

BilliirMiw^and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU109.] 


OONOE  D'ELTRE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Monx,  Bill  to  aboUah  the 
Ckmg6  d'dlire,  and  to  make  provision  for  the 
appointment  of  Archbishops  and  Bishops  in 
^gland  and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Fobstth,  and  Mr.  Asshbton. 

Billiir#«^itMi;andread  the  first  time.  [BillllO.] 


WBIGHTS  kSD  MEIBUBEB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ebwabd  Stanhopb,  Bill 
to  consolidate  the  Law  relating  to  Weights  and 
Measures,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Edwabd  Stanhopb,  Sir  Ohablbs  Addbblbt, 
and  Mr.  Attobnbt  Gbnbbal. 

BilliWMtffi^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billlll.] 


local  qoybbnmbnt  pbovisiokal  obdbbs 
(bbistol,  &o.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Salt,  BiU  to  confirm  cer- 
tain Proyisional  Orders  dP  the  Local  Gk>yem- 
ment  Board  relating  to  the  Oify  of  Bristol,  the 
Roral  Sanitary  iSstriot  of  Ohester-le-Street 
Union,  the  Local  Govermnent  District  of  Finch- 
ley,  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Newbury 
Union,  and  the  Local  Gk>yemment  Districts  of 
Wallasey  and  West  Derby,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Salt  and  Mr.  Sclatbr-Booth. 

BiUi^rvMn^and  read  the  first  time.  [Billll2.] 


OONTEirnON  (iBBLAin))  AOT  BEFSAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Smtth,  Bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Act  of  the  Lnsh  Parliament,  the 
thirty-third  George  the  Third,  chapter  twenty- 
nine,  intituled  *'  An  Act  to  preyent  the  Election 
or  Appointment  of  Unlawful  Assemblies,"  or^ 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  P.  J.  Sktth,  Mr. 
Stacpoolb,  Mr.  Downino,  Dr.  B&adt,  Mr. 
0*CoNNOB  PowBB,  and  Mr.  O'Olb&t. 

BillprM0fi^andread  the  first  time.  [BillllS.] 


SUIOCABT    JTTBIBDICnOK    (iBBLAim)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pabnbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  Summary  Jurisdiction  in 
Lreland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Itfr.  Far- 
nbll  and  Mr.  O'Shaughnbsst. 

Bill;»r#M»M,and  read  the  first  tine.  [BilllU.] 


ABSENTEE  PB0FBIET0B8   .(iBELAlTZ))    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pabnbll,  Bill  for  diminish- 
ing the  eyils  of  Absenteeism  in  Ireland  by 
^ying  facilities  for  the  purchase  of  their  Hold- 
ings to  Tenants  who  may  be  in  occupation  of 
the  Estates  of  Absentee  rropzietors,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pabnbll,  Mr.  O'Shavoh- 
NB88T,  and  Mr.  Patbiok  Martin. 

Wlpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  115.] 


ntlSH  OHUBOH  AOT  (1869)  AIOSIVDXENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pabnbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Pabnbll  and  Mr.  Fat. 

"Bmpresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  116.] 

House  adjourned  at  fiye  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
TkuTBdayy  \Uh  Februaryj  1878. 

MIN  UTifiS.1— Publio   Bill— JVr»<  Beading-^ 
Territorial  Waters  Jurisdiction  (23). 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  CON- 

FEBENCE-OONSTANTINOPLE— 

MOVEMENTS  OF  THE  FLEET. 

QTTESTIOirS.     OBSEBYATIOKS. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  place  at  which  the 
Conference  was  to  be  held  had  been  de- 
termined upon  ?  The  Question  did  not 
mpring  from  curiosity,  but  from  a  view 
that  some  places  ought  to  be  ayoided, 
and  from  a  hope  that  none  would  be 
chosen  without  the  sanction  of  Her 
M^esty's  Qt)temment. 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  My  Lords, 
in  answer  to  my  noble  Friend,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  place  at  which  the  Con- 
ference is  to  be  held  has  not  yet  been 
determined  upon.  The  Austnan  Go- 
yemment  initiated  the  proposed,  and 
they  naturally  proposed  Vienna  as  the 
place  of  meeting.  We  had  no  objection 
to  offer  to  that  selection,  nor,  so  far  as 
we  know,  had  any  other  Power,  with 
the  exception  of  Bussia.  The  Bussian 
Gbvemment  raised  certain  objections 
which  I  have  not  seen  in  detail,  and  I 
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ji^eliere  the  matter  is  still  under  disous- 
sion.  I  do  not/  however,  think  the  diffl- 
oulty  is  one  which  is  likely  to  continue 
long  or  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  meet- 
ingof  the  Conference. 

Eaal  GEANVILIiE; :  My  Lords,  on 
Tuesday  eyening  I  put  a  Question  to 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  AfEairs  which  he — ^I  think  with 
some  reason— described  as  rather  vague 
and  indefinite.  There  is  no  doubt  whEit- 
ever  that  there  are  a  large  nimiber  of 
questions  of  great  interest  and  import- 
ance connected  with  Eastern  aSaits  at 
this  moment,  to  which  answers  would 
be  of  much  interest;  but  ^reat  responsi- 
bility attaches  to  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  in  consequent  of  recent  proceedings, 
and  they  must  judge  what  information 
theycan  with  propriety  give.  I  shall  there- 
fore merely  repeat  the  Questions  which 
I  put  on  Tuesday  evening.  In  the  first 
place,  I  wish  to  mow  whether  our  ships 
of  war  are  at  this  moment  at  Gallipoli 
or  Constantinople?  Secondly,  if  they 
are  there,  whetner  it  is  at  the  invitation 
or  with  ite  permission,  or  against  the 
permission,  of  the  Turkish  Government  ? 
Thirdly,  I  wish  to  know  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Qt)vemmenthave  received  any 
further  information  as  to  the  likelihood 
of  the  Russians  carmnff  out  their  an- 
nounced intention  of,  m  that  event,  occu- 
pying Constantinople  ?  Fourthly,  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Earl  will  state  whe- 
ther the  other  Powers  which  he  stated 
had  applied  for  firmans  have  given  any 
assurance  as  to  joining  in  the  measures 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
adopted? 

The  Earl  op  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
in  the  first  place,  let  me  state  that  I  did 
not  at  all  intend  to  complain  or  object  to 
my  noble  Friend  on  Tuesday  night  for 
putting  his  Questions  in  a  very  general 
manner.  On  the  contrary,  I  can  quite 
understand  his  motive  in  having  so 
framed  them ;  but  it  is  not  easy,  when 
Questions  are  put  in  general  terms, 
to  know  the  particular  points  to  which 
the  Answers  should  be  directed.  My 
Lords,  the  Questions  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  put  to-night  are  of  a  very  pre- 
cise and  definite  character,  and  I  am 
prepared  to  Answer  them — but  I|believe 
that  in  the  present  state  of  afiioirs  it  is 
better  that  I  should  do  so  briefly,  avoid- 
ing statements  of  detail  which  will  be 
found  in  the  Papers  which  will  be  shortly 
laid  on  the  Table  of  your  Lordships' 

The  JSarl  of  Derby 


House,  and  avoiding,  also,  explanations 
of  an  argumentative  character  or  which 
may  lead  to  discussion.  Li  answer  to 
the  first  Question  of  my  noble  I^end, 
I  have  to  state  that  the  ships  sent  up 
are  at  Constantinople— or,  to  speak  more 
correctly,  they  are,  as  we  understand,  at 
anchor  at  Pnnce's  Ldand,  a  few  miles 
below  the  city.  Full  discretion  has  been 
P^ven  to  the  Admiral  to  place  the  ships 
m  the  position  that  might  appear  to  l^irn 
most  conducive  to  their  security;  but 
the  anchorage  which  was  suggested  by 
the  naval  authorities  at  home  as  the  mo^ 
convenient  has,  I  believe,  been  taken  up. 
In  answer  to  the  second  Question,  whether 
the  ships  have  gone  up  at  the  request  of 
the  Sultan  or  against  his  wish,  I  have 
to  say  that,  on  hearing  the  objections 
taken  by  the  Porte,  we  at  once  commu- 
nicated with  that  Government  on  those 
objections;  and  I  telegraphed  to  Mr. 
Layard  explaining  the  absolute  neces- 
sity, in  our  judgment,  for  the  ships 
going  up,  and  I  also  communicated  in 
&ie  same  sense  with  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador in  this  coimtry.  The  result  of 
those  communications  is  that,  although 
the  Turkish  Government  has  ofiEered  a 
formal  protest  against  the  passage  of  tiie 
Dardanelles  by  the  Fleet,  it  took  no  step 
to  oppose,  or  attempt  to  oppose,  its  pass- 
ing. I  am  bound  to  add  that,  while 
under  ordinary  circumstances  we  should, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  have  respected  the 
objection  taken  by  the  Porte,  we  could  not 
but  think  that,  in  present  circumstances, 
the  Government  of  the  Porte  could  hardly 
be  considered  a  free  agent,  and  that, 
without  any  feeling  of  hostility  or  jea- 
lousy towards  this  country,  the  Sultan 
might  naturally,  and  not  unreasonably, 
have  felt  a  reluctance  to  incur  towards 
Russia  the  responsibility  which  he  might 
apprehend  he  would  incur  by  grantmg^ 
the  permission  for  which  we  asked.  We 
therefore  thought  it  better  to  take  the 
responsibility  on  ourselves.  With  regard 
to  tke  Question  as  to  the  course  taken 
by  other  European  Powers,  I  am  afraid 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  stated 
on  Tuesday.  The  French  and  Italian 
Governments,  as  I  then  said,  had  autho- 
rized their  Ambassadors  to  apply  for  fir- 
mans; but  subsequently  suspended  action 
in  the  matter.  With  regard  to  the  course 
taken  by  the  Austrian  Government,  I 
am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  speak  with 
certainty.  Now,  my  Lords,  as  to  the 
Russian  intention  of  occupying   Oon* 
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BtantinopIe»  your  Lordships  will  have 
seen  the  Oiroular  Telegram  of  Prince 
GK>rtohakoff  which  has  been  publie^ed 
in  all  the  newspapers ;  and  I  yesterday 
received  another,  which  your  Lordships 
will  perhaps  wish  me  to  read.  It  is  to 
this  effect-- 

«  Tho  Englifth  Qovemmeiit  has  announoed  to 
hb  that  they  are  going  to  send  a  poition  of  their 
Fleet  to  Constantinople  for  the  protection  of  the 
life  and  property  of  their  subjects  whose  safety 
was  threatened,  according  to  the  reports  that 
reach  them.  We  have  in  view  the  temporanr 
entry  of  a  part  of  our  troops  into  Constanti- 
nople with  exactly  the  same  object,  with  the 
distinction  that  our  protection,  if  required,  will 
be  extended  to  all  the  Christians.  The  two  Go- 
vernments would  thus  be  fulfilling  a  common 
duty  of  humanity.  It  follows  that  this  task, 
being  of  a  pacific  nature,  could  not  assume  in 
any  way  the  character  of  mutual  hostility." — 
[Turkey,  No.  14  (1878).    No.  6.] 

My  Lords,  that  telegram  is  conciliatory 
and  not  unMendly ;  but  I  am  boimd  to 
say  we  do  not  admit  that  the  case  of  a 
military  occupation  of  the  city  itself  and 
the  case  of  sending  men-of-war  into  a 
harbour  below  the  city  are  parallel  cases, 
and  that  opinion  I  have  expresssd  in  a 
despatch  written  in  reply  to  the  telegram 
I  have  just  read,  which  "despatch  I  shall 
lay  upon  the  Table.  That,  my  Lords, 
is  the  position  of  affairs. 

LoED  DUNSANY  asked,  Whether 
the  whole  of  the  Fleet  or  only  a  part  of 
it  had  passed  the  Dardanelles  ? 

Thb  Eael  op  DEEBY:  Not  the 
whole. 


teeritorial  waters  jurisdiction. 

BILL  PKKSSNTED.     FIBST  BEADmO. 

Thb  LOED  CHANCELLOR  rose, 
pursuant  to  Notice,  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  question  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Crown  in  the  terri- 
torial waters  of  the  Empire,  more  espe- 
cially with  reference  to  the  recent  case  of 
the  **Franconia"  (Beg.  v.  £eyn.  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  No.  56,  presented  30th 
April,  1877),  and  to  present  a  Bill  on  the 
subject.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said 
that  the  jurisdiction  to  which  he  desired 
to  call  attention  was  not  the  jurisdiction 
in  relation  to  rivers,  bays,  or  harbours, 
because  in  respect  of  that  no  controversy 
had  ever  arisen;  but  the  jurisdiction 
over  the  territorial  waters  in  that  belt  or 
zone  of  the  high  seas  w^ch  surrounds  the 
shores  of  the  Empire.  This,  at  first  sight, 
would  appear  to  be  a  question  of  law.  No 
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doubt  it  was  a  question  of  law ;  but  he 
rather  thought  that  it  was  a  question  of 
that  which  had  been  described  as  the  first 
law  of  nature — the  law  of  self-preserva- 
tion. It  was  absolutely  necessary  that,  to 
some  extent  and  in  some  measure,  there 
should  be  a  territorial  jurisdiction  over 
the  high  seas  surroundmg  the  seaboard 
of  every  country.  No  Empire  which 
had  a  seaboard  could  be  allowed  to  re- 
main without  a  jurisdiction  of  that  kind. 
If,  in  the  case  of  such  an  Empire,  it  was 
held  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Kingdom 
ended  with  the  dry  land,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  subjects  of  that  King- 
dom, in  the  presence  of  foreigners,  would 
be  absolutely  without  defence  from  the 
moment  they  entered  the  sea  for  the 
purpose  of  bathing,  or  fishing,  or  for 
any  other  purpose.  Not  only  so,  but 
when  on  dry  land  they  would  be  without 
protection ;  because,  if  no  jurisdiction 
from  the  land  extended  to  tiEie  sea  sur- 
roundiuj?  the  seaboard,  people  from  all 
parts  of  the  world  might  come  to  that 
part  of  the  high  sea  contiguous  to  the 
land  and  resort  to  practices  which  might 
be  of  the  most  serious  character  to  people 
on  shore.  So,  again,  in  case  of  war, 
hostilities  carried  on  by  belligerents 
outside  the  shore  might  expose  the  in- 
terests of  a  neutral  Power  to  the  greatest 
danger.  It  might  be  asked  wheuier  the 
question  was  not  solved — so  far,  at  all 
events,  as  down  to  low-water  mark — ^to 
whichunquestionablytheterritorialjuris- 
diction  extended  ?  With  regard  to  the 
low- water  mark,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  there  were  parts  of  the  coasts  where 
there  were  considerable  intervals  be- 
tween high  and  low- water  mark ;  and 
also  there  were  in  the  Kingdom,  as  their 
Lordships  knew,  many  places  where  the 
sea  came  so  close  to  tiLe  cliffs  that  there 
was  absolutely  no  horizontal  interval  be- 
tween high  and  low-water  marks.  It 
had  been  suggested,  or  might  be  sug- 
gested, that  if  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
ooimtry  extended  over  the  part  of  the 
high  seas  immediately  adjoining  the 
shore,  inasmuch  as  the  right  of  pas- 
sage overthat  part  was  allowed  to  foreign 
ships,  it  would  be  unfair  to  claim  such  a 
jurisdiction  as  against  them.  He 
was  willing  for  this  purpose  to  assume 
the  right  of  passage  contended  for  ; 
but  he  imagined  that  it  was  to  be 
conceded — if  conceded— on  this  foot- 
ing and  this  footing  only — that  those 
who  availed  themselves  of  the  right  of 
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passage  ought  so  to  conduct  themselyes 
as  that  they  should  not  expose  them- 
selyes to  any  complaint  of  a  violation 
of  the  rights  of  those  by  whom  the 
right  of  passage  was  conceded.  Any 
such  arg^ument  would  apply  to  the  case 
of  foreign  ships  coming  into  one  of  our 
bays,  where  they  were  lK>und  to  conform 
to  our  laws  and  respect  our  rights.  In 
fact,  the  right  of  jurisdiction  h^  always 
been  admitted  in  respect  of  territorial 
waters.  What  made  it  necessary  to 
bring  this  matter  under  the  notice  of 
their  Lordships  was  a  case  of  consider- 
able interest  —  that  of  the  collision 
between  the  Franeonia  and  Strath- 
elyde  off  Dover,  by  which  a  number  of 
persons  lost  their  lives.  But  for  this 
case,  it  would  hardly  have  been  neces- 
sary to  detain  their  Lordships  by  offer- 
ing any  observations.  The  Franeonia 
was  a  German  ship,  and  her  master  was 
put  on  his  trial  for  the  manslaughter  of 
one  of  the  passengers  of  the  Strath- 
Clyde,  He  was  found  guilty ;  and  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  case  was  one  of 
manslaughter  according  to  our  law.  The 
case  was  fully  proved,  and  the  juir  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  guilty..  But  objec- 
tion was  taken  on  the  trial  that,  the  ac- 
cused master  being  a  foreigner,  and  he 
having  been  on  board  a  foreign  ship  at 
the  time  the  alleged  offence  was  com- 
mitted, although  that  ship  was  then 
within  two  miles  and  a-half  of  our  land, 
there  was  no  jurisdiction  in  our  Courts, 
and  the  verdict  must  be  quashed.  That 
point  came  before  the  Court  for  Crown 
Cases  Eeserved,  and  there  was  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  the  question  between 
the  learned  Judges.  They  were  13  in 
number.  Six  of  the  learned  Judges 
thought  that  the  judgment  should  be 
maintained,  and  seven  thought  that  it 
ought  to  be  quashed.  There  was  a  ma- 
jority of  one  for  the  latter  view,  and  the 
conviction  was  accordingly  quashed.  The 
minority  were  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cole- 
ridge, Lord  Justice  Brett,  Lord  Justice 
Amphlett,  Mr.  Justice  Lindley,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Ghrove,  and  Mr.  Justice  Denman.  The 
majority  were  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  Sir  Robert  Philli- 
more,  Lord  Justice  Bramwell,  Mr. 
Justice  Lush,  Baron  Pollock,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Field.  It  was  a  peculiarity  of 
our  jurisprudence  that  in  such  cases  the 
question  of  law  had  to  be  searched  for 
and  elicited  from  expressions  used  by 
learned  Judges  in  judgments  differing 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


fi!omeachotherandnot  always  couched  in 
such  terms  as  tostateexactly  theprinciple 
of  law  which  the  Judges  wished  to  affirm. 
He  would  endeavour  to  explain  what  he 
imderstood  to  be  the  main  ground  of  the 
judgment  of  the  majority  of  the  Judges 
in  the  Franeonia  case.  But  before  he 
did  so,  there  was  an  incident  which  he 
wished  to  mention  to  tiieir  Lordships. 
One  of  the  learned  Judges,  for  whom 
they  all  had  the  greatest  respect,  and 
whose  judgment,  from  his  experience  in 
criminal  cases,  was  of  the  greatest  weight 
— Mr.  Justice  Lush — stated  that,  though 
he  concurred  with  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
in  that  learned  Judge's  view  of  the  case, 
yet  he  wished  to  guard  himself  in  this 
particular  case  with  respect  to  the  limits 
of  the  high  seas.    He  said — 

« I  wiah  to  guard  myself  from  being  Bumrased 
to  adopt  any  words  or  expressions  whiolL  nuij 
seem  to  imply  a  doubt  as  to  the  competency  iH 
Parliament  to  legislate  as  it  may  think  fit  for 
these  waters.  I  think  that  usage  and  the  com- 
mon consent  of  nations,  which  constitute  inter- 
national law,  have  appropriated  tt^ese  waters  to 
the  adjacent  State  to  deal  with  them  as  the  State 
may  deem  expedient  for  its  own  interests.  They 
are,  therefore,  in  the  language  of  diplomacy  and 
of  international  law,  termed  by  a  convenient  meta- 
phor the  territorial  waters  of  Great  Britain,  and 
the  same  or  equivalent  phrases  are  used  in  some 
of  our  statutes,  denoting  that  this  belt  of  sea  is 
under  the  exclusive  dominion  of  the  State.  But 
the  dominion  is  the  dominion  of  Parliament,  not 
the  dominion  of  the  common  law.  .  .  .  There- 
fore, although,  as  between  nation  and  nation, 
these  waters  are  British  territory,  as  being  under 
the  exdusive  dominion  of  Great  Britain,  in 
judicial  language  they  are  out  of  the  realm,  and 
any  exercise  of  criminal  jurisdiction  over  a 
foreign  ship  in  thes*  waters  must  in  my  judg- 
ment be  authorized  by  an  Act  of  Parliament."— 
[M.  V,  Keyfif  2  £xeh,  D.  1876.] 

As  he  understood  these  words,  if  Sir 
Eobert  Lush  had  found  that,  in  the  par- 
ticular place  Parliament  had  stepped  in 
and  said  that  that  portion  of  the  water 
was  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
would  have  been  of  opinion  that  the 
Crown  had  territorial  jurisdiction  over 
it,  and  that  the  conviction  ought  not  to 
be  quashed.  It  was  fortunate  lor  the  pri- 
soner in  the  Franeonia  case,  though  not 
fortunate  for  the  vindication  of  the  law, 
that  Mr.  Justice  Lush  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  that  had  not  been  done 
which  really  had  been  done.  It  appeared 
that  in  an  Act  of  1848  for  the  Regula- 
tion of  Customs,  there  was  a  provision 
authorizing  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
to  establish  ports  in  many  places  where 
ports  were  required^  a^d  to  define  their 
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limits.  Under  that  proviflioBy  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasuzy  issued  a  wanrant,  whioh 
was  inserted  in  Th$  Zanian  ChmitU  of  the 
3rd  March,  1848.  In  that  warrant  were 
these  paragraphs — 

«That  the  limits  of  the  Port  of  Dover  shall 
oommence  at  St.  Margaret's  Bay  aforesaid,  and 
continue  along  the  said  coast  of  Kent  to  Oopt 
Point  in  the  said  oonnjy.  That  the  limits  of  the 
port  of  Folkestone  shall  commence  at  Copt  Point 
aforesaid,  and  continue  along  the  coast  to 
Dnngeness,  in  the  said  cotmtj. 

"And  we,  the  said  Commissioners  of  Her 
Migesty's  Treasury,  do  further  declare  that  the 
limits  seaward  of  the  said  ports  shall  extend  to 
a  distance  of  three  miles  from  low-water  mark 
out  to  sea,  and  that  the  limits  of  such  ports  shall 
include  all  islands,  bays,  harbours,  nyers,  and 
creeks  within  the  same  respectively.'' 

So  that  under  Parliamentary  powers  the 
proper  authorities  had  declared  long 
before  the  Dranconia  case  that  the  limits 
of  the  port  of  Dover  extended  three  miles 
out  to  sea.  We  understood  the  view  of 
the  majority  of  the  Judges  to  be  this — 
that  there  was  one  jurisdiction  by  land 
and  the  other  by  sea;  that  the  juris- 
diction by  land  was  one  limited  by  the 
limits  of  counties,  taking  into  the  county 
the  low-water  mark  and  the  harbours 
and  riyers  within  the  county ;  that  the 
jurisdiction  by  sea  was  the  old  jurisdiction 
of  tiie  Lord  High  Admiral  now  exercised 
by  the  Central  Criminal  Court ;  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  High  Admiral 
extended  to  the  high  seas,  but  the  per- 
sons over  whom  it  was  exercised  must 
be  British  subjects,  not  foreigners ;  and 
that  the  Central  Criminal  Court  had  no 
jurisdiction  over  the  persons  of  foreigners 
beyond  the  low-water  mark.  That  he 
understood  to  be  the  common  ground  on 
which  the  majority  of  the  Juages  acted 
in  quashing  the  conviction.  And, 
taking  that  as  the  ratio  decidendi  of 
the  Judges  in  a  decision  which  he 
accepted,  it  would  at  first  sight  appear 
that  there  was  nothing  more  for  him  to 
do  than  to  ask  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships  for  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  law.  But  there 
fell  some  observations  fix»m  Sir  Bo- 
bert  PhiUimore,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron, 
and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice — whose  judg- 
ment was  the  most  elaborate  and  might 
be  regarded  as  the  leading  judgment 
of  the  majority — which  contained  a 
principle  that  seemed  to  challenge  the 
riffht  of  Parliament  to  legislate  on  this 
8iA)ject.  Some  expressions  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  would  certainly  seem  to 


imply  that  we  could  not  legislate  with 
respect  to  the  high  seas,  even  within  the 
limits  of  the  belt  or  zone  to  which  he 
had  referred,  without  the  consent  of  fo- 
reign nations,  or  until  after  communica- 
tion with  foreign  nations.  Thatwasavery 
serious  question.  Ifthejudgmentsofthose 
learned  Judges  amoimted — as  they  were 
supposed  to  do— to  a  proposition  of  that 
kind,  of  course  Paniament  would  be 
exceeding  its  powers  if  it  entered  into 
legislation  applying  to  that  belt  or  zone 
with  the  view  of  making  foreigners 
amenable  to  our  law.  But  he  would  ask 
their  Lordships  to  consider  whether 
there  was  any  foundation  for  that  prin- 
ciple.  He  ventured  to  think  there  was 
not — and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
serious  thing  if  mere  were.  He  would 
lay  before  their  Lordships  the  views  of 
great  Constitutional  writers  of  this  King- 
dom and  of  the  United  States  on  this 
question.  Then  he  woidd  add  the  views  of 
international  jurists  on  the  Continent, 
and  next  he  would  show  what  our  own 
Judges  had  decided  in  cases  of  an  inter- 
national character  aflPectin^  the  right  of 
territorial  jurisdiction  which  had  come 
before  them  judicially ;  and,  lastly,  he 
would  direct  attention  to  what  their 
Lordships  themselves  had  done  in  the 
course  of  legislation.  If  their  Lordships 
referred  to  Bracton  and  Selden,  they 
would  find  that  those  writers  maintained 
that  within  **  the  four  seas" — the  British 
Channel,  the  Lish  Channel,  the  sea  on 
the  West  and  East  coasts  of  Scotland,  and 
the  German  Ocean — the  Crown  had  ju- 
risdiction, and  that  thev  held  that  the 
country  would  not  be  safe  without  such 
jurisdiction.  They  did  not  enter  into  the 
question  how  fair  our  jurisdiction  ex- 
tended, because  in  their  times  our  com- 
merce was  not  such  as  to  make  it  neces- 
sary for  them  to  do  so ;  but  they  dedmed 
a  jurisdiction  over  ''  the  four  seas."  He 
held  that  that  principle  had  never  been 
departed  from.  As  years  went  on  and 
commerce  extended,  definitions  as  to 
distance  were  adopted;  but  the  principle 
of  the  claim  to  a  jurisdiction  over  the 
waters  round  the  Kingdom  was  never 
given  up.  He  would  quote  the  opinion 
of  Coke— 

'*  If  a  man  be  upon  the  sea  of  England,  he  is 
within  the  kingdom  or  realme  of  England,  and 
within  the  Hgeanoe  of  the  King  of  England,  as 
of  his  crowne  of  England.  And  yet  altutn  mare 
is  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  common  law,  and 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  X^ord  Admirall, 
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whose  iiirisdiotion  is  verie  antient,  and  long 
before  tnereigneof  Edward  the  Third." — [Comm, 
on  Littleton,  vol.  2,  8.  439.] 

Then  Hale,  in  his  De  Jure  Marti,  said — 

*<  The  part  of  the  sea  which  Hes  not  within 
the  body  of  a  county  is  called  the  main  sea  or 
ocean.  The  narrow  sea  adjoining  to  the  coast 
of  England  is  part  of  the  wast  and  demesnes 
and  dominions  of  the  King  of  England,  whether 
it  lie  within  the  body  of  any  county  or  not. 
This  is  abundantly  proved  by  that  learned 
treatise  of  Master  Selden  called  '  Mare  Claueum  ;  * 
and  therefore  I  shall  say  nothing  therein,  but 
refer  the  reader  thither.  In  this  sea  the  King 
of  En^^land  hath  a  double  ri^ht — ^viz.,  a  right 
of  jurisdiction  which  he  ordinarily  exerdseth 
by  his  Admiral  and  a  right  of  propriety  or 
ownership.  The  latter  is  that  which  I  shall 
meddle  with.** 

Again,  in  his  Pleas  of  the  Crown,  Hale 
said — 

"The  realm  of  England  comprehends  the 
narrow  seas,  and  therefore  if  a  war  be  levied 
upon  those  seas,  as  if  any  of  the  Kin^*s  subjects 
hostily  invade  any  of  the  King^s  ships  (which 
are  so  many  Royal  castles),  this  is  a  levying  of 
war  within  his  realm,  for  the  narrow  seas  are 
of  the  ligeance  of  the  Crown  of  England :  vide 
JSeldeni  Mare  Clatmtm.  And  this  may  be  tried 
in  the  county  next  adjacent  to  the  coast  by  an 
indictment  taken  by  &e  jurors  for  that  county 
before  special  commissioners  of  oyer  and  ter^ 
miner,  de  qtto  vide  infra,  and  in  the  chapter  of 
piracy.'* 

That  was  the  view  of  our  great  inter- 
national writers  on  English  law,  who 
did  not  concern  themselves  with  the  ex- 
tent of  the  jurisdiction,  but  with  its 
principle.  He  would  now  cite  the 
opinion  of  the  American  text  writers. 
What  did  Kent,  in  his  Commentaries, 
say? — 

« It  is  difficult  to  draw  any  precise  or  deter- 
minate conclusion,  amid  the  variety  of  opinions, 
as  to  the  distance  to  which  a  State  may  lawfully 
extend  its  exclusive  dominion  over  the  sea  ad- 
joining its  territories  and  beyond  those  portions 
of  the  sea  which  are  embraced  by  harbours, 
gulfs,  bays,  and  estuaries,  and  over  which  its 
jurisdiction  unquestionably  extends.  All  that 
can  reasonably  be  asserted  is  that  the  dominion 
of  the  Sovereign  of  the  shore  over  the  conti- 
guous sea  extends  as  far  as  is  requisite  for  his 
safety  and  for  some  lawful  end.  A  more  ex- 
tended dominion  must  rest  entirely  upon  force 
and  maritime  supremacy.  According  to  the 
current  of  modem  authority,  the  general  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  extends  into  the  sea  as  far 
as  a  cannonshot  will  reach,  and  no  further,  and 
this  is  generally  calculated  to  be  a  marine 
league;  and  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  have  recognized  tms  limitation  by  autho- 
rizing the  district  Courts  to  take  cognizance  of 
all  captures  made  within  a  marine  league  of  the 
American  shores.** 

J^  Lord  ChaneeUor 


Then  Wheaton  gave  this  opinion — 

''The  controversy  how  far  the  open  sea  or 
main  ocean  beyond  the  immediate  boimduyof 
the  coasts  may  be  appropriated  by  one  nation 
to  the  exclusion  of  others  can  hudly  be  con- 
sidered open  at  this  day.  We  have  already 
seen  that  by  the  genendly  approved  usa^  dl 
nations,  wluoh  forms  the  basis  of  intemationsl 
law.  tiie  maritime  territory  of  every  State  ex- 
tenas  (1)  to  the  ports,  harbours,  bays,  mouths 
of  rivers,  and  adjacent  parts  of  the  sea  enclosed 
by  headlands  belonging  to  the  same  State. 
(2)  to  the  distance  of  a  marine  league,  or  as  &r 
as  a  cannon-shot  will  reach  from  Uie  shore, 
along  all  the  coasts  of  the  State.** 

And  afterwards — 

"  The  reasons  which  forbid  the  assertion  of 
an  exclusive  proprietary  ri^ht  to  the  sea  in 
general  will  be  found  inapphcable  to  the  par- 
ticular portions  of  that  element  included  in  the 
above  designations.** — [Wheaton,  187-188.] 

And  Bishop,  in  his  Criminal  Law,  (Bk. 
iv.  c.  5.  s.  74),  states — 

"  A  nation  bordering  on  the  sea  can  hold 
actual  possession  of  it  as  far  from  the  stuure  as 
cannon-balls  will  reach,  while  dominion  to  this 
extent  is  necessary  for  the  safety  of  the  in- 
habitants, who  nndght  otherwise,  beong  neutral, 
be  cut  down  in  time  of  war  by  the  artillery  of 
the  belligerents  contending  on  the  water.  And 
so  much  of  ocean,  the  authorities  agree,  is  within 
the  territorial  Sovereignty  which  controls  the 
adjacent  shores.  A  cannon-shot  is  for  this  pur- 
pose estimated  at  a  marine  league,  which  is  a 
little  short  of  three  and  a  half  of  our  English 
miles,  or  exactly  3*4617.  But  the  rule  of  com- 
puting a  cannon-shot  as  a  marine  league  for 
this  purpose  was  established  before  the  late  im- 
provements in  g^uns  and  gunnery,  and,  in  rea- 
son, the  distance  would  seem  now  to  require 
extension,  thou^  the  author  is  not  able  to 
refer  to  any  sufficient  authority  showing  the 
extension  to  have  been  actually  made  in  the  law 
of  nations.** 

The  real  principle  which  seems  to  be 
upheld  by  aH  the  international  jurists 
was  that  in  extent  so  much  jurisdiction 
must  be  given  to  every  country  as  was 
necessary  for  its  defence  and  protection. 
Different  estimates  were  made  by  differ- 
ent international  jurists.  For  instance, 
Alberius  Gentilis  fixes  the  limit  at  100 
miles  ;  Baldus  and  Bodinus,  60  miles ; 
Loccenius,  two  days'  sail;  Casaregis, 
100  miles;  Yalin,  **  as  far  as  soundings 
can  be  had ; "  Puffendorff  refers  to 
Baldus's  and  Bodinus's  limit,  60  miles, 
and  caUs  it ''  an  accessory  to  the  land  as 
much  as  the  ditch  of  a  town  is  an  acces- 
sory to  the  town  ;'*  Qrotius,  **  as  much  of 
the  sea  as  can  be  commanded  from  the 
land;"  Bynkershoek  and  Wolff,  same 
as  Grotius;  Hubner  calls  this  part  of 
the  sea  an  '^  accessory  "  to  the  land; 
Lampredi|  ^'  as  much  as  is  necessary  tq 
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protect  the  shore ; "  Ortolan  {chapitare 
de  la  Mw  T$rritar%dU\  "  the  sovereignty 
of  the  sea  has  for  its  limits  the  distenoe 
a  cannon  will  carry."  The  opinions  of 
Moser,  Vattel,  Martens,  Schmaltz,  and 
Hautefeuille,  would  be  gathered  from 
the  extracts  he  should  now  have  occasion 
to  read.  In  citing  the  opinion  of  some 
international  jurists  as  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion itself^  Moser  said — 

"  Tl^e  sea  which  borden  on  the  coast  of  a 
coiintr^  is  indisputably,  according  to  the  law 
of  nations,  under  the  sovereignty  of  the  ad- 
jacent land,  so  &r  as  a  cannon-shot  will 
reach.*' 

Vattel  laid  it  down— 

''In  general  the  dominion  of  the  State  over 
the  neighbouring  sea  extends  as  far  as  it  is 
necessary  for  her  safety,  or  it  can  make  her 
power  respected,  and  her  power  is  able  to  as- 
sert it." 

Again,  the  same  writer  said — 

"  Now-a-days,  all  the  extent  of  sea  which  is 
within  reach  of  cannon-shot  from  the  shore  is 
considered  as  forming  part  of  the  territory. 
For  this  reason  a  vessel  token  under  the 
cannon  of  a  neutral  fortress  is  not  a  good 
prize." 

Martens  stated — 

''  So  a  nation  may  assert  an  exclusive  riffht  to 
the  neighbouring  portions  of  the  sea  capaole  of 
being  maintained  from  the  shore.  At  this 
day  all  European  nations  agree  that,  as  a  rule, 
straits,  bavs,  gulfs,  and  the  neighbouring  sea 
belong  to  the  master  of  the  coast,  to  the  extent, 
at  least,  of  a  cannon-shot  from  the  shore.  In 
a  number  of  treaties  the  wider  range  of  three 
leagues  has  even  been  adopted.' ' 

Schmaltz  laid  it  down  that — 

"  The  parts  of  the  sea  which  bathe  the  coast 
have  always  been  considered  to  be  the  property 
of  the  country  which  they  bound.  ...  In 
£urope  the  opinion  of  jurists  who  have  treated  the 
matter  philosophically  has  been  s}rstematically 
adopted.  According  to  this  principle  the  sea 
should  belong  to  the  continent  as  far  as  the 
defence  of  the  shore  can  extend,  of  which  a 
cannon-shot  was  to  be  taken  as  the  measure.  At 
a  later  period  the  distance  has  been  fixed  arbi- 
trarily at  three  marine  leagues." 

And  this  was  from  Hautefeuille — 

"  These  territorial  waters  are  the  property  o^ 
the  nations  possessing  the  shores,  and,  conso- 
quentiy,  these  nations  have  within  such  waters 
ful  the  rights  of  sovereignty  without  exception, 

as  though  it  were  on  so  much  land 

Forei^ers  entering  this  reserved  territory  must 
submit  to  the  law  of  the  Sovereign  in  all  that 
concerns  their  relations  with  the  land  and  its 
inhabitants,  as  though  they  were  on  the  land. 
The  limit  of  the  territorial  sea  is  fixed  by  the 
principle  from  which  its  territorial  character 
arises.  It  extends  as  far  as  the  sea  can  be  com- 
manded from  the  shore,  but  no  fiurther." 


The  result  of  these  concurrent  opinions 
was  that  it  appeared  to  be  established 
as  a  matter  of  principle  that  there  must 
be  a  zone  or  limit  of  the  sea  over  which 
a  State  had  jurisdiction.  The  only  doubt 
was  as  to  how  far  the  limit  extended. 
The  authorities  were  clear  on  this — that, 
if  three  miles  were  not  found  sufi&cient 
for  the  purpose  of  defence  and  protec- 
tion, or  if  the  nature  of  the  trade  or 
commerce  in  the  zone  required  it,  there 
was  a  power  in  the  country  on  the  sea- 
board to  extend  the  zone.  At  present 
there  was  a  consensus  of  opinion  among 
the  authorities  that  certainly  the  juris- 
diction extended  to  three  miles.  If  that 
were  not  the  established  law,  nations 
with  a  seaboard  would  be  very  much 
worse  ofi^  than  those  which  had  none  ; 
because  a  neighbour  on  land  you  could 
make  a  treaty  with  or  treat  as  an.  enemy ; 
but  if  a  nation  with  a  seaboard  had  no 
control  over  a  zone  of  a  certain  distance, 
it  would  be  constantly  liable  to  dangerous 
aggression  from  beyond  the  sea.  He 
would  now  refer  their  Lordships  to  the 
judicial  opinions  of  our  most  eminent 
Judges  on  this  subject.  In  a  case  in 
which  Prussia  claimed  restitution  of  a 
ship  seized  by  an  English  man-of-war 
within  three  miles  of  Prussian  territory, 
Lord  Stowell  said — 

"A  claim  has  been  given  for  the  Prussian 
(Government,  asserting  the  caj^ture  to  have  been 
made  within  the  Prussian  temtory.  It  has  been 
contended  that  although  the  act  of  capture  itself 
might  not  have  taken  i>lace  within  the  neutral 
territory,  yet  that  the  ship  to  which  the  caj^tur- 
ing  boats  belonged  was  actually  lying  within 
the  neutral  limits.  The  first  fact  to  be  deter- 
mined is  the  character  of  the  place  where  the 
capturing  ship  lay,  whether  she  was  actually 
stationed  within  those  portions  of  land  and 
water,  or  of  something  between  water  and  land, 
which  are  considered  to  be  within  Prussian 
territory.  She  was  lying  within  the  eastern 
branch  of  the  Ems,  within  what  I  think  may  be 
considered  at  a  distance  of  three  miles  at  most 
from  East  Friesland.  .  .  .  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  ship  was  lyin^  within  those  limits 
in  which  all  direct  operations  are  by  the  law  of 
nations  forbidden  to  be  exercised.  No  proxi- 
mate acts  of  war  are  in  any  manner  to  be 
allowed  to  originate  on  neutral  ground,  and  I 
cannot  but  think  that  such  an  act  as  this,  that  a 
ship  should  station  herself  on  neutral  territory 
and  send  out  her  boats  on  hostile  enterprises,  is 
an  act  of  hostility  much  too  immediate  to  be 
permitted.  The  capture  cannot  be  maintained." 
—[The  Twee  Oebroedert,  3  c.  Rob.^  162.] 

In  another  case — ^that  of  the  Mwria — 
(1  c.  Roh,  350)  Lord  Stowell  said— 

"It  might  likewise  be  improper  for  me  tc 
pass  over  entirely  without  notice,  as  anothet 
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preliminary  observation,  though  without  mean- 
ing to  lay  any  particular  stress  on  it,  that  the 
transaction  in  question  took  place  in  the  British 
Channel,  close  upon  the  British  coast,  a  station 
over  which  the  Crown  of  England  has  from 
pretty  remote  antiquity  always  asserted  some- 
thing of  that  special  jurisdiction  which  the 
Sovereigns  of  other  countries  have  claimed  and 
exercised  over  certain  parts  of  the  seas  adjoining 
to  their  coasts." 

He  would  now  refer  their  Lordships  to 
an  opinion  expressed  by  Sir  John  NichoU 
on  a  claim  by  a  lord  of  a  manor  to  goods 
derelict.     Sir  John  said — 

"  As  to  the  right  of  the  lord  extending  throe 
miles  beyond  low  water,  it  is  quite  extravagant 
as  a  jurisdiction  belonging  to  any  manor.  ^  As 
between  nation  and  nation,  the  territorial  right 
may,  by  a  sort  of  tacit  understanding,  be  ex- 
tended to  three  miles ;  but  that  rests  upon  diffe- 
rent principles — namely,  that  their  own  subjects 
shall  not  be  disturbed  in  their  fishing,  and  par- 
ticularly in  their  coasting  trade  and  communica- 
tions between  place  and  place  during  the  war. 
They  would  be  exposed  to  danger  if  hostilities 
were  allowed  to  be  carried  on  between  belli- 
gerentfl  nearer  to  the  shore  than  three  miles." 

He  would  also  refer  to  a  case  whieh 
occurred  when  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
held  the  office  now  held  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville) — ^that  of  Lord 
Warden  of  the  Cinque  Ports — the  holder 
of  the  Wardenship  being  also  High 
Admiral  of  those  Ports.  In  1 829,  witlun 
three  miles  of  one  of  the  Cinque  Ports, 
some  fishermen  at  sea  were  fortunate 
enough  to  discover  a  whale  valued  at 
£370.  A  claim  to  the  fish  was  made  by 
the  Lord  Warden,  and  the  Admiralty 
claimed  against  him.  The  learned  Judge 
who  tried  the  question  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  office  of  Lord  Warden 
of  the  Cinque  Ports  was  more  ancient 
than  that  of  Lord  High  Admiral,  and 
the  Lord  Warden  of  me  Cinque  Ports 
succeeded  in  carrying  off  the  whale. 
What  were  the  views  of  Dr.  Lushington? 
In  a  case  which  came  before  him,  under 
the  Merdiant  Shipping  Acts,  he  aaked — 

"  What  are  the  limits  of  the  United  King- 
dom f  The  only  answer  I  can  conceiYe  to  that 
question  is,  the  land  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
three  miles  from  the  shore." 

Again,  the  same  learned  Judge,  speak- 
ing on  the  question  of  compulsory 
pfotage,  said — 

"  The  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  it  is  tme, 
has  not,  according  to  the  principles  of  public 
law,  suaj  authority  to  legislate  for  foreign 
vesselB  on  the  high  seas,  or  for  foreigners  out 
of  the  limits  of  British  jurisdiction ;  though,  if 
Parliament  thought  fit  to  do  so,  this  Court,  in 
its  instance  jurisdiction  at  least,  would  be  bound 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


to  obey.  In  cases  admitting  of  doubt,  the  re- 
sumption would  be  that  Paniament  intended  to 
legislate  without  yiolating  any  rule  of  inter- 
national law,  and  the  construction  haa  been 
accordingly.  Within,  howerer,  British  juris- 
diction—namely, within  British  territory,  and 
at  sea  within  three  miles  from  the  coast,  and 
within  all  British  rivers  intra  faucet^  and  oyer 
foreigners  in  British  ships,  I  apprehend  thai 
the  British  Parliament  has  an  unaoubted  right 
to  legislate." 

Then  he  would  add  to  that  the  opinion 
of  the  late  Lord  Wensleydale  in  that 
House  in  ''Gkunmell  i^.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests,"  a  well- 
known  Scotch  salmon  fishery  case — 

"  It  may  be  worth  while  to  observe  that  it 
would  be  hardly  possible  to  extend  it  seaward 
beyond  the  distance  of  three  miles,  which,  by 
the  acknowledged  law  of  nations,  belongs  to  the 
coast  of  the  country,  is  imder  the  dominion,  of 
the  country  by  being  within  cannon  range,  and 
so  capable  of  being  kept  in  perpetual  poases- 
sion."— [3  Maeq,  466.] 

In  adyisine  that  House  in  another  case,  a 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Chehns- 
ford),  whom  he  was  glad  to  see  there 
to-night,  and  who  held  the  Office  which 
he  (l£e  Lord  Chancellor)  had  the  honour 
to  hold,  said — 

'*  The  three  mileB  limit  depends  upon  a  rule 
of  International  Law,  by  which  ever^  indepen- 
dent State  is  considered  to  have  territorial  pro- 
perty and  jurisdiction  in  the  seas  which  wa^ 
their  coast  within  the  assumed  distance  of  a 
cannon  shot  from  the  shore." 

He  would  conclude  his  enumeration  of 
authorities  by  referring  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  another  noble  and  learned 
Fnend  (Lord  Hatherley)  of  his,  whom 
he  was  also  glad  to  see  there.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  in  the  case 
of  a  collision  between  a  foreign  and  a 
British  ship,  said — 

*'  With  respect  to  foreign  ships,  I  shall  ad- 
here to  the  opinion  which  I  expressed  in  '  Cop« 
V.  Doheri^,^  that  a  foreign  ship  meeting  a 
British  ship  on  the  open  ocean  cannot  prcmeirly 
be  abridged  of  her  rights  by  an  Act  of  the 
British  Legislature.  Then  comes  the  question, 
how  far  our  Legijdftture  could  iprowKlj  affbct 
the  rights  of  foreign  ships  withm  me  limits  of 
three  miles  from  the  coast  of  this  country. 
There  can  be  no  possible  doubt  that  the  water 
below  low- water  mark  is  part  of  the  high  sea. 
But  it  is  eq[ually  beyond  question  that  for  cer- 
tain purposes  every  country  may,  b^  the  com- 
mon law  of  nations,  exercise  jurisdiction  over 
that  portion  of  the  high  seas  which  Ues  within 
three  miles  from  its  shores." 

Li  the  case  of  the  "Free  Fish^es  of 
Whitstable  v.  Gunn"  (H.H.M.  208), 
Sir  WUliam  Earle  said— 
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dominions  to  such  a  distance  as  is  necessary  for 
the  defence  and  security  of  such  dominions/' 


''The  soil  of  the  sea-shore  to  the  extent  of 
three  miles  from  the  beach  is  vested  in  the 
Crown." 

Now,  these  were  the  opinions  —  and, 
as  f)ar  as  he  was  aware,  there  was  no 
opinion  in  the  other  way — of  the  eminent 
Judges  who  had  considered  this  subject. 
He  had  said  that  he  would  inform  tiieir 
Lordships  what  had  been  done  in  the 
way  of  legislation.  He  mi^ht  refer  their 
Lordships  to  many  Acts  of  Parliament, 
but  he  would  only  refer  to  one.  He  would 
take  the  last  edition  of  the  Foreign  Enlist- 
ment Act.  That  was  an  Act  as  regarded 
which,  if  the  words  ''  deliberation  "  and 
''care''  mightever  be  applied  to  the  pass- 
ing of  an  Act,  they  mieht  be  applied  to  the 
passing  of  it.  It  was  brought  forward  by 
the  Government  of  the  day  under  the 
advice  of  its  Legal  Advisers.  It  received, 
also,  the  gravest  consideration  from  many 
persons  outside  the  Government  who 
interested  themselves  in  questions  of 
that  kind.  What  that  Act  did  was  this 
— ^it  was  applicable,  and  necessarily  so,  to 
foreigners,  and  it  provided  that/' this 
Act  shall  extend  to  all  the  dominions 
of  Her  Majesty,  including  the  adjacent 
territorial  waters."  He  had  troubled 
their  Lordships  with  these  references 
because  he  felt  bound,  after  the  doubts 
supposed  to  be  cast  on  the  question,  to 
establish  the  position  that  their  Lord- 
ships were  entitled  to  legislate  as  he  pro- 
posed— that  it  was  a  right  which  we  could 
exercise  for  ourselves  and  which  did  not 
depend  on  the  consent  of  other  nations, 
and  was  a  right  which  he  asked  their 
Lordships  to  exercise  again  in  order  to 
obviate  an  objection  that  had  arisen  in 
respect  of  the  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Crown.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  wish  to  make  any  new 
enactment  as  regarded  the  case  of  j^ritish 
subjects  within  the  territorial  waters  of 
this  oountrjr — no  person  doubted  the 
full  jurisdiction  of  tne  Grown  over  them. 
It  was  only  in  the  case  of  those  who 
were  not  British  subjects  that  doubts 
had  been  expressed.  With  regard  to 
those  who  mi^ht  be  foreigners,  and 
temporarily  within  the  three-mile  limit, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wished  that 
there  should  not  be  an  absolute  neces- 
sity of  proceeding  against  them  for  a 
breach  of  our  law.  The  Bill,  therefore, 
commenced  by  dedanng  that — 

"The  rightful  jurisdiction  of  Her  Majesty 
extends  and  always  has  extended  over  the  open 
Beat  adjacent  to  the  coasts  of  Her  MfyeBt/s 


and  that — 

"  it  is  expedient  that  all  offences  committed 
on  the  open  sea  within  a  certain  distance  of  our 
coasts,  by  whomsoever  committed,  should  bo. 
dealt  with  according  to  law ;  '* 

it  therefore  proceeds  to  enact  that — 

"  an  offence  committed  by  a  person  who  is 
not  a  subject  of  Her  Majesty,  on  the  open  sea, 
within  the  territorial  waters  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions,  is  an  offence  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Admiral,  although  it  may  have  been  com- 
mitted on  board  of  or  by  means  of  a  foreign 
ship,  and  such  offence  may  be  tried  and  punished 
accordingly." 

The  proceedings  for  any  such  offence 
were  not  to  be  instituted  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State  or 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  where  it 
was  proposed  they  should  be  instituted. 
All  existing  jurisdictions  were'  saved ; 
and  the  th&d  section  of  the  Definition 
Clause  was  as  follows : — 

"  *  The  territorial  waters  of  the  dominions  of 
Her  Majesty  *  in  reference  to  the  sea,  means  such 
part  of  the  sea  adjacent  to  the  coast  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  the  coast  of  some  other  part 
of  Her  Mwesty's  dominions,  as  is  deemed  by  In- 
ternational liw  to  be  within  the  territorial 
sovereignty  of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  for  the  purpose 
of  any  offpnce  under  tiiis  Act,  any  part  of  the 
open  sea  within  one  marine  league  of  the  coast 
measured  irom  low-water  mark  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  open  sea  within  the  territorial  waters  of 
the  dominions  of  Her  Majesty." 

He  asked  their  Lordships  to  read  the 
Bill  a  first  time,  and  he  proposed  the 
second  reading  for  this  day  week. 

Lord  SELBOENB  said,  he  agreed 
generally  with  all  what  had  fallen  from 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend.  The  neces- 
sity  for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  like 
thw  must  have  been  obvious  to  every- 
body since  the  decision  in  the  case  of  the 
IVaneonia,  So  fEtr  as  that  case  proceeded, 
on  the  technical  groundof  the  jurisdiction 
over  a  criminal  offence  on  the  high  seas 
within  the  territorial  waters  of  this 
country,  he  did  not  profess  to  entertain 
an  opinion  which  would  entitle  him  even 
to  criticize  the  judgment  of  the  majority 
of  the  learned  Judges ;  but  he  must  say 
that  on  reading  some  of  the  opinions 
then  delivered,  there  did  appear  to  him 
to  be  passages  in  them,  which  threw 
doubt  upon  the  existence  of  any  proper 
right  of  sovereignty  over  those  waters 
which  all  writers  had  agreed  in  desorib* 
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ing  as  territorial.  Every  other  nation 
claimed  a  similar  right,  and,  until  that 
judgment,  he  had  not  supposed  that 
there  was  any  doubt  among  lawyers  as 
to  its  eidstence.  The  fact  that  Selden, 
and  earlier  writers,  had  claimed  too 
much  on  the  part  of  this  country,  was 
indisputable;  but  he  could  not  think 
this  was  a  reason  for  hesitating  to  de- 
clare that  the  jurisdiction  of  this  nation 
extended  as  far  to  seaward  as  the  distance 
which  had  long  since  been  imiversally 
acknowledged  to  be  necessary  for  the 
independence  and  security  of  its  shores. 
It  was  by  the  genend  consent  of  nations 
that  the  three-mile  limit  had  been  fixed, 
and  within  thatlimit  other  nations  claimed 
exactly  the  same  jiirisdiction  and  ri^ts 
that  we  ourselves  daimed.  The  ^ill 
proposed,  veiy  properly,  to  assert  our 
ri^ht  to  punish  criminal  ofiEences  com- 
mitted within  that  limit ;  and  it  was  for 
that  reason  that  he  approved  it.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill, 
which  expressed  the  principle  of  the 
right,  rather  than  its  conventional  limit ; 
nor  d^d  he  say  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  was  wrong  in  leaving  it  open  for 
consideration — so  fiar  as  the  Bill  went — 
whether  that  right  might,  tinder  possible 
future  circumstances,  be  capable  of  ex- 
tension. But  he  was  not  himself  satis- 
fied that  any  nation  would  be  justified 
in  an  attempt  to  extend  it,  by  its  own 
internal  legislation,  beyond  the  recog- 
nized three-mile  limit.  It  had  been 
sometimes  argued  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  increase  in  the  range  of  artillery, 
that  limit  should  be  extended  to  five  or 
even  six  miles;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
ther it  would  be  very  prudent  to  claim 
an  extended  zone  because  cannon  were 
now  constructed  that  woidd  cany  twice 
the  old  distance.  The  conventional 
line  of  three  miles  had  been  long  and 
very  generally  received ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  that  it  was  safer  to  take 
the  course  proposed  bv  the  Bill,  which 
was  to  adhere  to  that  distance.  If 
nations  having  seaboards  should  de- 
sire an  extension  of  the  zone,  an  under- 
standing could  be  arrived  at  to  that 
effect ;  but  he  thought  it  could  not  be 
done  except  by  international  assent. 

Ths  Duke  of  SOMERSET  asked 
whether  the  Bill  would  touch  the  ques- 
tion whether,  in  the  case  of  bays,  the 
three-mile  limit  would;  be  measured 
from  the  shore,  or  from  a  line  drawn 
from  one  headland  to  the  other  head- 

Zord  Selborne 


land;    also,  whether  any  foreign  ship 
would  include  ship  of  war  ? 

Thb  lord  CHANOELLOR  repHed 
that  ships  of  war  would  not  come  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  and  that  the 
measure  in  no  way  touched  the  question 
relating  to  the  measurement  of  dis- 
tances. 

A  Bill  to  regfolate  the  Law  relating  to  tlie 
trial  of  offences  committed  on  the  sea  within  a 
certain  distance  of  the  coasts  of  Her  Majeaty'B 
dominions — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chan- 
cbllob;  read  1*.    (No.  23.) 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  lAth  February,  1878. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Wbtt  Issued— Jbr  York, 
V.  James  Lowther,  esquire,  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firti  Blading  — 
Matrimonial  Causes  Acts  Amendment*  [117] ; 
Companies  (Foreign  Shareholders)*  [118]. 

Second  Reading  —  (£6,000,000)  Consolidated 
Fund*;  Exchequer  Bonds,  &c.*  [107]; 
County  Gk>yemment  [93],  debate  adjourned. 

Committee  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  [44] — a.p. 

Ooneidered  at  amended — House  Occupiers  Dis- 
qualification Bemoval  (Scotland)  *  [106]. 


QUESTIONS. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE-JURORS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Seoretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attezition  had  been  called 
to  the  **  Times ''  newspaDer  report  of  the 
4th  instant  of  the  trial  of  Begina  r. 
Truelove ;  and,  whether  it  be  true  that, 
one  of  the  joiy  being  imable  to  agree  on 
a  verdict  with  l^e  majority,  the  Lord 
Ohief  Justice,  after  remonstrating  witk 
him,  gave  directions  to  the  officer  of  the 
Ooort  that  the  juror  in  question  should 
not  be  put  on  a  jury  i^gtin  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  UBOSS,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  attention  had  not  been 
specially  called  to  the  case  menticmed 
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bj  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  he  had,  how- 
eyer»  received  a  letter  from  the  Lord 
Ohief  Justice  in  reference  to  the  case 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  ahould  be  glad  to  show  the  letter  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  wonld  like  to 
see  it.  The  Lord  Qiief  Justice  said  that 
the  report  in  the  newspapers  was  incor- 
rect as  to  what  took  place.  He  merely 
pointed  out,  in  consequence  of  the  obser- 
vation of  the  foreman,  what  was  the 
question  at  issue  for  the  decision  of  the 
jury.  He  did  say  to  the  officer  of  the 
Court  that  he  had  better  not  put  a  cer- 
tain man  on  the  jury  again,  not  at  all 
because  he  had  refused  to  concur  with 
the  jury  in  their  verdict,  but  because 
he  believed  he  had  seen  him  on  other 
juries,  and  had  observed  that  he  had 
taken  a  somewhat  obstinate  course. 

H.M.S.  "BEAGLE"— JUDICIAL  POWEBS 

OF  NAVAL  COMMANDERS. 

QUESTION. 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  was  not  in  error  in  stating  that  the 
Beverend  Mr.  Neilson,  the  Presbyterian 
missionary,  was  a  member  of  the  Oourt 
which  tried  the  native  of  Tanna  who 
was  executed  at  the  yard-arm  of  her 
Majesty's  ship  ''  Beagle" ;  and  whether 
Mr.  Neilson,  in  consenting  to  perform 
the  duties  of  interpreter,  did  not  dis- 
tinctly disclaim  any  further  responsi- 
bility in  the  matter  r 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
the  statements  received  at  the  Admiralty 
would  not  warrant  him  in  asserting  posi- 
tively that  the  Eev.  Mr.  Neilson  was  a 
member  of  the  Oourt  which  tried  and 
sentenced ;  but  he  was  present  through- 
out the  whole  procedure,  and  his  services 
and  assistance  were  cordially  acknow- 
ledged by  the  officer  in  command.  The 
Papers,  however,  for  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  moved  would  give  him  aU  the 
information  they  possessed  on  the  subject. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  FUND— NAVAL 
PENSIONS.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
pensions  granted  to  officers  out  of  the 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  since  1866 
were  at  any  time  made  continent 
on  their  residing  within  the  United 
Kingdom  as  in  the  case  of  the  men  ? 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
prior  to  1865  there  were  in  existence 
certain  pensions  for  officers  called  ''  Out 
Pensions  of  Greenwich  Hospital,"  paid 
out  of  naval  funds.  In  1865  the  name 
of  these  was  changed  to  **  Naval"  Pen- 
sions, and,  at  the  same  time,  their  num- 
ber was  increased  by  other  pensions, 
called  **  Greenwich  Hospital "  Pensions, 
being  established,  payable  out  of  Ghreen- 
wioh  Funds.  Both  sets  of  pensions  were 
under  the  same  regulations  —  the  dif- 
ference between  them  being  only  that 
one  set  was  chargeable  to  Naval  and  the 
other  set  to  Greenwich  Funds.  As  there 
never  was  any  restriction  as  to  naval 
pensions  being  only  enjoyable  within  the 
(Tnited  EonRdom,  no  suqh  restriction 
was  imposed  in  the  case  of  the  addi- 
tional pensions  established  in  1865.  The 
case  of  the  men  was  altogether  different, 
and  the  age  pensions  given  to  them  had 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  regulations 
under  which  they  might  draw  their  naval 
pensions. 

THE  HERRING  FISHERY.— QUESTION. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  when  the  Report  of  the 
Herring  Fishery  Commission,  which  sat 
last  year,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Ma.  ASSHBTON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  was  completed,  and 
was  now  in  the  printer's  nands.  It 
would,  however,  require  revision,  and 
some  time  would  elapse  before  it  could 
be  laid  upon  the  TaMe. 

ARMY— THE  KAFFIR  OUTBREAK- 
ARMY   SURGE0NS.-QUE8TI0N. 

Db.  WARD  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  tiie  following  statement, 
which  appeared  in  the  *' Globe"  of 
February  12th,  as  to  the  deartib  of  medi- 
cal officers  at  the  Cape : — 

"  We  aro  at  onr  wits'  end  for  Armv  Surgeons. 
There  are  not  even  sufficient  for  all  the  Field 
Hospitals ;  and  the  General  has  authorised  the 
employment  of  any  Civil  practitioners  who  can 
be  got  at  an  expense  of  from,  I  believe,  two  to 
five  guineas  a-day,  so  that  the  Government  is 
put  to  an  expense  of  about  £7,000  a-year  for 
the  Surgeons  in  the  field  at  present ;  *' 

and,  whether  that  statement  is  correct ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  explain  how 
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such  an  emergency  has  been  suffered  to 
occur? 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  I 
have  made  inquiries  into  tliis  matter, 
and  it  appears  that  since  the  breaking 
out  of  hostilities  at  the  Cape  two  medi- 
cal officers,  whose  term  of  service  in  that 
command  had  expired,  were  detained 
there,  and  six  others  had  been  sent  from 
England,  some  of  whom  probably  had 
not  arrived  when  the  letter  referred  to 
was  written.  Twenty-seven  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps  have  been  despatched 
as  an  addition  to  the  existing  establish- 
ment, and  a  considerable  supply  of 
medical  and  surgical  equipment  has 
been  forwarded.  The  militfu^  medical 
officers  are  sufficient  for  the  number  of 
troops;  but  private  medical  practitioners, 
to  the  number  of  12,  are  employed  with 
the  local  volunteer  force,  and  also  at 
several  of  the  base  hospitals.  The  force 
is  divided  into  so  many  small  detach- 
ments that  it  is  impossible  to  supply 
military  medical  officers  to  all,  but  the 
important  appointments  and  the  move- 
able field  hospitals  are  in  charge  of 
military  medical  officers.  With  regard 
to  the  expense  of  the  private  medical 
practitioners,  it  is  only  temporary,  and 
will  cease  with  their  temporary  employ- 
ment, and  the  rates  of  remuneration 
vary  from  12«.  to  40«.  a-day,  only  one 
being  paid  at  the  rate  of  three  guineas 
a-day.  This  expense  is  not  greater 
than  if  military  medical  officers  were 
employed,  and  is,  as  already  stated, 
only  temporary.  The  military  authori- 
ties were  lately  referred  to  to  know  if 
any  increase  of  medical  officers  or  Army 
Hospital  Corps  had  been  asked  for  by 
the  general  officer  commanding  at  the 
Cape,  but  the  reply  was  in  the  negative. 


COUNTY  GOVERNMENT  IN  IRELAND. 
QUESTION. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  be  able 
to  introduce  and  to  print  the  Bill  relat- 
ing to  County  Government  in  Ireland 
prior  to  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill 
on  County  Government  in  Englimd  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  I  beg  to  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman. It  was  my  int^ttion  to  en- 
deavour to  find  an  opportunity  to  intro- 


duce the  Bill  to  amend  the  Irish  Grand 
Laws  immediately  after  the  dose  of 
the  recent  debates  on  foreign  a&irs, 
but  some  10  days  ago  my  atten- 
tion was  directed  to  other  matters.  It 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  have  the 
Bill  before  the  House  as  early  as  pos- 
sible, and  I  shall  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  communicating  with  my 
Successor  on  the  subject. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— IMPRISONMENT    OF 
A  CmU).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  a.  M'AETHUE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  ibr  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  ''Times''  of  January  dlst,  that  a 
little  girl  only  six  or  seven  years  of  age 
has  been  committed  to  Newgate  Prieon 
on  a  charge  of  passing  counterfeit  coins 
at  the  institution  of  her  mother ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  can  take  any  steps 
towards  providing  a  more  suitable  plaice 
of  custody  for  the  said  child  of  tender 
years  thui  a  criminal  gaol  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS:  Sir,  the 
girl  was  committed  to  Newgate  in  the 
ordinary  way,  and  no  blame  can  be  at- 
tached to  the  magistrate.  Objectiag, 
as  I  do,  to  see  diudren  in  a  prison,  I 
have  taken  upon  myself  to  omer  that 
the  child  should  at  once  be  removed  to 
a  workhouse,  where  she  will  be  detained 
until  the  time  of  her  trial. 

ARMY  RANK— CLERKS  .OP  THE  ROYAL 
ENGINEER  DEPARTMENT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GOLDSMTD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  explain 
to  the  House  why  the  advantages  of  re- 
lative Army  rank,  alluded  to  in  Par. 
142  of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  on  Army 
Betirement,  dated  August  last,  are  alone 
refused  to  the  Established  Clerks,  Bo jal 
Ennneer  Department  ? 

Mb.  GATHOENE  HAEDY  :  Sir,  the 
case  stands  thus — Members  of  the  Royal 
Engineer  Civil  Department  have  cer- 
tain allowances  under  their  own  war- 
rant;  but  in  the  pay  warrants  of  1866 
and  1870  they  were  included  among  the 
officers  with  relative  rank,  because  cer- 
tain cases  might  possibly  arise  in  which 
their  own  allowances  could  not  be  drawn, 
and  they  would  then  have  those  of  ihmx 
relative  rank.  On  the  4th  of  Jnne^ 
1868,  Sir  Jdlin  Pakington  declined  in 
Parliament  to  grant  them  the  mititary 
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scale  of  allowanoee.  They  have  since 
been  refused  by  later  Secretaries  of 
State.  In  the  recent  Warrant  of 
August  13,  1877,  these  gentlemen  are 
included  under  relative  rank  for  the 
same  reasons  as  in  1866  and  1870;  but 
there  was  not  any  intention  of  changing 
their  position  or  emoluments.  The 
technical  difficulty  will  be  removed  in 
the  "  Corrigenda "  Warrant,  about  to 
be  issued. 

TURKEY— TRADE  IN  THE  BLACK 
SEA,  &c.— QUESTION. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  K 
he  could  state  to  the  House  the  annual 
value  of  the  trade  between  this  Country 
and  Constantinople,  the  Ports  of  the 
Black  Sea,  and  the  Danube  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  ADDERLEY:  Sir, 
the  annual  value,  of  course,  varies  every 
year,  and  I  am  afraid  there  will  be  con- 
siderable diminution  this  year.  The 
information  asked  for  is  given  in  three 
several  Eetums.  The  amount  and  kinds 
of  articles  can  be  found  in  the  annual 
statement  of  trade  presented  in  June. 
The  statistical  abstract  shows  the  prin- 
cipal fiffures  for  15  years  previous,  pre- 
sented m  May.  Monthly  accounts  state 
for  the  month  just  passed,  together  with 
the  expired  months  of  the  same  year. 
The  value  of  imports  in  1 876-7  was — ^from 
Russia,  Southern  ports,  £5,210,920; 
Wallachia  and  Moldavia,  £1,238,091; 
and  the  whole  of  European  Turkey — ^the 
returns  from  Constantinople  only  not 
being  separate  —  £4,589,538  ;  total, 
£11,038,549.  And  the  exports  for  the 
same  period  were — ^to  Russia,  Southern 
ports,  £1,544,271 ;  Moldavia  and  Wal- 
laohia,  £786,838;  European  Turkey, 
£3,731,278;  total,  £6,062,387. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— CONSTAN- 
TINOPLE  —  MOVEMENTS  OF  THE 
FLEET.— QUESTIONS. 

Me.  E.  JENKENS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  report,  stated  to 
have  come  from  the  Mediterranean 
Meet,  that  orders  sent  to  the  Fleet 
on  or  about  January  23rd  were  to 
the  effect  that  if  the  Turks  refused  to 
allow  the  Meet  to  pass,  the  Meet  were 
to  <' silence  the  forts  and  fight  their 
way  up;"  whether  it  is  true  that  ac- 


cordingly preparations  were  made  by 
i^e  Admii^  and  orders  issued  for  that 
purpose;  and,  whether  as  a  matter  of 
fact  any  orders  were  sent  to  the  Ad- 
miral commanding  supplementaiy  to 
those  read  by  the  Bight  honourable 
Gentleman  to  the  House  on  the  28th  of 
January  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  the  wish 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  tiie  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  I  should  answer 
the  Question,  as  it  falls  within  my  De- 
partment. I  produced  to  the  House 
the  orders  which  were  given  to  Admiral 
Hornby  on  the  23rd,  and  I  trust  I  shidl 
not  be  deemed  guilty  of  discourtesy  to 
the  hon.  Member  or  any  Member  of 
this  House  if  I  state  that  I  do  not  think 
it  to  be  consistent  wii^  my  duty,  under 
the  present  circumstances,  to  answer  a 
Question  of  such  a  character  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  addressed 
to  me. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS :  I  bee  to  give 
Notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  An- 
swer of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
shall  repeat  the  Question  to-morrow, 
with  this  addition — 

''To  ask  the  Chancellor  of  tiie  Exchequer, 
What  oonstniotion  is  to  he  placed  upon  his 
statement  made  in  this  House  on  the  28m  Janu- 
ary before  reading  to  the  House  the  instruc- 
tions sent  to  the  Fleet  P— *  It  has  already  been 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  ordered  a  communication  to  be  made 
not  only  to  the  Russian  Government,  but  idso 
to  the  other  European  Governments,  as  to  the 
object  for  which  tne  Fleet  is  to  be  sent.  As  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Fleet  is  to  be  em- 
ployed, I  will  read  the  telegram  sent  to  Admiral 
Hornby.' " 

The  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON 
asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  it  is  in  his  power  to  give  any 
information  to  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  movements  of  the  Mediterranean 
Fleet,  and  also  with  reference  to  the  ne- 
gotiations with  the  Porte  on  the  subject 
of  the  passage  of  the  Fleet  through  the 
Dardanelles,  which,  I  believe,  he  stated 
on  Monday  last  were  in  progress  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  stated— I  think,  or,  at  all 
events,  referred  on  Monday  last  to  the 
fiact — that  communications  had  been 
made  to  the  Porte  to  ascertain  whether 
permission  would  be  given,  or  a  firman 
be  granted,  for  the  British  Fleet  to  en- 
ter the  Dardanelles.  That  permission 
was  refused;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
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ment  thought  it  right  to  direct  the  ahips 
to  proceed,  and  they  have  proceeded  ac- 
cordingly. The  Governor  of  the  Straits 
protested  against  their  passing ;  but,  in 
compliance  with  their  orders,  the  ships 
passed  on.  No  material  opposition  was 
offered,  and   they  are  bv  this  time,  I 

E resume,  anchored  in  the  neighbour- 
ood  of  Constantinople.  I  may,  per- 
haps, mention  that  a  communication 
has  been  made  by  the  Bussian  Qovem- 
ment  to  the  effect  that,  in  view  of  the 
intended  sending  of  the  Fleet  by  Her 
Majesly's  Government  to  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Constantinople,  it  would  be 
a  matter  for  the  consiaeration  of  the 
Bussian  Government  whether  they 
should  not  themselves  occupy  the  city. 
In  answer  to  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  sent  a  communication, 
which  wUl  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  to-night,  in  which  they  protest 
against  that  view,  and  state  that  they 
cannot  acknowledge  that  in  the  case  of 
the  two  countries  the  circumstances  are 
pi^allel,  or  that  the  despatch  of  the 
British  Fleet  for  the  purpose  indicated 
justifies  the  Bussian  Grovemment  in  the 
step  which  they  announce  it  to  be  their 
intention  to  take. 

Sm  LAWBENCE  PALK  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adhere  to 
their  repeated  decUrations  to  the  effect 
that  this  country  would  not  view  with 
indifference  even  a  temporary  occupa- 
tion of  Constantinople  by  the  Bussian 
troops;  and,  whetiier  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  Kiven  it  to  be  distinctiy 
understood  by  tiie  Bussian  Government 
that  they  cannot  admit  in  any  way  the 
validity  of  the  alleged  protest  against 
the  entry  of  tiie  British  Fleet  into  the 
Bosphorus  as  absolving  the  Bussian 
Government   from    its    promises    and 

pledges  on  the  subject  ?  

The  CHANCEliiOB  OP  THB  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  think  that  the  Answer  I 
have  just  given  to  the  noble  Lord  is 
practically  a  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet.  The  Government,  of 
course,  adhere  to  the  declarations  they 
have  made. 

The  Maequess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  will 
be  able  to  state  whether  any  other  Eu- 
ropean Power  has  sent  any  ships  to  the 
neighbourhood  of  Constantinople ;  or  if 
he  IS  aware  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  any  other  Power  to  do  so  ? 

The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer 


ThbOHANQELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB:  No  other  Power  has  at  present 
sent  any  of  its  ships.  I  am  not  in  a  po- 
sition aosolutely  to  state  what  the  inten- 
tions of  the  other  Powers  are.  It  will  be 
more  convenient  to  state  that  to-morrow. 

Mb.  LOWE :  The  right  hon.  GOntle 
man  stated  that  no  '^  material "  opposi- 
tion was  offered  to  the  Fleet  passing 
through  the  Dardanelles.  I  wish  he 
would,  if  it  is  convenient,  explain  the 
meaning  of  that  phrase,  and  state  what 
opposition  was  offered  ? 

TmCHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  am  sorry  if  I  used  a 
wrong  epithet.  What  I  meant  was  that 
nothing  in  tiie  way  of  force  was  used, 
but  that  simply  a  protest  was  made — a 
verbal  protest  on  the  part  of  the  GOvemor 
of  the  [Dardanelles. 

Sm  CHABLE8  W.  DILKE:  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  inform  the 
House  whetiier  the  lines  of  Gallipoli 
were  included  within  the  neutral  zone  ? 

TheCHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB :  Sir,  we  have  no  information  on 
the  subject. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


CONSOMDATED  FUND  (£6,000,000)  BELL. 

{Mr,  JtaikeSf  Mr,  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer^ 

Colonel  Stanley.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {^Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mb.  E.  JENKCNS  said,  that  before 
the  House  was  finally  committed  to  the 
measure,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  position  in  which  the  House 
found  itseu  with  regard  to  this  Vote. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Cowen)  the  other  night  had  emptied  his 
mind,  and  out  of  it  came  things  both 
bitter  and  sweet,  and  now  he  (Mr.  £. 
JenHns)  proposed  to  empty  his  head, 
and  possibly  there  would  come  out  of  it 
elements  of  strychnia  and  aloes.  They 
had  been  brought  into  their  present 
position — which  was  one  both  of  danger 
and  of  deplorable  humiliation  to  this 
oountiy — ^by  an  invertebrate  Govern- 
ment upon  one  side  pf  the  House,  and 
upon  the  ol^er  a  flabby  and  moUus- 
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cous  set  of  Gentlemen  clinging  like 
limpets  to  the  rook  of  the  fiont  benoh ; 
but  helping  in  no  way  to  give  any- 
thing like  backbone  to  the  policy  of 
England.  That  might  be  a  strong  thing 
to  be  said  by  a  young  Member,  but  he 
was  sure  in  sayinff  it  he  was  speaking 
the  sentiments  or  a  large  number  of 
people  in  this  country.  It  would  be  a 
deplorable  and  mortifying  thing  to  run 
over  the  history  of  the  transactions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  during  the 
lasttwo years.  [*'No,no!"]  He  repeated 
it.  At  this  moment  the  oountiy  was 
placed  in  a  position  of  the  greatest 
danger,  because  there  was  on  one  side  of 
the  House  a  Government  who,  having 
no  backbone  of  their  own,  were  subject 
to  the  pressure  of  a  section  of  their 
Party,  which  was  holding  meetings  and 
bringing  the  whole  of  its  influence  to 
bear  in  the  direction  of  an  act  almost  of 
lunacy  in  the  foreign  poHcy  of  this 
country.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert  Peel),  for 
whom  he  entertained  great  admiration 
—an  admiration  which  was,  however, 
tempered  with  discretion — went  down 
the  other  night  to  that  arena  of  humanity 
and  philanthropy,  Exeter  Hall,  and  made 
a  war  speech — a  speech  against  Bussia 
— ^towards  the  close  of  whicm  he  said  that 
he  felt  there  ''  was  a  spirit  rising  within 
him."  He  did  not  state  at  what  hour 
in  the  evening  this  embarrassing  phe- 
nomenon had  appeared;  or  whether  it 
had  visited  his  nead,  or  his  heart,  or 
what  other  portion  of  his  body.  But 
the  spirit  to  which  he  had  ffiven  utter- 
ance on  that  occasion  he  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
would  venture  to  say  was  not  a  spirit  of 
sound  sense  or  a  spirit  of  high  policy  in 
relation  to  the  interests  of  tibis  country. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  what  they  saw, 
not  only  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
but  on  the  other,  was,  that  men  seemed 
incapable  of  looking  at  this  question  in 
the  manner  that  befitted  Englishmen, 
who,  conscious  of  their  own  strength, 
felt  that  they  might  calmly  observe 
great  international  passages  of  arms  and 
great  re-distributions  of  territory,  be- 
cause, whenever  our  interests  were  really 
attacked,  they  knew  that  we  should  be 
able  to  defend  them.  As  for  the  right 
hon.  Baronet 

'<  The  Bpirit  that  he  had  seen  might  be  a  Devil, 
For  the  Deril  hath  power  to  aBsome  a  pleasing 
shape," 


It  seemed  to  him,  looking  at  the  course 
of  the  movement  which  had  taken  place 
in  this  country  with  regard  to  the  fjast- 
em  Question,  that  a  spirit  had  taken  pos- 
session of  hon.  Members,  blinding  them 
to  the  true  interests  of  this  country,  and 
leading  them  to  utter  with  respect  to  a 
friendly  Power  sentiments  that  could 
only  excite  the  resentment  of  its  people. 
Nor  was  it  only  among  the  Party  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
worth was  an  elevated  type  that  such 
expressions  of  feeling  were  to  be  heard. 
There  had  also  proceeded  from  the  front 
bench  expressions  insulting  to  the  dig^ty 
of  the  Emperor  of  Eussia ;  and  he  asked 
whether  at  such  a  time  as  this,  when 
delicate  negotiations  were  going  on,  and 
questions  of  the  utmost  delicacy  were 
arising,  it  was  ri^ht  that  such  speeches 
as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  or  the  Secretary  for 
War  should  be  telegraphed  to  St.  Peters- 
burg to  be  reported  and  discussed  by  the 
Russian  Press  ?  He  had  that  evening 
put  to  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheq  uer  a  Question  which 
the  right  hon.  Genueman  had  thought  it 
not  expedient  to  answer.  He  alluded  to 
this  now  for  the  purpose  of  emphasizing 
the  fact,  of  which  he  must  try  to  speak 
in  Parliamentary  terms,  that  statements 
were  made  by  statesmen  in  that  House 
which  were  supposed  to  be,  or  which 
purported  to  be,  statements  of  entire 
candour  and  frankness ;  but  in  regard  to 
which  they  were  afterwards  obliged  to 
admit  that  certain  modifications  and 
qualifications  must  be  made.  The  case 
was  this — ^The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
other  day  made  a  statement  of  great  im- 
portance with  respect  to  the  movements 
of  the  Meet,  and  read  the  secret  instruc- 
tions given  to  Admiral  Hornby  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Fleet  was  to  be 
employed.  Well,  a  report  had  ap- 
peared in  a  Scotch  newspaper  that  the 
Meet  had  been  ordered  to  be  ready  to 
force  the  passage  of  the  Dardanelles  if 
necessary  ;  that  the  Admiral  had  re- 
ceived written  instructions  to  do  so ;  that 
the  officers  had  been  ordered  to  be  ready 
for  action,  and  had  been  furnished  with 
plans  of  the  Turkish  forts  and  distinct 
directions  as  to  the  course  they  were  to 
take  if  the  passage  of  the  Meet  were 
opposed.  Yet  anyone  who  had  heard 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  supposed  that  he  had  stated 
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the  whole  of  the  trath  in  regard  to  the 
instruotionB  that  were  sent  to  the  Fleet. 
Thehononr  of  onr  Ministers  was  a  mat- 
ter of  the  greatest  oonseqnenoe.  He 
had  seen  a  short  time  since  in  an  Italian 
newspaper  a  quotation  from  one  of  the 
Enghsh  jonmals — ^probably  27i$  JMfy 
TeUgraph — where  the  quotation  was 
given  under  reserre,  because  it  came 
from  an  English  newspaper;  but  he 
trusted  the  day  would  never  come  when 
a  statement  would  be  so  given  under 
reserve  because  it  oame  from  an  "FingliBh 
MinistOT.  The  right  hon.  G^itleman 
told  us  at  one  time  that  the  Cabinet  was 
unanimous,  although  within  10  days  we 
had  proof  that  there  was  a  grave  diversity 
of  opinion  in  it.  He  was  not  needlessly 
offering  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
opportunity  of  making  explanations* 
Me  might  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  had  felt,  and  many  people 
felt,  that  such  statements  as  these  from 
the  front  bench  tended  in  no  small  degree 
to  diminish  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  this  country  in  their  Government,  and 
naturally  to  damage  and  deteriorate  the 
character  of  English  statesmen.  He  came 
now  more  immediately  to  the  important 
question  which  was  before  the  House. 
The  other  night  the  Government  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  by  a  large  maj<^ty 
the  Yote  for  the  £6,000,000,  and  now 
they  asked  that  the  House  should  con- 
summate that  addon.  Had  anything 
happened  in  the  interval  since  the  Yote 
was  brought  forward  to  increase  our 
confidence  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  They  were  reticent ;  we  did  not 
know  what  they  were  doing;  we  only 
knew  that  they  had  taken  a  step  of  the 
utmost  danger,  and  every  step  they  took 
seemed  to  be  taken  under  pressure,  not 
from  the  brains  of  the  Party,  but  fr*om 
that  part  of  the  Party  which  was  most 
light-neaded — that  part  of  the  Party 
which  had  seemed  least  to  have  studied 
the  question,  which  was  most  pre- 
judiced, and  which  seemed  least  to  care 
about  what  was  really  just  and  right 
with  regard  to  it.  From  day  to  day  he 
heard  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  and  also,  he  regretted 
to  say^  on  his  own  side,  reflecting  on 
the  action  of  the  Russian  Gt)vemment 
simply  because  it  was  the  action  of  the 
Eussian  Government,  and  as  if  it  must 
therefore  of  necessity  be  unjust.  For  his 
own  part,  up  to  that  moment  he  had  felt 
no  susfAcion  or  jealoui^  of  th&  Bussian 

iff.  E,  Jenkins 


Government.  Up  to  that  moment  the 
Bussian  Government  had  behaved  witii 
greater  dignity,  greater  straightforward- 
ness, and  greatergenerosily  than  our  own 
haddone.  ["Oh!'^]  WeU,  itwas time  that 
somebody  should  say  that  in  that  House. 
He  did  not  say  that  he  supported  the 
policy  of  the  Kussian  Government,  but 
m  his  opinion  the  conduct  of  that  Govern- 
ment had  been  more  straightforward 
and  generous  than  that  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  more  he  considered 
ihm  conduct  the  more  he  blushed  for 
English  statesmanship.  It  was  either 
ungenerous,  or  it  was  inept  —  one 
thing  or  the  other,  whichever  hon. 
Members  liked.  The  way  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  at  this  mo- 
ment conducting  their  negotiations  ap- 
peared to  point  to  a  most  perilous  reerult. 
Instead  of  striving  to  maintain  friend- 
ship with  Bussia,  which  he  believed  was 
possible,  we  were  only  dcnng  what 
must  tend  to  excite  her  hostiHty.  It 
could  not  be  denied  that  we  had  had 
most  friendly  lussurances  from  Bussia, 
and  it  was  a  point  which  yet  remained 
to  be  cleared  up  why  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
VOTument  had  suppressed  the  important 
document  which  was  forwarded  to  them  by 
Odonel  Wellesley,  and  which  Lord  Bea- 
consfield  might  have  had  in  his  pocket 
when  he  made  that  second  wariike  and 
insolent  M>eech  of  his  at  the  GhiildhalL 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
get  up  and  vindicate  English  states- 
men from  aspersions  whid^  must  be 
injurious  to    their    character.      It  ap- 

rred  to  him  that  the  line  now  taken 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
dangerous  and  impolitic  ;  that  it  was 
calculated  to  excite  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment to  hostilities.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  in  a  speech  he  had 
listened  to  with  admiration,  and  which 
was  full  of  wisdom  and  far-seeing  poli- 
tical sagadly,  the  other  night  pointed 
out  to  the  Government  what  were  the 
aims  this  coimtiy  ought  to  keep  in  view, 
and  said  one  great  aim  which  the  people 
of  this  country  were  determined  to  cany 
out  was  that  of  delivering  the  endaired 
people— the  subject-races  of  Turkey — 
from  that  bondage  under  whidi  they 
had  suffered  for  now  nearly  400  years. 
The  people  of  this  country  were  re- 
solved  iSiaJk  on  no  account  whatever 
should  we  contribute,  in  conneotioa  witl^ 


Digitized  by  i^J 


oogle 


1629      ComoUdated  Fund      (Febbitaby  14,  1878]      (£6,000,000)  ^t77.         1680 


Austria  or  otherwiBe,  to  limit  the  de- 
signs of  Bnsfiia  in  reeard  to  the  libera- 
tion of  those  enslaved  races.  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  say — "  That  is  not 
our  policy ;  "  but  he  (Mt.  Jenkins^ 
would  asK,  how  could  they  be  alliea 
to  Austria  without  agreeing  to  carry 
out  the  designs  of  Austria,  which  were 
necessarily  to  clip  and  curb  the  efforts 
that  were  being  made  for  the  liberation 
of  those  peoples  ?  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  hon.  Members  opposite,  honestly 
and  sincerely  jealous  of  Bussia,  said 
of  the  design  of  Bussia  that  it  was 
simply  to  bring  these  people  under  her 
own  control,  and  use  them  as  her 
tools.  Mieht  he  give  the  views  of 
one  Engliumian  at  least  upon  that 
view.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say — 
'*  Better  for  that  part  of  the  world  ^t 
it  should  be  entirely  Russian,  and  that 
all  the  Slav  races  should  be  imited, 
than  that  it  should  fall  back  under  the 
horrible  rule  under  which  it  had  hitherto 
existed."  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen),  in  a 
speech  of  rare  eloquence,  talked  the 
other  dav  of  the  policy  of  Eussia  to- 
wards Poland.  He  knew  that  there  was 
a  very  deep  sympathy  with  Poland 
in  this  country.  He  thought  it  had 
been  more  sentimental  than  wise ;  but 
his  opinion,  from  reading  history,  was 
that  Poland  was  the  greatest  nuisance 
that  ever  existed  in  the  centre  of  Europe, 
and  that  no  better  thing  was  ever  done 
than  the  abolition  of  the  Polish  Govern- 
ment. It  was  an  oligarchic  despotism  of 
the  worst  and  lowest  type.  Of  course, 
one  felt,  when  one  read  that  history, 
some  pit^  with  regard  to  it;  one  admitted 
the  partition  was  a  great  crime ;  but  his 
conclusion  was  that,  after  all,  it  was 
simply  theveiybest  thing  that  could  have 
happenedfor  Poland.  P*Oh!"]  Of  course, 
he  was  only  stating  iiis  own  opinion, 
and  hon.  Members  were  entitled  to 
theirs ;  but  he  ventured  to  say,  at  all 
events,  whatever  might  be  the  feelings 
in  this  country  with  regard  to  Poland, 
Bichard  Oobden,  in  a  pamphlet  pub- 
lished in  1885  or  1886,  had  pointed  out, 
that  while  in  Poland  there  were  no 
chances  whatever,  and  no  possibility 
whatever  of  reformation  from  a  terrible 
system  of  despotism,  in  Bussia  there 
were  even  then  hopes  in  that  direction. 
From  that  time  Bussia  had  be^i  improv- 
ing; the  Slavs  were  improving;  and, 


depend  upon  it,  whatever  this  country 
might  strive  to  do,  when  the  energies 
of  80,000,000  of  people  were  directed 
to  unite  themselves  with  20,000,000  of 
others  who  were  f^ow-Slavs,  and  who 
ought  to  be  free,  one  might  as  well  en- 
deavour to  stop  the  Thames  at  Lon- 
don Bridge  with  his  little  finger  as 
to  prevent  them.  If  this  ooimtry  were 
to  lend  itself,  in  conjimction  with  Aus- 
tria, to  a  policy  which  tended  to  check 
that  great  movement,  we  might  depend 
upon  it,  whatever  might  happen  in  the 
next  few  years,  and  however  successful 
we  might  be  in  our  military  or  naval 
enterpnzes,  the  British  race  and  Empire 
woula  have  to  stand  ftice  to  face  with 
those  against  whom  we  had  fought, 
but  who  would  not  be  subdued,  and 
who  would  be  our  enemies  for  gene- 
ration after  generation.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  whether  it  was  worth  while, 
because  British  honour  had  been  flouted 
by  this  or  that  act  of  Bussia,  that  they 
should  spend  £100,000,000  sterling  for 
such  a  result.  If  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  to  loin  with 
Austriainendeavouringtolimitthe  action 
of  Bussia  in  freeing  the  enslaved  peoples 
of  Turkey,  then  what  did  they  mean  to 
do?  A  verv  significant  article,  which 
appeared  to  be  inspired — God  knew  how 
leading  articles  in  the  newspapers  were 
inspir^  now-a-days ! — in  The  Standard, 
gave  notice  to  Europe  that  henceforth 
our  Government  were  not  going  to  be 
the  cat's-paw  of  Euw^e,  but  were  going 
to  act  simply  and  scdely  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  interests.  If  that  were 
really  the  policy  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, one  would  feel  some  satisfaction  ; 
but  one  would  like  to  know  what  it 
meant.  Was  it  possible  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  in  view  some 
great  surprise  for  Europe — ^that  she  was 
going  to  occupy  Egypt  or  Mytilene,  or 
to  tf^e  possession  of  Constantinople  ? 
Was  it  likely  that  these  things  would 
be  permitted  by  l^e  Mediterranean 
Powers  without  some  protest  ?  The 
Government  were  going  to  carry  off  the 
£6,000,000 ;  but  the  House  was  entitled, 
before  absolutely  parting  with  it,  to 
have  some  indication  of  the  Hue  of  policy 
which  they  intended  to  cany  out ;  and, 
for  hisown part,  he  was  jM^pared  to  divide 
the  House  unless  the  Chancellor  of  the 
EbEchequer  was  able  to  give  the  assur- 
ance that  in  no  case  would  the  money 
be   used   in   any    way   to    limit   the 
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amount  of  liberty  wMch  was  to 
be  conferred  on  those  subject-peoples 
xmderthe  arrangements  made  between 
Bussia  and  Turkey.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  feel 
that  he  had  exceeded  the  proper  limits 
of  criticism  in  the  remarks  he  had  felt 
bound  to  make  on  the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbyemment.  He  trusted  that 
the  time  had  come  when  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>yemment  had  abandoned  all  idea  of 
Turkish  independence  and  integrity,  all 
thought  of  setting  Turkey  on  her  legs 
again,  and  had  resolved  to  leave  her  to 
be  treated  as  she  deserved  by  the  Power 
which  had  succeeded  in  crushing  her, 
He  also  asked  the  Government  to  ap- 
peal to  the  country  to  place  on  the  acts 
of  Bussia  a  more  generous  construc- 
tion. Do  not  let  it  be  said  that  every- 
thing done  by  that  Power  was  neces- 
sarily uniust.  An  hon.  Member  came 
and  told  him  yesterday,  as  if  it  were  a 
venr  flagitious  act,  mat  the  Bussians 
had  threatened  to  occupy  Oonstantinople 
in  the  event  of  the  English  Fleet  entering 
the  Dardanelles.  His  reply  was  that 
they  were  quite  ri^ht  m  doing  so. 
Bussia  was  perfectly  right  in  doing  what- 
ever she  could  to  secure  and  defend  herself 
against  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, for  whatever  th^  might  say 
about  their  friendship,  their  words  had 
been  hostile  and  menacing.  Again  and 
again  had  the  kindly  words  of  some 
Ministers  been  counteracted  by  the 
speeches  of  other  Ministers,  and  by  the 
language  both  of  their  newspapers  and 
of  hon.  Members  opposite.  If  they  could 
only  hope  that  the  Qtjvemment  would 
not  be  carried  away  by  any  fear,  that 
they  would  feel  that  Britain  was  strong 
and  able  to  resent  any  hostile  action 
that  could  betaken  against  her  interests, 
that  they  might  calmly  await  the  solu- 
tion of  this  matter,  whether  by  a  Oonfer- 
ence  or  the .  issues  of  war ;  if  they 
could  believe  that  in  any  case  England 
was  strong  to  maintain  her  dignity  and 
interests  when  really  attacked,  then  he 
believed  they  would  be  able  calmly  to 
contemplate  the  perturbations  around 
them,  and  the  Government  would  be 
free  to  take  that  generous  course, 
which  was  the  only  course  which  be- 
fitted the  Government  of  England.  In 
conclusion,  he  begged  to  thank  the 
House  for  listening  to  his  remarks, 
which  were  almost  wholly  unpremedi- 
tated. 

Mr.  £,  Jmlim 


The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB :  Sir,  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  would  desire  on  this  occasion  to 
renew  the  g^eral  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  but,  although  the  hon.  Gentleman 
t^e  Member  for  Dundee  has  made  cer- 
tain observations  which  might  tempt 
one  to  follow  him,  I  do  not  desire  to  do 
so.  I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  single  observation  upon  that  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  whidi 
seemed  to  bring  a  charge  of  want  of 
candour  against  the  Government  in 
general,  and  myself  in  particular,  with 
regard  to  the  orders  that  were  given  to 
the  Fleet.  That  is  the  sort  of  charge 
which  I  think  should  not  remain  un- 
answered. I  entirely  dispute  the  ri^ht 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  sudb  a 
charge.  What  happened,  I  think,  was 
this — that  in  the  course  of  a  general 
speech  or  of  remarks  made  in  answer  to 
a  Question,  I  forget  which,  I  stated 
what  the  orders  were  that  had  been  sent 
out  to  Admiral  Hornby  with  regard  to 
the  movements  of  the  Fleet ;  and  as  to 
the  use  that  it  was  to  be  put  to,  I  stated 
that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
life  and  property  and  keeping  the  water- 
way open,  and  I  read  the  telegram  in 
which  those  orders  were  ^ven.  Of 
course  I  did  not  attempt  to  give  specific 
and  detailed  instructions  as  to  how  Ad- 
miral Hornby  was  to  carry  out  those 
general  orders,  but  I  should  think  that 
me  terms  ''keep  the  waterway  open" 
would  show  pretty  clearly  that  these 
would  be  instructions  necessary  as  to 
what  would  have  to  be  done  in  the 
event  of  any  obstacles  arising.  I  do  not 
see  that  there  is  ground  for  saying  there 
has  been  the  slightest  unnecessary  re- 
serve on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter,  or  that  I  omitted  anything 
which  ought  to  have  been  said.  Our 
desire  has  been  to  treat  the  House  witli 
the  utmost  candour,  and  I  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  they  woiud  expect 
that  detailed  orders  as  to  the  precise 
course  to  be  adopted  by  Admiral  Hornby 
should  have  been  stated. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dimdee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  in  his 
speech  dropped  an  observation  which 
leads  me  to  make  an  appeal  to  him.  He 
referred  to  a  matter  which  I,  for  one, 
hold  to  be  of  the  very  greatest  conse- 
quence—namely, the  relations  in  which 
this  country  may  stand  to  Austria  with 
regard  to  the  course  of  these  ^egotia- 
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tions.  I  know  no  larger  or  deeper  ques- 
tion connected  with  the  settlement  oi  the 
whole  of  the  Eastern  affairs  of  Europe. 
It  is  one  which  I  look  upon  with  great 
anxiety,  and  upon  which  I,  for  one,  am 
determined,  health  being  spared  me,  to 
do  my  duly  in  this  House  if  occasion 
arise.  The  hon.  Member  has  expressed 
an  aversion,  in  which  I  entirely  and  ab- 
solutely sluure,  to  any  combination  what- 
ever with  Austria  or  any  other  Power 
for  the  purpose  of  limiting  the  freedom 
to  be  granted  to  the  Slavs.  That  is  an 
issue,  upon  which,  if  it  became  neces- 
sary to  raise  it,  we  may  boldly  make  our 
appeal  to  all  classes  and  descriptions  of 
Englishmen.  I  own  that  I  do  not  feel 
that  it  would  be  fair  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment at  this  moment  to  make  a  conclu- 
sive declaration  upon  the  subject.  The 
time  has  not  come,  so  far  as  we  know, 
when  any  considerable  progress  has 
been  made  between  Bussia  and  Turkey 
in  describing  and  formulating  fully  the 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  as  between  these 
two  Powers;  and  until  considerable 
progress  has  been  made  in  that  opera- 
ration,  I  do  not  know  that  we  should  be 
justified  in  asking  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  any  conclusive  declaration 
upon  that  subject;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  m^  hon.  f^end  may  be  disposed  to 
re-consider  the  announcement  that  he 
made,  that  unless  he  obtained  such  a 
declaration  from  the  Government  to- 
night he  would  divide  the  House.  We 
have  been  fcdrly  heard  upon  the  subject 
of  the  present  Vote.  We  have  fully  laid 
before  the  country  our  views,  and  I  own 
I  am  in  the  entire  belief  that  our  views 
are  those  of  the  great  majority  of  this 
nation.  \Iron%o<U  eheergf  and  eries  of 
"No,  no!"]  These  are  my  views.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  argue  in  support  of 
them  at  length,  but  I  feel  myself  not 
less  competent  to  form  an  opinion  than 
some  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whose  derisive  cheers  I  have  just  lis- 
tened to.  I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  the 
matter  at  all.  I  am  only  using  it  as  an 
argument  with  my  hon.  Friend  why  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  challenge 
the  judgment  of  the  House  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  nor  will  I  enter  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  recent  orders  for  the  Fleet  to 
proceed  to  Constantinople,  nor  the  quasi- 
hostile  proceeding  in  the  face  of  the 
protest  of  the  Porte.  There  will  be  op- 
portunities for  discussion  on  that  subject; 
but  there  is  one  point  on  which  I  shall 
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be  very  glad  if— I  do  not  say  to-day,  but 
on  to-morrow,  or  on  a  very  early  day — 
therighthon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Ikchequer  could  give  us  a  little  infor- 
mation. It  has  been  publidv  stated  in 
I7ie  Times  newspaper  of  yesterday,  and  in 
a  communication  from  St.  Petersburg, 
that  the  Austrian  Government,  on  or 
about  the  30th  January,  had  made  a 
formal  communication  to  Prince  Qt)rt- 
chakoff  which  was  in  the  nature  of  a  de- 
finition of  the  special  Austrian  interests 
which  they  considered  to  be  involved  in 
the  present  negotiations.  Of  course  it 
is  only  the  statement  of  a  newspaper 
correspondent,  but  still  it  is  a  positive 
statement  telegraphed  from  St.  Peters- 
burg to  27ie  Times  of  yesterday.  I  could 
certainly  have  understood  the  setting 
forth  of  especial  Austrian  interests  on 
many  questions  connected  with  the  Black 
Sea,  and  particularly  with  questions  as 
to  the  absolute  freedom  of  tiie  Danube, 
who  is  to  be  its  custodian,  and  every- 
thing connected  with  the  Bosphorus  and 
Dardanelles.  These,  however,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement,  were  not  the  mat- 
ters put  forward  as  special  Austrian 
interests.    The  words  used  are  these — 

"The  matters  espcially  affectmg  Austrian 
interests  were  the  situation  in  Bosnia  and  the 
Herzegovina,  the  territorial  aggrandizement  of 
Servia  and  Montenegro,  and  the  temporary  oc- 
cupation of  Bulgaria  by  the  Russian  troops." 

I  would  not  think  of  asking  now,  inde- 
pendently of  the  fact  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  spoken,  for  any  answer  on 
this  subject ;  but  I  will  venture  to  ask 
to-morrow,  if  that  be  convenient,  whe- 
ther my  right  hon.  Friend  is  able  to  give 
to  Parliament  any  communication  on  the 
subject  of  such  communication  from 
Austria  to  the  Russian  Government  ?  I 
venture  to  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
will  withdraw  his  Resolution. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  :  Sir,  I  wish  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  on  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  opened  the 
debate.  The  hon.  Member  went  over 
the  whole  question  in  a  speech  which  he 
informed  the  House  was  wholly  un- 
prepared. If  that  were  the  case,  what 
must  his  prepared  speeches  be,  for  his 
language  and  diction  were  perfectly 
splendid  ?  The  hon.  Member  paid  me 
the  compliment  of  passing  considerable 
eulogiums  on  me ;  but  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  made  use  of  expressions  for  which, 
if  his  speech  had  been  prepared,  I  should 
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have  called  him  seriously  to  aoooimt.  I 
do  not  wish  now  to  enter  into  thepoUoy  of 
the  OoTemment,  I  only  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  with  respect  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member.  I  certainly  did 
not  expect  to  hear  it  laid  to  the  charge 
of  Ministers  on  the  Treasury  bench,  by 
a  Member  of  any  Party^  in  the  House, 
that  they  had  not  considered  the  dignity 
of  Eussia.  What  they  have  to  consider 
is  the  dimity  of  this  country.  That  is 
their  sole  and  only  duty — while  being 
just  and  fair  towards  oi^er  States,  to 
consider,  not  the  dimity  of  this  or  that 
Power,  but  the  dignity  of  England. 
But  when  1!  heard  the  hon.  Member 
make  other  remarks,  I  confess  I  was 
not  surprised  to  notice  the  expressions 
with  which  he  was  greeted.  Did  not 
the  House  listen  with  shame  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  with 
regard  to  Poland  ?  I  venture  to  say  there 
is  not  one  man  in  the  House  who  con- 
curs with  the  hon.  Member  in  thinking 
that  Poland  has  been  a  nuisance.  Sir, 
if  the  hon.  Member  knew  anything  of 
Poland,  if  he  had  lived,  as  I  have  lived, 
for  two  years  of  his  life  in  the  closest 
intimacy  with  illustrious  exiles  of  that  un- 
happy coimtry,  he  would  not  have  dared 
to  make  use  of  such  an  expression.  The 
hon.  Member  then  alluded  personally  to 
me,  and  to  some  remarks  I  made  in  Exeter 
Hall.  Now,  it  is  perfectly  true  that  I 
did  speak  in  Exeter  Hall,  and  I  must 
confess  that  I  spoke  as  I  thought  to  the 
enthusiastic  gratification  of  not  a  packed 
meeting,  but  a  meeting  of  several  thou- 
sand persons  who  seemed  desirous  to 
express  their  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  has  said  that 
I  made  a  very  warlike  speech.  ,  That  is 
a  charge  ofben  thrown  out  against  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Nothing  can  be  more  unfair 
than  to  charge  hon.  Members  ffl^tting 
here  with  a  desire  for  a  war  policy ;  and 
nothing,  I  am  sure,  can  be  further  from 
the  desire  of  the  Government  than  to  be 
thought  to  favour  such  a  policy.  I  must 
admit,  however,  in  common  with  every- 
one who  has  witnessed  the  proceedings 
of  the  last  seven  days,  that  I  have  felt 
considerable  anxiety  and  alarm.  Not 
that  we  wish  to  see  this  country  drifting 
into  war — on  the  contrary,  we  wish  to 
have  some  certain  sound  of  policy  which 
may  guide  the  Government  and  the 
oountiy.  I  think  the  statement  which  has 
now  been  made  by  the  Government,  not- 

8ir  Eohert  Peel 


withstandii^  the  hesitation  of  the  few 
days,  that  they  will  consider  British  in- 
terests only,  and  that  the  fleet  has  ;nro- 
ceeded  to  tiie  Sea  of  Marmora  to  protect 
the  Hves  and  interests  of  Britbli  sub- 
jects, shows  a  determination  and  a  policy 
which  will  be  hailed  with  safcia&dion 
by  the  country.  My  right  hon.  Eriend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  has  said 
that  it  will  be  very  dangerous  for  the 
Government  if  they  join  in  a  certain 
course  of  action  with  Austria,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  in  his  wholly 
unprepared  speech,  has  made  the  same 
remark.  I  must  admit  that  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
have  watched  the  policy  of  Austria  i<3ft 
many  years,  and  I  reooUect  her  conduct 
during  the  Crimean  War — ^how  she 
planned  solely  with  a  view  to  preserv- 
ing and  conserving  her  own  interests. 
She  is  not  perhaps  to  be  blamed  fortius; 
but  nevertheless  ner  poUcy  requires  to  be 
watched.  Histon^  tells  us  how  in  the 
earliest  period  of  this  century  Austria 
has  invariably  played  a  false  game  to- 
wards those  States  which  pla(^  confi- 
dence in  her.  And  even  so  recently  as 
during  the  Franco-German  War,  we  all 
know  how  the  promises  by  Austria  to 
Louis  Napoleon  proved  Ulusory.  No 
one  denies  all  this,  and  I  agree  with 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Genlieman,  ^at  great 
discretion  must  be  shown  in  forming 
any  connection  with  Austria  on  this 
question.  But  I  believe  tiie  danger 
comes  from  another  quarter — ^that  the 
real  root  and  origin  of  all  this  trouble 
in  Europe  springs  from  Germany.  If,  in 
the  beginning,  Germany  had  acted  wiUx  a 
straightforward  poHcy  towards  Eur<^>e, 
iMs  war  might  have  been  stopped,  and  I 
am  not  sure  that  even  now,  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  German  Empire  were  to 
tell  Busda  that  if  she  were  to  offer  any 
frurther  outrage  to  the  feelings  of  Europe, 
Germany  would  not  regard  it  with  in- 
difference, all  dif&culiy  would  be  at  an 
end.  Therefore,  whiliB  agreeing  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  a  ^ling  <^  dis- 
trust towards  Austria,  I  confess  to  even  a 
greater  distrust  of  the  policy  of  Germany. 
1  do  hope,  from  the  statements  we  have 
heard  from  the  GOvemment  to-night, 
that  we  are  not  drifting  into  war,  but 
that  we  are  proceeding  upon  a  poli<^ 
based  solely  and  only  upon  Britisih 
interests ;  and  I  also  hope  m>m  what  we 
havehecurd  to-night,  mere  will  be  no 
longer  that  f eeli^  of  hefiitatioii  as  re- 
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gards  the  action  of  the  Gk)Yeniment  whioh  1 
oertamlj  and  undoubtedly  has  pervaded 
the  minds  of  vei^  many  daring  tiie  past 
few  da3r8,  that  if  we  are  not  drimng 
into  war,  we  are  aotually  on  the  brink  of 
war.  I  shall,  therefore,  be  glad  if  some 
Member  of  the  Government  can  get  up 
and  give  iis  still  fuller  explanations 
than  we  have  hitherto  received.  I  think 
the  House  of  Commons  is  entitled  to  it. 
At  this  most  critical  juncture  of  affairs, 
the  Government  are  bound  to  take  the 
House  of  Commons  into  its  confidence, 
and  to  let  it  know  really  what  weight  may 
be  attadiedto  the  conmcting  and  harass- 
ing rumours  which  daily  obtain  currency 
and  unhinge  the  public  mind.  I  trust 
there  is  no  danger  of  our  being  on 
the  brink  of  war ;  but  if  we  are  not, 
let  us  be  told  so.  The  country,  I  be- 
lieve, is  with  the  Government ;  the 
House  of  Commons  is  with  them ;  all 
we  want  is  that  we  may  know  at  this 
critical  juncture  where  we  stand.  No 
one  knows  better  tiian  Her  Majesi^'s 
Government  that  the  spirit  of  the  British 
nation  is  certainly  never  hostile  to  a 
straightforward  and  honourable  policy, 
when  that  policy  is  carried  out  solely 
and  only  to  assert,  if  necessary,  British 
interests,  and  to  vindicate,  if  necessary, 
national  honour. 

LoBD  EGBERT  MONTAGU :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  call  attention  to  a  fallacy  which 
has  just  been  propoimded  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone). He  generally  does  come  down 
to  the  House  with  some  new  fallacy 
which,  if  not  astute,  is  at  least  likely  to 
beguile  and  mislead.  He  has  just  said 
that  ''he  entirely  and  absolutely  shares 
the  aversion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  from  any  combination  whatever 
with  Austria,"  and  that  we  should  guard 
against  ''limiting  the  freedom  of  the 
C^stian  populations  of  the  East."  Sir, 
I  am  as  anxious  for  the  liberiy,  the  real 
liberty,  of  the  Christian,  ana  of  every 
other  population  of  the  East,  as  the 
right  non.  Member  himself  can  be.  I 
am  a  lover  of  liberty,  and  desire  that 
mental  condition,  not  for  our  own  country 
alone,  but  for  all  other  nations  also. 
But,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Member,  in 
order  to  prove  his  case,  must  start  from 
the  assumption — although  he  does  not 
express  it — ^that  the  Turk  is  a  tyrant, 
and  that  the  Christian  populations  of 
the  East  have  been  oppressed  by  the 
Porte.    To  this  I  demur.    On  what  evi- 


dence does  that  proposition  rest?^  On 
the  venal  reports  concerning  atrocities, 
whioh  have  been  written  by  newspaper 
correspondents,  who  afterwards  boasted 
that  they  had  invented  those  stories  of 
atrocities  in  order  "  to  write  down  "  the 
Turks ;  reports  which  were  speedily  dis- 
proved and  contradicted  by  our  diplo- 
matic agents  in  the  East.  I  do  not, 
therefore,  accept  the  dictum  that  the 
Turks  are  intolerant  or  tyrannical.  Yet, 
for  argument's  sake,  I  will  grant  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Member,  so  as  to  take 
him  on  his  own  ground.  Now,  I  ask 
him  what  it  is  that  he  has  all  along 
desired?  To  drive  out  one  tyrant  in 
order  to  bring  in  a  greater  tyrant? 
That,  Sir,  would  be  the  greatest  possible 
"  limitation  on  the  freedom  of  the  Chris- 
tian populations  of  the  East !"  I  need 
not  go  over  the  history  of  Bussia,  which, 
during  the  last  100  years,  has  been 
written  in  blood,  and  uttered  in  the 
shrieks  and  groans  of  the  oppressed.  I 
need  not  go  back  to  Poland  and  her 
partition  in  1772  ;  nor  to  her  wrongs  in 
1831,  and  in  1863.  It  is  enough  to  point 
to  the  Blue  Book  of  last  year,  concerning 
the  heartrending  and  horrible  persecu- 
tions of  the  United  Greeks  in  Chelm. 
A  brutal  soldiery  quartered  on  the  in- 
habitants ;  a  free  use  of  the  Cossack 
whip ;  women,  and  children  even,  flogged 
almost  to  death.  Men  and  women  and 
children  driven  by  Cossacks  over  the 
snow,  and  through  a  river,  up  to  their 
necks  in  water,  and  to  a  neighbouring 
church,  where  they  were  bidden,  at  the 
point  of  the  Cossack's  lance,  to  sign  a 
memorial  praying  for  admission  to  the 
Eusso-Greek  Church.  Those  who  re- 
fused were  martyred.  One  old  woman 
received  100  blows  of  the  heavy  Cos- 
sack whip.  A  number  were  driven 
away  from  their  homes,  and  from  reli- 
gious ministrations,  to  a  distant  and 
desolate  country.  The  fact  must  ever 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Busso-Gbeek 
Church,  with  the  Czar  at  its  head,  bears 
as  bitter  a  hatred  to  the  Greek  Church 
— whose  head  is  the  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople— as  it  does  to  the  Catholic 
Church  and  to  Islam.  The  Greek  Church 
regards  the  Czar  as  Anti-Christ,  because 
he  claims  adoration  as  a  semi-Deity,  and 
calls  himself  the  infallible  and  omnipo- 
tent head  of  the  Christian  Church.  We 
have  all,  doubtless,  read  in  a  recent 
Blue  Book,  the  vehement  protest,  or 
Encyclical,  of  the  Patriarch  of  the  Greek 


3  G  3 


Digitized  by  ^.J 


oogle 


1 689        CoMoKdated  Fmi 


rOOMMONS) 


(£6,000,000)  P»77.        1640 


Churcli  against  the  invasion  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire  by  the  Czar.  In  that 
Encyclical  he  proclaimed,  in  the  name 
of  tifie  whole  Ureek  Church,  that  tiiey 
would  all  prefer  to  live  under  the  tolerant 
sway  of  the  Turk  rather  than  under  the 
grinding  oppression  of  Russia.  In  a 
despatch  of  our  Ambassador  at  Constan- 
tinople, dated  last  May,  the  same  was 
stated  on  behalf  of  the  Armenian  Chris- 
tians ;  they  prefer  the  Turkish  sway  to 
Bussian  tyranny.  Yet  you  are  content 
to  leave  Eussia,  in  those  countries,  to 
''limit  the  freedom  of  the  Christian 
populations  of  the  East."  You  desire 
to  see  them  ground  to  powder  under  the 
iron  heel  of  a  ruthless  oppressor.  You 
have  allowed  the  Turk  to  oe  driven  out 
and  replaced  by  the  Czar,  who  is  a 
bloody  tyrant ;  and  this  is  applauded  by 
hypocritical  lovers  of  liberfy  in  this 
House.    I  am  indignant 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  heard 
the  word  *'  tyrant,"  as  applied  to  a  Ruler 
who  is  in  alliance  with  us,  and  on  friendly 
terms  with  this  country.  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  is  in  Order  in 
using  such  an  expression  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  spears  to 
me.  Sir,  that  it  must  have  been  from  an 
involuntary  deviation  from  the  Rules  of 
this  House  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
spoken  of  Members  of  this  House  as 
**  hypocritical  lovers  of  liberty."  I  wish 
to  know  whether  that  term  is  in  Order  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  language  em- 
ployed by  the  noble  Lord  was  not  re- 
spectful to  a  Sovereign  who  is  an  Ally, 
and  friendly  to  this  country.  It  is  also 
out  of  Order  to  attribute  motives  to 
Members  of  this  House,  by  calling  them 
**  hypocritical."  The  noble  Lord  will 
doubtless  think  it  advisable  to  withdraw 
the  expressions  complained  of,  and  I 
call  upon  him  to  do  so. 

LoED  ROBERT  MONTAGU  :  I  am 
quite  ready  to  do  your  bidding,  Sir.  As 
to  the  Czar,  I  will  withdraw  the  word 
**  tyrant,"  and  substitute  any  synony- 
mous term  which  you  may  designate. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  noble  Lord 
should  withdraw  the  assertion  altoge- 
ther. 

LoED  ROBERT  MONTAGU:  Very 
well.  Sir,  I  will  do  so,  and  not  say  any- 
thing, in  substitution,  about  the  Czar. 
In  using  the  terms  **  hypocritical  lovers 
of  liberty,"  I  will  not  apply  it  to  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  but  only  to  persons 

Lord  Robert  Montagu 


who  have  spoken  outside  the  House,  who 
have  pretended  to  desire  liberty,  and  yet 
favour  the  despotism — ^there  can  be  no 
objection  to  mat  word — ^the  grinding 
despotism,  religious  and  civil,  of  the 
Czar. 

Me.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  But  you  did 
use  the  term  in  regard  to  Members ;  you 
said  "  hypocritical  lovers  of  liberty  in 
this  House." 

LoED  ROBERT  MONTAGU :  Did  I  ? 
Then  I  am  very  sony  that  I  mentioned 
Members  of  this  House.  I  thought  I 
had  used  the  term  generally,  without 
pointing  at  any  individualB.  Well;  but  if 
you  do  not  desire  that  the  Russian  power 
should  remain  in  European  Turkey  and 
in  Armenia,  why  do  you  cast  dirt  at 
Austria,  and  warn  the  Government  to 
turn  from  *'  every  combination  whatever 
with  Austria,"  for  fear  of  "  liTniting  the 
liberties  of  the  Christian  population  of 
the  East?"  Austria  alone  protested 
against  the  partition  of  Poland  in  1772. 
On  January  3,  1815,  Austria  signed  a 
Treaty  withFranceandEngland,  and  com- 
bined with  Turkey,  with  me  intention  of 
re-constituting  Poland.  When  we  were 
preparing  to  enter  upon  the  Crimean 
War,  I  believe  that  Austria  refused  to 
join  us  except  on  condition  that  we  should 
undertake  to  restore  the  liberties  of 
Poland,  and  give  them  that  Constitution 
which  the  Czar  had  contracted  by  the 
Treaty  of  1816,  and  sworn  to  maintain. 
'^  The  loss  of  Russia's  western  frontier 
torritoiy,"  which  Prince  Albert  spoke  of 
in  his  Memorandum  of  March  8,  1855, 
seems  to  allude  to  it.  Why,  then,  do 
you  say  that  Austria  is  so  averse  to  the 
liberties  of  Christians  in  the  Ottoman 
Empire?  Without  Austria,  how  can 
you  now  do  anything  ?  Before  this  you 
might  have  done  so ;  but  you  have  let 
the  time  and  opportunity  slip  away. 
Now,  you  can  do  nothing  without  Aus- 
tria, and  eve^thing  with  her.  Your 
Fleets  are  at  Constantinople.  Of  what 
use  are  they  there  ?  If  they  are  to  do 
anything,  the  Black  Sea  is  the  only 
place  for  them.  They  are  even  in  great 
danger  where  they  are.  The  Straits 
have  forts  on  each  side,  and  the  waters 
may  soon  be  filled  with  torpedoes,  so 
that  your  ships  will  be  unable  either  to 
advance  or  to  return.  The  Russians 
have  been  collecting  a  number  of  torpe- 
does and  torpedo  boats,  and  have  brought 
thousands  of  sailors  to  the  South.  So 
you  will  not  be  able  to  do  anything,  as 
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you  cannot  advance  to  the  Black  Sea. 
Nor  will  you  find  it  easy  to  get  back 
througli  ilie  Dardanelles;  and  so  you 
will  be  starved  out  where  vou  are. 
Whether  there  exists  aTreaty  of  Alliance, 
offensive  and  defensive,  between  the 
Ozar  and  Sultan,  or  not,  matters  not 
now.  You  have  allowed  the  Sultan  to 
fSedl  completely  under  the  power  of  the 
Ozar,  ana  he  must  do  whatever  the  Czar 
wants  him  to  do,  or  else  be  crushed  to 
powder,  and  yield  his  dominions  to 
Bussia.  It  is  now  either  Bussia,  or  a 
Bussian  vassal  at  Constantinople.  There- 
fore, if  Bussia  wants  the  Sbraits  to  be 
plugged  with  torpedoes,  it  will  be  done. 
Because  Bussia  wished  it,  you  have  got 
your  Fleet  up  now  into  the  mouse-trap. 
Yet,  whatever  you  do,  must  be  done  m 
the  Blaok  Sea.  If  you  mean  war,  you 
must  stop  supplies  fix)m  coming  to  the 
Bussian  armies,  from  Odessa,  Sebastopol, 
Asia,  or  even  across  the  Bosphorus  and 
Sea  of  Marmora.  You  must  stop  all 
supplies  by  water,  What  then  ?  You 
cannot  land  300,000  men  to  cut  off  the 
Bussian  communications,  so  ^ou  must 
have  recourse  to  Austria's  aid,  or  do 
nothing.  On  the  other  hand,  if  you 
mean  peace,  then  you  want  a  Conference. 
Every  Conference  I  fear.  Every  Con- 
ference has  always  ended  in  a  limitation 
of  tiie  liberties  of  peoples.  Moreover, 
you  are  always  outdone  in  diplomacy. 
Yet  you  wish  to  go  to  a  Conference,  and 
be  ''  strong  in  me  voice  of  England." 
How  can  you  be  strong  in  Conference 
and  in  voice,  when  every  Power  in 
Europe  knows  that  you  are  weak  and 
helpless  now,  and  can  do  nothing  ?  How, 
then,  can  you  in  Conference  insist  on 
the  liberties  of  the  Christian  populations 
of  the  East  ?  How  can  you  alone  free 
them  from  a  grim  tyrant's  grip  ?  You 
can  do  so  only  if  you  have  the  help  of 
Austria,  which  you  repudiate ;  but  with 
the  help  of  Austria,  whom  you  vilify, 
you  may  do  all  that  you  desire  in  the 
cause  of  real  Uberty.  The  same  exactly 
may  be  said  of  Austria.  Without  your 
Fleet  to  stop  supplies,  Austria  can  do 
nothing.  With  your  Fleet  she  can  do 
everything.  But  if  nothing  is  done, 
Austria  will  directly  fall  to  pieces  and 
be  undermined  by  treachery;  and  the 
turn  of  England  will  come  directly  aftier. 
Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  prolong  the  debate,  and  did 
not  propose  to  attack  any  foreign  coun- 
try. He  had  heard  with  regret  the  speech 


of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E. 
Jenkins}.  In  saying  that  the  Bussians 
were  entitled  to  enter  Constantinople,  he 
believed  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
expressed  the  feeHngof  any  considerable 
number  of  persons  in  this  country.  The 
right  hon.  Geptleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  correctly  expressed  the 
feeling  of  i^e  country  in  stating  that  the 
fiwjtion  taken  by  our  Fleet — as  to  the 
wisdom  of  which  he  would  not  express 
any  opinion  —  would  not  in  any  way 
justify  the  Bussian  troops  in  entering 
the  Turkish  capital.  At  the  same  time, 
they  must  all  &el  that  this  moment  was 
a  most  critical  one,  and  nothing  ought 
to  be  done  without  the  greatest  con- 
sideration. The  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
proceeded  to  attack  Austria.  There  had 
been  times,  no  doubt,  in  her  history, 
when  she  had  not  done  what  she  ought 
to  have  done;  but  the  same  might  be 
said  of  other  countries.  She  had  now  a 
Constitutional  Government.  He  thought 
we  ought  not  to  assume  that  the  policy  of 
Austria  would  be  to  restrict  the  liberties 
of  the  Christians  of  Turkey  ;  but  if  she 
should  hereafber  adopt  such  a  poHcy, 
then  we  need  not  join  her  in  pursuing  it. 
He  also  regretted  the  attack  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Tamworth  (Sir  Itobert  Peel)  on 
Germany,  after  what  he  had  said  in 
defence  of  Austria.  Our  best  hope  of 
maintaining  the  peace  of  Europe  and 
arriving  at  a  happy  settlement  of  that 
great  question  rested  on  a  cordial  co- 
operation between  Germany,  Austria, 
and  England. 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  not  vote  for  this  Bill,  because, 
after  the  declarations  made  that  night, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  movement  of 
our  Fleet  meant  war  or  a  very  great 
risk  of  war.  In  fact,  we  had  aLroady 
committed  an  act  of  war  by  forcing  the 
Dardanelles.  We  had  thrown  down  the 
gauntlet  and  it  only  remained  to  see 
whether  others  would  take  it  up.  He 
would  not  now  attempt  fuUy  to  discuss 
the  policy  of  the  Government;  but  he  did 
wish  to  record  his  deliberate  opinion 
that  our  interests  in  Constantinople 
were  not  sufficient  to  justify  us  in  takmg 
that  isolated  action  which  might  lead 
to  war ;  because  our  interests  there  were 
not  the  only  interests,  or  even  the 
greatest  interests,  as  compared  to  other 
European  nations.  We  had  broken  the 
European  pact,  and  had  entered   the 
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waters  whioh  by  the  Treaty  of  1856 
were  to  be  shut  to  ships  of  war.  .  By 
this  act  we  had  imperilled  the  greatest 
of  all  British  interests — peace — and  our 
interests  in  the  East  were  not  sufficient, 
he  contended,  to  justify  our  entering  into 
an  act  of  war  alone  without  concert  with 
the  other  Powers. 

LoBD  ELOHO  said,  he  had  taken 
no  part  in  the  long  debates  upon  the 
Yote,  nor  did  he  intend  to  do  so  now ; 
but  as  the  sil^ation  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  he  would  say  a  few  words  upon 
it.  He  would  not  attempt  to  define  the 
situation.  They  all  knew  what  it  was, 
and  they  all  felt  it.  Certainly,  during 
the  37  years  he  had  been  in  Parliament, 
he  had  never  had  occasion  to  feel  as  he 
and  the  nation  had  felt  during  the  past 
few  days.  He  did  not  wish  to  point  out 
by  whose  action  this  situation  had  been 
brought  about — ^whether  it  was  the  result 
of  the  action  of  Ministers  or  ex-Mini- 
sters, or  persons  within  this  House  or  out 
of  it — ^but  simply  to  say  that  our  posi- 
tion was  most  critiotu,  more  critical 
than  it  had  been  for  the  past  30  or 
40  years.  Now,  although  there  was  a 
denial  of  the  fact  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
there  had  been  an  expression  of  feeling 
throughout  the  country  within  the  la^ 
10  days  or  a  fortnight,  which  manifestly 
showed  that  t}ie  common  sense  of  the 
English  people — of  a  people  jealous  and 
proud  of  its  history,  its  traditions,  and 
its  Empire — ^had  at  length  asserted  itself, 
and  that  it  was  prepared  to  support 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  whatever 
policy  they  might  deem  necessary  to 
maintain  the  honour  and  interests  of 
this  Empire,  and  likewise  to  uphold  good 
faith  and  public  law  and  morality  as 
between  nations,  as  well  as  to  vindicate 
our  Treaty  rights.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  me  nation  had  a  right  to 
expect  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that,  while  they  were  as  cautious  and  as 
prudent  as  the  occasion  demanded,  they 
should  not  be  wanting  at  the  same  time 
in  firmness,  determination,  and  courage; 
but  would  be  in  deed  as  well  as  in  name 
the  Bepresentatives  of  a  high-hearted, 
sensitive,  and  courageous  race.  In  doing 
BO,  they  would  have  the  support  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  nation.  If  this 
great  crisis  passed  away  and  the  country 
went  into  a  Oonference,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  have  their  hands 
too  much  tied,  and  would  not  sit  on  the 
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Congress  merely  to  roister  the  ukases 
of  the  Bussian  Emperor.  The  Protoool 
to  tiie  Treaty  of  1871  admitted  fiiat  no 
one  nation  had  a  right  to  set  itself  free 
from  a  Treaty  without  the  assent  of  the 
other  nations  who  were  parties  to  it ;  and 
in  asking,  at  that  time,  for  an  alteration 
of  the  T&eaty  of  1856,  the  Bepresenia- 
tive  of  Bussia  affirmed,  on  the  part  of  the 
Emperor,  that  it  was  his  inttfution  to 
maintain  intact  the  conditions  of  the 
Treaty  defining  the  position  of  Turkey 
in  Europe.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
question  of  Treaties  and  Treaty  rights 
had  been  too  much  overlooked  and 
merged  in  that  of  British  interests. 
British  rights  existed  in  those  Treaties 
in  which  British  interests  were  embraced, 
and  it  would  be  better,  in  the  interests  of 
the  public  and  of  international  morality, 
that  they  should  hear  as  much  of  Treaty 
rights  as  of  British  interests. 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  said«  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eirkcaldy  (Sir  G^eorge 
Campbell)  seemed  to  have  expressed  his 
intention  to  force  a  division. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
should  say  ''No"  when  the  Question 
was  put;  but,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  did  not  know  that  he  would  press  for 
a  division. 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  hoped 
that  no  other  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  a  division ;  for  it  was  dear  that  in 
voting  against  the  Bill,  which  affirmed 
a  decision  already  arrived  at  with  regard 
to  a  certain  grant  of  money,  they  should 
in  no  sense  be  giving  an  opinion  on  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  and  ihe  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins).  Their  objec- 
tions to  the  sending  of  the  Meet  through 
the  Dardanelles,  and  to  the  intimation 
to  Bussia  as  to  a  possible  ocoupatiozi  of 
Constantinople,  were  not  dealt  with  in 
the  question  before  the  House;  and  theire- 
fore  he  hoped  there  would  not  be  a  divi- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Baronetthe  Member 
for  Tamworm  TSir  Bobert  Peel),  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken,  said 
that  the  country  had  shown  its  confi- 
dence in  the  Government.  It  was  true 
that  the  public  had  been  appealed  to  in 
many  meetings.  Two  had  oeen  held  in 
London,  at  which  resolutions  professing 
confidence  in  the  Government  had  been 
moved  or  supported  by  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
m  the  speech  which  he  had  made  that 
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eveiimg,  had  expressed  suspicion  and 
distrust  of  the  policy  of  the  Government. 

Sm  EOBEKT  PEEL  said,  he  must 
protest  against  this  statement.  He 
merely  said  that  within  the  last  seven 
days  &ere  had  been  certain  indications 
of  indecision  which  had  caused  him  and 
many  others  great  pain  and  anxiety. 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  which 
he  took  down  at  the  time,  were  ''dis- 
trust and  alarm,''  caused,  he  under- 
stood, by  want  of  any  indication  of  a 
clearly  defined  poUcy.  A  meeting  was 
held  at  Oremome  Oardens  on  Saturday 
which  was  attended  by  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  who  protested  that  it  was 
the  dufy  of  everyone  to  show  absolute 
confidence  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  observed  by  a  paragraph 
in  a  morning  newspaper,  which  had 
not  been  contradicted  by  hon.  Members 
whose  names  were  mentioned,  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  been  at  that 
meeting  had,  within  three  days  later, 
been  engaged  in  attempting  to  oust 
the  Foreign  Minister  from  the  Cabinet. 
Surely  there  was  some  inconsistency 
here.  He  only  wished  to  point  to  that 
to  show  that  hon.  Members  on  the 
Liberal  side  had  some  right  to  say  that 
within  these  few  days  past  they  had 
shown  as  much  disposition,  at  all  events, 
as  was  shown  on  the  other  side  to  trust 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sib  WTLFEID  LAWSON  said,  it 
would  be  remembered  that,  in  the  early 
part  of  the  debate  on  the  Vote  of 
£6,000,000,  he  had  expressed  his  opinion 
that  it  would  be  the  right  and  the  duty 
of  hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal  side  to 
oppose  that  Yote  by  all  the  Forms  of 
the  House.  But,  to  use  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  another  occasion, 
a  great  many  things  had  happened  since 
then,  and  the  most  important  was  that 
it  had  come  to  their  knowledge  that 
Turkey  was  virtually  and  finally  crushed. 
He  thought  they  could  not  cany  on  that 
debate  without  remembering  that  such 
was  the  case.  Therefore,  the  danger 
which  he  apprehended  at  an  early  period 
of  the  discussion — ^that  this  country 
might  be  led  into  a  war  for  Turkey — 
seemed  not  as  great  now  as  it  was  then ; 
because,  if  there  was  any  intontion  of 
carrying  out  a  warlike  policy,  it  was  dear 
that  the  war  must  be  carried  on  against 
Turkey  and  Biusia  united ;  and  he  had 
too  much  regard  for  his  hon.  Friends  cm 


the  other  side  to  attribute  to  them  such 
lunacy  as  would  lead  them  to  pursue  a 
policy  like  that.  They  were  aU  now  very 
peaceful.  When  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Eobert 
Peel)  rose,  he  expected  to  hear  from  him 
a  warlike  declaration,  but  was  delighted 
to  hear  the  peaceful  strain  in  which  he 
spoke.  He  thought  Ihe  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  a  little  wrong  about  the 
feeling  of  the  country  and  the  meetings. 
He  doubted  very  much  whether  me 
meetings  represented  the  true  feeling  of 
the  country.  If  they  did,  it  was  a  bad 
feeling.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lambeth  (Mr.  M'Arthur)  attended 
one  of  those  patriotic  meetings  in  his 
own  borough,  and  some  of  the  patriote 
robbed  the  hon.  Member  of  his  wateh 
and  other  things.  He  did  not  think  that 
was  a  proceeding  which  showed  much 
respect  for  British  interests.  Before 
finally  voting  that  money,  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  thinking  that  the  country 
and  the  House  were  entitled  to  some 
more  definite  stetement,  even  now,  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government  than 
they  had  yet  heard.  Li  his  opinion, 
the  whole  thing,  after  all,  lay  in  a  nut- 
shell. If  the  Bussians  got  possession  of 
Constantinople,  did  the  Government 
mean  to  fight  them  or  did  they  not? 
Let  them  give  a  straightforward  answer 
to  that  question,  and  they  would  allay  a 
great  deal  of  excitement  and  bad  feeling 
which  prevailed.  Let  them  not  commit 
the  error  committed  26  years  ago,  and 
drift  into  war  from  any  want  of  straight- 
forwardness on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  believe  that  anybody 
who  thought  over  this  matter  wanted  to 
fight.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
^wcastle  (Mr.  J.  Oowen)  made  one  of  the 
most  eloquent  speeches  ever  made  in 
that  House;  but  he  felt  sure,  even 
though  the  speech  was  a  most  warlike 
one,  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  if  they 
should  really  adopt  a  warlike  policy. 
Perhaps  the  Government  might  be  very 
glad  that  speakers  on  the  Opposition 
side  should  get  up  to  do  them  good 
rather  than  harm,  for  a  man's  foes  were 
often  those  of  his  own  household.  He 
felt  some  concern  when  he  read  yester- 
day, in  an  influential  morning  paper,  a 
statement  respecting  the  proceedings  of 
certain  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  which 
he  would  read.    It  was  this — 
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''It  may  be  taken,  nevertheless,  as  an  ac- 
complished fact  that  the  large  body  of  Con- 
servatives are  bent  on  bringing  a  certain  force 
to  bear  on  the  policy  of  tiie  Government,  and 
there  is  some  reason  to  fear  that  the  action  has 
already  taken  effect  in  an  invigorating  sense. 
The  ^ntleman  who  has  been  elected  as  chair- 
man 18  Sir  Lawrence  Palk,  a  county  Member,  of 
good  family,  and  great  possessions." 

This  statement  threw  a  light  on  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  He  had 
wished  in  vain  to  find  out  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  what  was  the  object 
of  the  £6,000,000.  He  saw  now,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  were  deter- 
mined to  have  that  large  sum  in  hand 
in  order  to  counteract  the  great  pos- 
sessions of  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee. Hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal 
side  would  cordially  support  the  Govern- 
ment against  the  rebels  who  had  risen 
up  under  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Devon.  Again,  he  asked  the  Government 
to  be  bold,  to  throw  aside  all  equivocation, 
and  say  plainly  whether  they  meant  to 
fight  Bussia  out  of  Constantinople  or 
whether  they  did  not.  K  they  said  they 
did  mean  to  fight,  he  for  one,  and  he 
thought  other  hon.  Members  also,  would 
use  every  means  in  their  power  to  pre- 
vent them  getting  a  penny  to  carry  out 
that  policy  until  they  nad  put  it  fairly 
and  distinctly  before  the  country.  K, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Government 
declared  they  did  not  intend  to  go  to 
war,  they  would  greatly  calm  the  present 
mischievous  excitement  in  the  country, 
and  secure  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Party ;  and  he  was  sure  that  by  so  doing 
they  would  act  much  more  in  accordance 
with  British  interests  than  by  adopting 
a  warlike  policy. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  said,  he  thought  it 
quite  unnecessary  that  a  direct  answer 
should  be  given  to  the  question  which 
had  just  been  put  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. Everyone  who  saw  the  dis- 
pirited and  broken  attitude  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  night,  so  utterly  different 
from  what  he  had  exhibited  during  the 
previous  stages  of  the  measure,  and 
the  idtered  demeanour  of  his  support- 
ers, must  have  perceived  that  all  in- 
tention of  carrying  out  their  threats 
towards  Bussia  had  been  definitively 
and  decidedly  abandoned.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  any  necessity  for  the 
hon.  Member  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  to 
be  the  first  to  initiate  a  policy  of  obstruc- 
tion on  this  subject  in — dependently  of 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


the  fact  that  the  Speaker  would  probably 
order  him  into  the  custody  of  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms  as  a  wilful  obstructionist 
— the  necessity  for  obstruction  had 
passed  away.  He  would,  therefore,  ad- 
vise the  hon.  Baronet  to  reserve  his 
powers  for  some  fitter  opportunity.  The 
Government  had  got  tneir  way  in  one 
respect.  The  Bussians  had  beaten  them, 
but  they  had  beaten  the  Opposition. 
They  had  got  their  £6,000,000  and  their 
Vote  of  Confidence,  and,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, had  saved  their  Parliamentary 
credit  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  when  the  Fleet 
was  in  the  Sea  of  Marmora,  it  was  time 
the  Government  stated  explicitly  what 
was  the  object  they  had  in  view.  It  was 
true  that  in  the  statement  of  last  year  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  had  declared  that  he 
wotdd  not  oocupy^Constantinople  merely 
for  the  sake  of  inilitary  honour,  but  only 
if  it  were  rendered  necessary  by  the 
march  of  events.  The  march  of  events 
had  probably  rendered  it  expedient,  from 
a  Bussian  point  of  view,  to  occupy  Con- 
stantinople; and,  before  voting  the 
£6,000,000,  he  thought  they  had  a  right 
to  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
had  received  communications  from  our 
Ambassador,  to  which  reference  had 
been  made  that  evening.  He  be- 
lieved they  were  drifting  hopelessly 
and  helplessly  into  war,  and  the  ques- 
tion was,  for  what  purpose  were  they 
going  to  war  ?  Why,  against  the  will 
of  Turkey,  were  the  Government  send- 
ing the  Fleet  into  the  Dardanelles? 
There  had  been  no  explanation  of  that 
manoeuvre,  but  they  were  told  they  must 
have  confidence  in  the  policy  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment.  For  his  part,  he  mistrusted 
their  policy,  because  he  felt  sure  that  it 
was  at  present  xmdeveloped  and  un- 
matured. He  sincerely  trusted  some 
Member  of  the  Government  would  tell 
them  what  their  policy  was,  and  why 
the  Fleet  had  been  sent  to  Constanti- 
nople. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  open-air  meeting  at  Cremome 
on  Saturday,  which  was  only  attended 
by  5,000  people,  showed  only  a  small 
amount  of  interest  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  London.  We  were  now  in  a 
very  strange  position,  for  England  had 
committed  an  act  of  war  against  Turkey, 
and,  as  a  consequence  against  Bussia,  as 
those  Powers  were  now  Allies.  He  would 
not  be  surprised  if  the  British  Fleet, 
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after  going  into  the  Dardanelles,  sur- 
rendered to  Bussia  and  Turkey ;  because 
he  had  never  heard  of  an  iron-dad  being 
built  that  a  cannon-ball  had  not  got 
through. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  appealing  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundee  not  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division  at  that  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  He,  like  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, felt  an  intense  anxiety  with  regard 
to  the  present  position  of  a^airs,  and  all 
of  them  felt  the  responsibility  that  be- 
longed to  a  Member  of  ParUament  at 
su(£  a  time ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that 
every  English  interest,  and  certainly  the 
interests  of  peace,  would  be  better  served 
by  not  continuing  the  debate.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  what  had  fallen  £rom 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wil- 
frid Lawson)  and  should  be  very  glad  if 
the  Government  were  able  to  give  more 
information  as  to  their  actual  policy; 
but  if  they  felt  that  they  could  not  say 
more  at  that  moment,  he  did  not  think 
that  Members  oueht  to  interpret,  or  that 
the  country  would  interpret,  that  refusal 
to  mean  that  they  were  going  to  hasten 
the  country  into  war.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  believed  that,  notwitibstanding 
the  excitement  of  the  last  two  or  three 
days,  there  was  as  yet  no  ground  on  which 
the  country  ought  to  go  to  war.  And 
he  felt  persuaded  that  the  Government, 
like  any  other  Government,  would  not 
bring  on  the  coxmtry  such  an  incalcu- 
lable calamity  and  commit  them  to  a 
policy  whidi,  if  not  necessary,  was 
wicked,  without  letting  the  country 
know  why  they  took  such  a  course. 
Therefore,  he  relied  upon  it  that  the 
Qt)vemment  would  not  take  any  such 
step  witibout  informing  the  House.  He, 
of  course,  had  his  opinion;  and,  al- 
though he  should  be  very  sorry  to  see 
the  Kussians  enter  Constantinople,  and 
though  he  agreed  with  the  Government 
that  the  step  which  they  had  taken, 
with  regard  to  the  Meet,  whether  it  was 
right  or  wronff,  was  not  in  itself  a  justifi- 
cation for  the  Russians  to  enter  that  city, 
he  could  not  allow  it  to  be  supposed 
that  he  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  the  temporary  occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  the  Russians  was  a  suffi- 
cient ground  for  war.  Upon  that  point, 
however,  he  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  a 
fruitiess  discussion.  He  would  again 
stron^^ly  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dunilee,  in  the  interests  which  he  him- 


self had  at  heart,  not  to  force  the  House 
to  a  division ;  but  he  must  say  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  did}insist  upon  a  division, 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  should  find  it 
impossible  to  avoid  voting  for  the  Go- 
vernment, and  for  this  reason — they  had 
not  the  policy  of  the  Government  now 
before  them,  and  they  had  not  before 
them  the  question  whether  the  Vote  of 
Credit  should  have  been  originally  asked 
for  or  not.  It  had,  by  a  veiy  large  ma- 
jority, been  declared  that  the  Government 
ought  to  have  the  money,  and  after  that 
it  appeared  to  him  the  logical  result  was 
that  they  must  find  ways  and  means  of 
carrying  out  that  decision.  He  should 
feel  himself  under  a  logical  necessity  to 
vote  for  the  Government;  but  it  must 
not  be  supposed  from  that  that  he  had  in 
the  slightest  degree  changed  his  opinion 
as  to  the  impolicy  of  the  Government 
and  their  want  of  grounds  in  first  asking 
for  the  Vote. 

Mb.  0.  BECKBTT-DENISON  said, 
there  appeared  to  be  a  strong  opinion 
that  a  continuation  of  this  discussion 
must  be  very  imurious  to  public  in- 
terests. Hon.  Members  opposite  had 
on  various  occasions  endeavoured  to  pro- 
voke sharp  retorts;  but  he  was  not 
going  to  seize  the  opportunity  which 
now  presented  itself,  as  others  would 
arise  hereafter.  As  Turkey  was  no 
longer  a  free  agent,  and  was  not  an  Ally 
of  Kussia,  he  denied  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  committed  an  act  of 
war  under  those  circumstances. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  was  of  opinion  that 
an  act  of  war  had  been  committed, 
but  said  he  could  understand  the  dif- 
ficulty of  the  Government  in  answer- 
ing at  the  present  crisis  questions  as  to 
tiieir  policy.  He  therefore  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  not  to  go  to  a 
division,  as  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity to  take  a  vote  on  the  subject  when 
the  House  went  into  Committee  or  when 
the  Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  the 
Government  might,  at  a  later  stage,  be  in 
a  position  to  give  fuller  information. 
In  deference,  however,  to  the  feelings 
of  hon.  Members,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  take  the  Commitee  stage 
to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 
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COUNTY  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

{Mr.  Selater-Boothy   Mr,  AuheUm  CroUj  Mr, 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

[bill  93.]      SEOOITD  RBADma. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  SCLATEE-BOOTH,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  having  trespassed  at 
some  length  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  on  a  recent  occasion,  when  he 
asked  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  occupy  its  attention 
now  for  more  than  a  few  minutes.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  motives  or  the 
policy  of  the  GK>vesnment,  which  he  then 
indicated  at  sufficient  length,  nor  would 
he  again  refer  to  the  new  powers  which 
they  considered  necessary  to  be  entrusted 
to  a  county  authority.  Those  powers 
seemed  to  be  generally  acceptable  to 
the  House,  and  he  should  have  an  op- 
portunity by-and-bye,  if  occasion  should 
require,  to  enter  into  them  more  fullv. 
He  wished  now  to  explain  more  dearly 
than  he  had  hitherto  done,  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  to  whidi  some 
little  misapprehension  appeared  to  have 
arisen.  First  of  all,  there  was  the  se- 
lection of  the  petty  sessional  area  as 
the  area  upon  which  the  new  county  body 
was  to  be  constructed.  So  feu*  as  it  was 
to  be  of  an  elective  character,  it  must 
not  be  supposed  that  the  Government 
had  any  rooted  objection  to  the  Union 
area  as  a  basis  of  local  administration^ 
and  still  lees  that  there  was  any  d  priori 
desire  to  select  the  petty  sessional  area 
on  account  of  any  motive  which  was  not 
apparent  on  the  face  of  the  Bill,  or  in 
the  speech  with  which  he  introduced  it 
There  was  no  such  motive  or  intention. 
Indeed,  when  he  first  began  to  endea- 
vour to  construct  a  Bill  on  this  subject, 
his  desire  was  to  adopt  the  Union  area 
as  the  unit,  and  he  only  gave  up  the 
idea,  just  as  the  right  hon.  Gh^ntkman 
the  Member  for  the  Oity  of  London  (Mr. 
Gbschen)  save  it  up  eight  years  ago, 
because  of  the  extreme  difficulty  and 
complexity  which  he  found  to  exist  in 
connection  with  it  in  pursuing  it  to  a 
final  issue.  The  Gbvemment  luui  there- 
fore adopted  the  petty  sessional  area  as 
the  unit  most  convenient  and  ready  to 
hand,  and  which  seemed  to  present,  on 
the  whole,  the  fewest  objections  and  the 
gpreatest  advantages.  All  the  objec- 
tions he  had  heard  against  the  adoption 


of  the  petty  sessional  imit  applied 
equally  to  the  Unions,  while  the  recom- 
mendations in  their  flavour  far  outnum- 
bered those  who  attached  to  the  Union 
as  the  unit,  besides  which,  they  would 
have  the  effect  of  enooura^g  county 
feeling,  which,  were  it  not  for  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections,  would  have  long 
since  died  out.  One  objection  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Union  area  was,  that  out 
of  650  Unions — ^in  round  numbers — ^in 
England  and  Wales,  180  overlapped 
county  boundaries,  and  some  of  the 
Unions  overlapped  the  boundaries  of  two 
and  three  counties.  Therefore,  in  lay- 
ing down  the  regulationa  for  the  Elec- 
tion of  a  coun^  board,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  provide  special  arrangements 
for  the  exercise]  of  Uieir  dutiea  by  the 
Guardians  of  such  outlying  panshes. 
That  alone  was  a  very  serious  <ufficulty. 
He  would  not  here  dwell  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  bring  the  Poor  Law  business  within 
the  county  boundaries,  as  that  would 
lead  him  to  prolong  his  remarks  to  too 
great  lengtli.  He  would  only  say  that 
although,  in  some  instances,  thai  no 
doubt  might  be  effected  in  the  course  of 
time ;  yet,  generally,  he  should  say  that 
the  operation  was  impossible  so  long  as 
the  Poor  Law  administration  remained 
as  it  was.  The  extent  to  which  Unions 
overlapped  cotinty  boundaries  varied 
very  much;  but, however  large  or  smcdl 
the  overlapping  portion  might  be,  that 
portion  must,  of  course,  be  represented 
on  the  county  board.  Another  objec- 
tion to  the  Union  areas  was,  that  ia 
many  casesHlhey  c<miprised  quarter  ses- 
sions boroughs,  which  were  omitted 
from  the  action  of  the  present  BilL 
That  objection  was  entirely  removed  by 
adopting  the  petty  sessional  area,  whidb. 
in  no  case  included  quarter  sessions  bo- 
roughs. Then  the  petty  sessional  divi- 
sions, when  combined  together,  formed 
a  complete  county,  and  the  centre  of 
each  petty  sessional  area  would  gene- 
rally be  a  more  convenient  place  for  tlie 
Guardians  to  go  to  than  the  workhouse 
of  the  Union.  Further,  there  was  the 
incidental  advantage  that  the  derk  to 
the  justices  was  a  convenient  person  to 
exercise  the  functions  of  a  returning 
officer  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  the 
elections  tmder  the  BiU.  It  was  a  pos- 
tulate of  his  that  these  petty  sessicmal 
areas  must,  as  a  rule,  be  convenient.  It 
might  be  laid;  however,  that  they  varied 
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very  much  in  size.  No  doubt  there  was 
a  good  deal  to  oomment  u]^n  as  regarded 
their  inequaHtj ;  but  did  it  really  matter 
if  inequality  existed  as  regarded  popula- 
tion ?  He  should  argue  that  the  great 
object  was  to  get  the  county  represented 
as  a  whole  in  a  convenient  and  equal 
manner ;  and  taking  the  average  of  the 
counties  of  England,  the  petty  sessionid 
areas  were  sufficiently  numerous  to  form 
a  fair  basis  for  constructing  a  county 
authority.  They  had  no  separate  rating 
powers,  and  no  separate  interests,  whi(£ 
would  make  them  rivals  of  one  another, 
and  that  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  very 
ffreat  advantage.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered, too,  that  there  was  not  a  large  pro- 
portion of  very  small  petty  session^  divi- 
sions. Out  of  750,  only  about  50  con- 
tained a  population  of  less  tiian  10,000  ; 
there  were  83  with  a  population  under 
6,000,  and  21  with  a  population  of  more 
than  6,000  and  under  10,000.  One 
great  advantage  of  the  arrangement  he 
proposed  would  be  that  the  county  boards 
would  be  framed  with  a  view  to  the 
interest  of  county  ratepayers  as  a  body. 
It  not  being  a  rating  area,  the  members 
would  attend  the  county  board  in  the 
interest  of  the  county  rate  as  a  whcde, 
and  they  would  have  for  the  first  time 
to  look  at  the  oounty  as  that  which  was 
to  be  the  special  object  of  their  atten- 
tion. There  could  be  little  doubt  that 
advantage  would  arise  from  making  the 
counties  the  real  administrative  areas ; 
although,  without  doubt,  something  could 
be  said  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of 
Unions  as  the  units.  The  natural  effect 
of  the  Bill,  moreover,  would  be  to  give 
to  the  largest  populations  the  major  part 
of  the  votmg  power.  As  regarded  the 
oounlr  rate,  the  working  of  county  boards 
would  not  [necessarily  involve  any  great 
addition  to  the  expenditure.  He  had  al- 
ready shown  that  when  the  Prison  Act 
came  into  operation,  thecounty  rate  would 
not  exceed  1^.  in  the  poimd,  and  there 
was  no  indication  that  under  the  Bill 
any  large  expenditure  would  be  in- 
curred. Whetner,  as  time  went  on,  any 
further  powers  would  be  assigned  to  the 
county  board  was  a  point  on  which  he 
woula  not  enter.  There  might  certainly 
be  some  small  addition,  but  the  main 
function  of  the  boards  would  be  to  carry 
on  the  work  which  had  previously  de- 
volved upon  the  maffistrates  sitting  at 
quarter  sessions.  It  had  been  supposed 
uat  under  Clause  19  the  elected  mem- 


bers of  the  boards  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  administration  of  the 
county  road  fund.  That  was  a  misap- 
prehension of  the  objects  of  the  clause. 
The  only  elected  members  who  would 
be  debarred  from  the  administration  of 
the  fund  in  question  would  be  those 
from  the  towns,  who  contributed  nothing 
towards  it ;  the  other  elected  members 
would,  of  course,  take  part  in  it.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  the  three  Bills  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper — ^the 
County  Oovemment  Bill,  the  Highways 
Bill,  and  the  Valuation  of  Properiy  Bill 
— ^might  in  some  particulars  have  been 
amalgamated ;  but  he  could  assure  the 
House  that,  having  carefully  studied  the 
whole  question,  he  had  only  included  in 
each  measure  the  principles  which  be- 
longed exclusively  to  the  particular  sub- 
jects with  which  they  proposed  to  deal. 
At  the  same  time,  he  had  endeavoured 
to  arrange  the  provisions  of  these  Bills 
so  that  they  would  work  into  each  other. 
The  Highway  BiU,  he  hoped,  mi^ht  be 
read  a  second  time  at  the  same  time  as 
this  Bill.  Its  great  object  was  to  facili- 
tate the  formation  of  highway  boards. 
With  regard  to  the  Valuation  Bill,  it 
proceeded  on  the  same  Hnes  as  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  and  the  system  was  one 
which  was  familiar  to  the  Assessment 
Committee.  It  was  no  new  scheme; 
indeed,  much  of  the  difficulty  had  arisen 
from  attempting  to  separate  in  the  pub- 
lic mind  what  was  old  from  what  was 
new.  He  might  mention  that  he  had 
inserted  in  the  Valuation  of  Property 
Bill  a  provision  which  set  out  very 
clearly  the  duties  and  functions  of  tiie 
county  board  with  respect  to  valuation 
business.  If,  hereafter,  when  the 
county  boards  should  have  secured 
their  position  in  the  country,  they 
should  become  dissatisfied  with  the  ope- 
ration of  the  proposed  measure,  they 
might  endeavour  to  construct  a  new 
system  of  valuation  upon  the  principles 
of  the  Scotdi  Act.  ta  oondusion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  SelaUr-Booth.) 

Mb.  STANSFELD,  on  rising  to  move 
as  an  Amendment — 

'<  That,  with  a  view  to  simplify  and  strengthen 
local  self-gorenmieiiti  it  ia  desirable^  with  aa 
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little  delay  as  possible,  to  bring  each  iaiiitar7 
district  and  Poor  Law  Union  within  the  area  of 
one  county,  and  to  give  to  the  ratepayers  in  and 
of  such  districts  the  power  of  directly  electing 
members  to  the  county  board  exceeding  in  num- 
ber the  representatives  of  justices," 

said,  that  he  had  no  intention  of  defeat- 
ing the  Bill,  and  did  not  wish  to  press 
his  Amendment  to  a  division ;  it  was 
not  framed  to  catch  votes.  If  he  re- 
ceived assurances  from  the  Gbvemment 
that  they  would  go  into  Committee  with 
the  view  of  making  this  really  a  House 
of  Commons'  measure,  he  would  not 
divide.  There  would,  however,  he  be- 
lieved, be  a  division  on  the  Bill;  because 
some  hon.  Members  were  so  strongly 
impressed  with  the  conviction  that  flie 
Bin  was  insufficient  to  meet  the  exigen- 
cies, that  they  would  vote  affulnst  its 
second  reading.  Such  was  not  nis  view. 
He  wished  to  compare  the  Bill,  as  ex- 
plained by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  with  the 
Amendment  which  be  had  placed  upon 
the  Paper,  avoiding  entirely  the  question 
of  the  functions  of  the  county  boards, 
and  dealing  only  with  their  construction. 
The  modem  art  of  drafdne  a  Bill  had 
become  quite  a  strategical  and  diplo- 
matic matter — ^indeed,  he  might  say  a 
fine  art — and  it  would  seem  that  the 
present  Bill  was  no  exception.  It  was 
usual  now  to  place  at  the  commencement 
of  a  measure  some  clause  which  would 
define  and  express  in  some  few  words 
the  policy  of  the  whole  Bill.  That  clause 
was  called  a  dominant  dause,  and  he 
had  found  that  all  inconsistent  clauses 
which  followed  it  either  disappeared  in 
the  course  of  discussion,  or  became  in- 
operative. In  the  Bill  now  before  them, 
the  3rd  and  4th  clauses  were  the  dominant 
clauses.  They  provided  that  the  court  of 
quarter  sessions,  when  transacting  admi- 
nistrative business,  should  consti&te  the 
coimty  board.  The  board  was  to  be  a 
quarter  sessions^oard — a  justices  board, 
with  the  addition  of  some  elected  repre- 
sentatives. They  were  to  be  chosen  in 
a  division  which  was  a  justices  division, 
and  not  within  the  administrative  area. 
But  he  held  that  the  question  of  the 
consolidation  of  a  system  of  local  govern- 
ment in  our  counties  was  so  important 
that  the  best  way  was  not  necessarily 
the  easiest  way.  They  should  look  diffi- 
culties in  the  face  and  adopt  the  best, 
although  it  might  not  be  the  easiest, 
course.  The  25th  clause  of  the  Bill 
proposed  to  confer  upon  the  new  county 
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board  very  important  functions,  and 
enabled  it  to  undertake  a  difficult  and, 
it  might  be,  an  invidious  ta3k.  The 
county  board  would  be  entitled  to  pre- 
pare schemes  for  the  approval  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board  and  the  confir- 
mation of  Parliament  for  the  re-arrange- 
ment of  areas  and  boundaiy  lines.  That 
was  an  admission  that  such  re-arrange- 
ment was  desirable.  He  would  go 
further,  and  say  it  was  not  only  desir- 
able, but  absolutely  essential.  TTiw  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth) 
had  said — and  it  had  been  made  almost 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill — ^that 
the  dfected  members  of  county  boards, 
not  being  so  as  representatives  of  ad- 
ministrative areas,  would  represent  the 
county  at  large,  instead  of  any  particular 
district.  Instead  of  that  being  a  virtue, 
he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  considered  it  as  a 
radical  fault,  a  fatal  provision  of  the 
Bill.  He  failed  to  see  in  the  compo- 
sition of  the  county  board  the  motive 
power  or  the  authority  necessary  for  the 
carrying  out  of  the  policy  of  the  25th 
clause.  The  members  of  the  board 
would  be  chosen  by  Guardians,  it  was 
true,  but  by  Ghiaidians  of  the  petty 
sessional  division.  There  would  be,  in 
fact,  no  relations  between  the  board  and 
the  subordinate  sanitary  aut^oritieay 
either  in  the  functions  or  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  board.  The  power  to  be 
conferred  was  permissive,  but  there  waa 
an  entire  absence  of  motive  to  exercise 
it.  There  was  no  obligation  placed  on 
the  board  to  undertake  the  difficult  and, 
as  it  would  sometimes  be,  invidious 
work  of  dealing  with  areas  and  boun- 
daries. If  tihere  was  failure  as  to  motive, 
there  was  failure  also  in  the  matter  of 
authority.  It  would  no  doubt  be  said — 
and  there  was  some  truth  in  it — that 
gentlemen  chosen  to  represent  districts 
would  be  the  most  difficult  to  convince 
of  the  necessity  for  a  re-airangement. 
Although  it  would  be  very  difficidt,  the 
true  way  to  go  about  the  matter  and  get 
the  work  done — work  which  was  ad- 
mitted to  be  desirable  and  which  he  re- 
garded as  absolutely  necessaiy — ^woidd 
be  to  put  upon  the  districts  concerned 
the  duty  of  re-arrangine  the  boundariee. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
should  now  pass  ^m  the  Bill  to  the 
Amendment.  It  involved  three  propo- 
sitions, and  they  were  large  ones.  Tke 
first  was  that,  in  order  to  ensure  a  suffi- 
cient reform  of  the  organization  of  local 
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fovernment,  all  subordinate  areas  sliould 
e  brought  within  the  oonnty,  and  that 
the  menn)ers  of  the  county  board  should 
be  chosen  in  and  for  those  areas.  The 
second  proposition  was  that  the  members 
of  thci  Doard  should  be  chosen  by  the 
direct  election  of  the  ratepayers;  and 
the  third  proposition  was  that  the  dected 
members  should  be  the  majority  of  the 
board.  The  first  proposition  was,  in  his 
mind,  the  most  important,  though  the 
others  were  also  important.  Let  them 
inquire  what  it  was  they  wanted  when 
they  proposed,  as  hon.  Members  had 
been  urnne,  the  institution  of  county 
boards.  If  meir  sole  object  was  to  create 
some  body  partly  representative  and 
partly  consisting  of  the  justices  of  the 
county,  if  their  views  were  confined  to 
that  question,  then  the  Bill  was  a 
very  good  one.  He  should  undoubtedly 
have  certain  criticisms  on  clauses  to 
offer;  but,  if  that  were  the  limit  of  his 
hope  and  vision,  he  should  not  have 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to 
the  second  reading.  But  he  did  not 
think  that  was  the  problem  in  the  minds 
of  local  government  reformers.  He 
thought  it  was  a  very  much  larger 
problem.  It  was  the  simplification  and 
consolidation  and  strengthening  of  local 
government  within  the  counties,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  simplification  and  consoli- 
dation could  be  effected  in  connection 
with  the  institution  of  county  boards. 
That  was,  he  held,  a  very  much  larger 
proposition.  There  were  certain  prm- 
dples  which  he  thought  should  be  \ept 
in  view.  In  the  first  place,  they  ought, 
according  to  his  opinion,  to  begin  and 
build  up  DTom  the  smallest  administrative 
units,  and  every  large  area  in  a  county 
ou^ht  to  be  a  multiple  of  those  smaller 
umts.  The  relation  of  the  county  to 
the  smaller  bodies,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
to  be  that  the  county  should  be  a  federa- 
tion of  the  whole.  In  the  second  place, 
all  the  functions  in  a  given  area  ought 
to  be  exercised  by  one  governing  body. 
If  they  wanted  to  get  the  best  men, 
they  must  not  be  afraid  to  place  respon- 
sibilities on  the  boards,  and  they  must 
avoid  small  and  petty  areas.  In  the 
third  place,  let  all  the  electoral  areas  be 
administrative;  because,  he  believed,  by 
that  process  they  could  best  consolidate 
the  local  government  of  a  county  into 
one  whole,  and  thereby  enable  it, 
in  these  difficult,  centralizing  days, 
to   hold    its    own.      He    maintained 


that  the  principles  he  had  laid  down 
were  iJie  principles  contained  in  the  Ee- 
port  of  tne  Sanitary  Oommission.  It 
laid  down  a  proposition  which  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1872  was  drawn  to  carry 
out,  and  since  it  was  passed  the  whole 
country  had  been  divided  into  sanitary 
districts,  with  only  one  sanitary  autho- 
rity in  each.  In  framing  that  measure, 
he  was  not  restricted  to  this  object,  but 
he  had  in  view  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House.  The  passages  in  the  Eeport 
of  the  Sanitary  Oommission  relating  to 
the  waste  of  power  in  local  government 
from  l^e  variety  of  areas,  and  the  de- 
sirability of  making  the  larger  areas 
exact  multiples  of  me  smaller,  showed 
that  he  was  not  original  in  the  views  he 
laid  down ;  but  that  he  was  entitled  to 
endorse  them  with  the  authority  of  the 
Sanitary  Oommission.  There  were  two 
lines,  either  of  which  the  House  might 
adopt;  but  it  could  not  devise  a  com- 
promise which  would  secure  the  advan- 
tages of  both.  It  might  adopt  what  he 
would  without  offence  call  the  quarter 
sessions  point  of  view ;  it  might  recog- 
nize the  fact  that  the  justices,  as  the 
existing  authority,  held  the  county  ad- 
ministration, and  mi^ht  constitute  a 
board  by  adding  to  me  court  certain 
representative  members.  That  was  the 
easiest  plan,  if  we  did  not  look  further 
than  the  construction  of  a  board  to  do 
the  present  work  of  the  justices.  The 
other  view  was  that  which  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  embody  in  his  Amendment 
— that  of  local  government  reform,  of 
building  up  frt)m  units  an  administrative 
whole,  and  thus  constituting  an  autho- 
rity which  should  have  vitality,  cohesion, 
adaptability,  and  strength  enough  to  re- 
sist the  centralizing  tendencies  of  the 
day.  That  was  an  advantage  they  would 
never  get  out  of  a  board  standing  by 
itself.  He  did  not  much  care  about  its 
present  functions;  he  was  content,  when 
it  was  foimded,  to  give  it  enough  busi- 
ness to  begin  with,  and  to  let  it  have 
time  to  grow.  But  it  was  essential,  when 
they  undertook  re-construction,  that  they 
should  construct  upon  true  lines,  and 
should  constitute  a  board  the  best  calcu- 
lated to  accomplish  the  objects  for  which 
it  was  founded,  and  the  best  able  to 
hold  its  own.  If,  however,  they  once 
adopted  the  plan  now  proposed,  it  would 
stand  in  the  way  ot  a  more  eligible 
scheme.  Any  mistake  in  respect  to 
function  or  the  mode  of  electing  members 
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might  easily  be  remedied ;  bat,  if  county 
boards  were  once  built  up  from  petty 
sessional  diyisions  instead  of  admimstra- 
tive  areas,  the  difficulty  of  abandoning 
those  lines  would  increase  with  the  ne- 
cessiln^  for  doing  it,  and  he  beliered  they 
would  have  to  abandon  it  if  they  were 
going  to  effect  any  real  reform.  There 
were  between  80  and  40  urban  sanitary 
districts  which  crossed  county  boundaries, 
and  11  of  these  were  boroughs ;  and  of 
Unions  which  did  so  there  were  about 
180.  The  difficulties  presented  by 
these  cases  ou^ht  to  be  faced,  not  only 
for  the  sake  of  improved  administration, 
but  also  for  the  sake  of  certain  reforms 
which  their  solution  would  facilitate,  and 
which  he  had  long  had  in  his  own  mind. 
For  that  reason,  he  was  anxious  that  the 
first  part  of  his  Amendment  should  be 
adopted.  It  was  now  universally  ad- 
mitted that  the  great  test  of  a  good 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  was  the 
rigid  administration  of  out-door  relief, 
and  that  it  was  not  only  best  for  the 
ratepayers,  but  for  the  poor  man  him- 
self ;  and  the  process  would  be  assisted 
by  enlarging  the  area  of  charges  for 
in-door  relief.  That  had  been  the  ex- 
perience of  the  metropolis,  and  it  would 
probably  be  that  of  the  coimtry.  Union 
of  administration  would  also  facilitate 
the  classification  of  poor-houses  and  of 
pauper  inmates,  and  that  in  itself  would 
be  an  immense  administrative  reform. 
It  was  evident  the  transitions  incidental 
to  these  changes  miffht  render  it  less  dif- 
ficult to  deal  with  ouuying  parts  of  Unions 
beyond  county  boimdaries.  There  were 
two  other  propositions  on  which  he  would 
touch  very  briefly.  The  first  was  the 
question  of  election.  He  was  in  favour  of 
direct  election  by  the  ratepayers.  K  the 
members  of  county  boards  were  elected 
in   that  way,  they  would  roeak  with 

S eater  authority.  He  thought  that  the 
etropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  gained 
neither  in  dignity  nor  in  authority  by 
th^  process  of  indirect  election.  The 
objection  to  direct  election  was  the  very 
natural  one  of  trouble  and  expense. 
But  that  objection  might  be  completely 
met  by  the  adoption  of  the  American 
system  of  simultaneous  election  through- 
out the  country  of  all  kinds  of  local 
boards  on  the  one  day,  the  one  hour, 
and  by  the  same  process.  According  to 
the  Bill,  in  only  12  out  of  60  counties 
would  the  elected  members  be  in  a  ma- 
jority upon  the  boards.    He  proposed 

Mr.  Stamfeld 


in  his  last  proposition,  however,  that 
the  justices  should  be  in  a  minority  of 
one-ihird  upon  tibe  boards,  and  not  on  an 
equality ,'  as,  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  bill,  they  would  be,  in  48  coun- 
ties out  of  60.  He  believed,  even  from 
the  justices'  point  of  view,  it  would  be 
far  better  that  the  justices  should  be  in 
a  minority  of  one-third.  He  had  not 
the  slightest  feeling  of  jealousy  towards 
the  justices.  They  belonged  to  a  class 
which  had  the  utmost  capacity  for  counts 
work,  and  it  would  be  their  own  fault 
if  they  did  not  become  supreme  in  the 
management  of  the  county  board,  how- 
ever that  board  might  be  constituted. 
But  they  had  better  be  in  a  minority, 
because,  if  they  were  half,  a  question  of 
parties  would  arise,  and  l^ere  would  be 
a  QuarcHans' party  and  a  justices'  party; 
whereas,  if  they  were  put  in  a  minority 
of  one-third,  they  would  be  put  in  a  po- 
sition in  which  they  would  seek  to  lead. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  i 
moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woids 
"  with  a  view  to  simplify  and  strengthen  local 
self-government,  it  is  desirable,  with  aalit^e 
delay  as  possible,  to  bring  each  sanitary  district 
and  poor  law  union  within  the  area  of  one 
county,  and  to  give  to  the  ratepayers  in  and  of 
such  districts  tne  power  of  directly  elecdng 
members  to  the  county  board  exceeding  in  num- 
ber the  representatives  of  justices,  —  (Jfr. 
Statu/eld,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  pr<^sed,  "That  the  words       | 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

I 

Mb.  J.  R.  TORKE  said,  he  had  ' 
listened  with  great  satisfaction  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Stansfeld),  which  was  cha- 
racterized by  great  clearness  of  state- 
ment and  philosophical  breadth,  and 
was  a  valuable  contribution  to  the 
literature  of  this  question.  With  the 
exception  of  that  part  of  it  which  re- 
lated to  direct  election,  he  agreed  with 
all  the  propositions  laid  down  in  the 
Amendment,  and  if  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman would  only  consent  to  leave  out 
that  little  question,  he  (Mr.  Torke) 
would  be  willing  to  enrol  himself  as  one 
of  his  disciples.  In  the  construction  of 
the  higher  local  authority  we  ought  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  it  would 
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stand  towards  the  intermediate  autho- 
rities which  at  present  dealt  with  so 
many  different  mnotionSy  and  in  the 
future  would  probably  have  to  deal 
with  more.  H!e  believed,  therefore,  it 
would  be  the  wiser  course  in  the  long 
run  for  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  make  the  rural  and 
sanitary  district  the  administratiYe  unit. 
He  had  listened  with  g^at  pleasure  to 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  Poor  Law  reforms  likely 
to  result.  He  (Mr.  Yorke)  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Board  of  Oua^ans  of  St. 
George's  Union,  Hanover  Square,  and 
he  had  been  much  struck  by  the  supe- 
riority of  the  work  done  in  London  for 
the  education  of  the  young  and  for  mak- 
ing provision  for  the  aged  and  infirm 
over  what  could  be  done  in  rural  dis- 
tricts, where  the  inmates  were  com- 
paratively few  and  the  workhouses 
scattered.  A  large  number  of  officials 
might  be  abolished  altogether,  while 
the  different  classes  of  paupers  were 
better  attended  to  than  they  were  at 
present.  He  agreed,  also,  wi^  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  as  to  the  propriety  of 
extending  the  area  of  conmbution  to- 
wards the  expense  of  in-door  paupers. 
It  would,  in  his  view,  be  very  ^rtunate 
if  they  could  add  to  the  already  po  wen^l 
inducements  to  restrict  out-door  relief, 
especially  if,  in  more  prosperous  times, 
they  could  ^et  help  for  these  purposes 
fk»m  Imperial  sources.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  every  right  to  speak 
with  authority  on  this  subject,  for  he 
was  the  first  to  divide  the  areas  into 
urban  and  sanitary  districts,  and  the 
first  effect  of  the  measure  they  were  now 
called  upon  to  consider  would  be  not 
only  to  strengthen  local  government  as 
opposed  to  the  advance  of  centrali2sation ; 
but  also  to  promote  the  simplification 
of  the  extraordinary  complexity  and 
difficulty  of  intermediate  areas  and 
jurisdictions.  As  to  the  numb^  of 
magistrates  as  compared  with  ihe  elected 
members  of  the  futiu*e  board,  he  said 
that  he  was  willing  to  believe  that  the 
majority  of  the  elected  members  would 
be  magistrates,  and  he  agreed  that  it  was 
better  they  should  be  so ;  because  they 
not  only  had  more  leisure,  but,  from  the 
advantages  of  the  position  they  occuped, 
were  particularly  qualified  for  tiie  office. 
If  they  we^  magistrates^  it  was  better 


that  they  should  appear  there  as  elected 
members  rather  than  as  sx-efieto  mem- 
bers. He  had  always  considered  it  a 
great  anomalv  that  the  nominees  of  the 
Grown  should  appear  to  deal  with  rates 
not  as  ratepayers,  but  in  their  official 
capacity;  and  he-  thought  they  would 
occupy  a  stronger  position,  and  be  less 
likely  to  excite  jealousy,  if  they  appeared 
not  as  nominees  of  ike  Crown  but  as 
elected  ratepayers.  The  only  other 
point  between  himself  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  of  direct  election, 
and  here  he  thought  he  saw,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  a  little  of  the  cloven  foot  of 
political  feeling.  There  was  a  talk  of 
household  sufi&age  in  counties,  placing 
everything  on  the  same  footing  as  in 
boroughs.  This  Bill  had  even  been 
called  a  measure  for  erecting  county 
municipalities.  Now  municipalities  were 
very  good  in  their  way ;  but  there  were 
many  drawbacks  associated  with  them. 
There  were  contests  which  led  to  carni- 
vals of  intoxication  and  riot,  which  often 
lasted  some  days,  and  the  best  men  were 
not  always  appointed.  Then  there  was 
the  objection  of  expense,  which  was  one 
of  the  questions  which  the  Local  Taxa- 
tion Committees  had  set  their  faces 
against,  believing  that  they  had  sufficient 
in  the  way  of  expenses  already  ;  the 
school-botod  elections  had  produced  a 
considerable  amount  of  dissatisfaction 
on  account  of  the  expense  involved,  and 
he  would  be  unwilling  to  see  any  further 
steps  in  that  direction.  He  believed  if 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  having  charge  of 
this  Bill  would  consent  to  substitute  the 
area  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  for  the  petty  sessional  area 
which  he  sought  to  introduce,  and  would 
grapple  boMy  with  the  question,  he 
would  have  a  better  chance  of  effecting 
a  great  and  satisfeu^tory  change  than  i^ 
from  alarm  at  difficulties  as  to  the  ques- 
tion which  were  rather  on  the  surface 
than  real,  he  were  to  pursue  a  different 
course.  At  any  rate,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  withdrew  from  hisBesolution 
the  part  he  (Mr.  Yorke)  had  indicated, 
he  ^ould  be  prepared  to  give  him  his 

support^ 

liB.  HUTCHINSON  said;  it  was  his 
intenlaon  to  support  the  Amendment. 
When  the  Bill  was  introduced,  the  hon. 
Membw  for  Soul^  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Bead)  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  the 
Gt>vemment  had  redeemed  the  pledge 
given  by  them  last  Session,  and  there 
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oould  be  no  doubt  that  great  interest 
was  generally  felt  on  the  subject.  He 
approved  of  the  proposals  which  tended 
to  make  the  office  of  Guardian  of  the 
poor  more  important  by  investing  it 
with  new  powers.  The  19th  clause,  as 
it  stood,  would  be  most  objectionable, 
and  should  be  struck  out,  as  it  included 

1'ustioes  as  well  as  elected  members,  the 
atter  being  assumed  to  be  unworthy  or 
incompetent,  p^fr.  SoLATKR-Boo'ra  said, 
he  haa  already  explained  that  that  clause 
had  been  wrongly  drawn.]  The  ques- 
tions of  direct  andindirect  representation, 
and  of  the  proportion  in  which  magis- 
trates and  elected  members  sat  at  the 
board,  were  of  vital  importance ;  and  he 
thought  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  oould  only 
make  a  system  of  indirect  election  ac- 
ceptable by  increasing  the  proportion  of 
the  elected,  members.  The  public  might 
accept  indirect  election,  provided  there 
was  a  majority  of  two-thirds  of  nomi- 
nated elected  re^nsible  members.  The 
propriety  of  s^vmg  in-door  or  out-door 
relief  depended  entirely  on  different 
social  conditions,  and  there  were  cases 
in  which  it  would  be  a  great  cruelty  and 
a  great  error  to  force  a  family  into  a 
poor-house  when  a  little  out-door  relief 
would  enable  them  to  avoid  it.  It  was 
an  omission  that  there  was  no  provision 
in  the  Bill  for  the  publicity  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  county  Doards  and  for  the 
periodical  publication  of  acooimts  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  rates.  In  view  of 
the  large  sums  of  money  which  these 
bodies  would  have  at  their  disposal,  their 
accounts  should  be  periodically  pub> 
lished,  and  should  be  forwarded  to  each 
contributing  body.  He  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  tiie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Stansfeld),  and,  should  it 
not  be  carried,  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  on  the  around  that  it  was  the 
beginning  of  a  better  state  of  things. 
The  public  once  heing  accustomed  by  it 
to  a  system  of  local  self-government, 
would  desire  to  extend  what  must  now 
be  looked  upon  as  an  experiment. 

Mr.  W.  stanhope  thanked  his 
right  hon.  Friend  for  producing  this 
Bui.  He  thought,  in  doing  so,  that  the 
Government  had  worthily,  so  far  as  op- 
portunities had  been  presented  to  them, 
ftilfilled  those  pledges  which  they  ^ave 
when  they  came  into  office,  inasmudi  as 
they  had  redressed  the  grievances  of 
ratepayers  who  had  been  paying  taxes 
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which  ouffht  to  be  transferred  from  local 
to  Imperial  account.  The  Government 
now  proceeded  with  a  steady  step  in  the 
same  direction,  and  he  thought  it  veiy 
necessary  that  a  lar^e  and  powerful  body 
should  be  interposed  between  the  Unions 
and  the  Local  Government  Board.  There 
were  continually  new  duties  which  had 
to  be  cast,  on  account  of  fresh  legisla- 
tion, upon  Unions,  such  as  sanitary  and 
educational  measures.  Manv  of  these 
duties  were  not  such  as  could  be  pro- 
perly performed  by  the  quarter  sessions; 
and,  therefore,  there  should  be  a  direct 
aul^oritv  established  by  a  fresh  modifi- 
cation of  the  quarter  sessions.  The  right 
hon.  Gendeman  l^e  Member  for  Halilax 
fMr.  Stansfeld)  had  remarked  that  the 
aominant  clause  in  the  Bill  was  the  drd 
clause,  and  it  was  to  that  clause  he  took 
the  greatest  exception,  and  wanted  to  fill 
up  tne  county  boiurd  from  the  areas  of  the 
rural  and  urban  sanitaiy  authority.  He 
(Mr.  Stanhope)  differed  from  him  on  this 
point,  because  there  existed  so  lai^  a 
number  of  urban  authorities,  composed  of 
small  isolated  parishes,  where  the  Local 
Government  Act  had  been  adopted. 
Twelve  or  13  years  ago  he  proposed 
that  this  authority  should  be  built 
upon  the  authority  of  the  quarter  ses- 
sions, and  that  proposition  had  been 
favourably  received  by  the  Guardians 
and  by  the  ratepayers  generally,  by  whom 
he  thought  it  would  be  considered  more 
of  an  honour  to  be  themselves  received 
as  members  of  quarter  sessions  for  all 
purposes  except  those  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  than  that  the  inae;is- 
trates,  on  meir  side,  should  be  elected  to 
a  county  board  which  sprang  from  a 
lower  division  of  the  people  of  the  county. 
But  it  was  necessary  that  a  large  and  fair 
portion  of  that  body  should  be  elected, 
though  not  by  the  direct  system  approved 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unwilling 
to  have  one-half  magistrates,  he  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  was  willing  to  accept  a  smaller 
proportion  than  that.  The  great  object 
with  respect  to  this  board  was,  that  it 
should  comprise  men  of  all  classes  who 
were  best  acquainted  with  the  subject, 
who  had  time  to  give  to  the  work,  and 
who  were  likely  to  form  a  good  working 
county  board.  Then,  it  should  do  its 
work  by  committee ;  and,  being  com- 
posed of  a  large  number,  it  should  com- 
prise some  of  the  first  people  in  the 
county — ^Members  of  Parliament,  gen- 
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tlemen  whQ  had  been  ohairmen  of  com- 
mittees on  county  business,  and  of  Ohair- 
men of  Boards  of  Ouardians  who  were 
not  ma^trates.  On  the  question  of 
boundaries,  the  county  ooundaries 
should  be  inviolate;  parish  bounda- 
ries should  not  be  altered  further  than 
they  could  be  altered  by  existing  laws ; 
and  the  question  was,  what  would 
be  the  best  representative  area?  He 
had  always  advocated  Unions,  and  he 
thought  the  best  and  most  direct  repre- 
sentation could  be  secured  in  that  way. 
With  respect  to  the  petty  sessional  divi- 
sions, although  they  might  be  useful  in 
bringing  the  Guardians  together  for  the 
purposes  of  election,  still  that  gave  too 
much  of  a  magisterial  complexion  to  the 
popular  part  of  the  Bill.  j3y  the  law  of 
England,  if  two  magistrates  met  together 
they  could  hold  a  petiy  session.  He 
l^ought  the  suggestions  about  direct 
election  to  the  boi^ds  most  objectionable 
— in  the  first  place,  because  of  the  ex- 
pense which  ^ey  would  involve;  and, 
in  the  second,  because  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  any  real  popular  feeling  on 
the  matter.  Gk>od  men  would  not  like  to 
subject  themselves  to  the  excitement  of 
having  to  secure  an  election  for  a  wider 
district  than  their  own  parish.  He  re- 
garded the  provision  of  the  Bill  that  the 
members  of  the  board  were  to  remain  in 
office  for  one  year  only  as  objectionable ; 
but  he  had  nothing  to  say  a^nst  the 
proposed  constitution  of  the  board,  al- 
though it  had  been  generally  admitted, 
and,  indeed,  could  not  be  disputed,  that 
the  administration  of  county  funds  by 
the  magistrates  had  been  very  econo- 
mical. The  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Ohamberlain),  who  was  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  in  speaking  of  the  Oorporation 
over  which  he  had  presided,  stated,  in 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  that 
they  had  incurred  a  debt  of  no  less  than 
£5,000,000.  Well,  that  was  not  the 
kind  of  administration  they  desired  to 
see  prevailing  in  the  counties.  Their 
debt  in  the  West  Eiding  only  amounted 
to  £140,000;  but  perhaps  some  gentle- 
men, if  popularly  elected,  might  think 
that  a  very  poor  affair  indeed.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  when  the  new 
county  boards  were  constituted,  they 
would  go  on  the  lines  of  those  who  had 
hitherto  managed  county  finance.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill  did  not 
dearly  enough  distinguish  between  what 
belonged  to  its  princijJLe  and  what  were 

VOL.OOXXXVn,   [thibd  sBBiKs.] 


matters  of  detail  for  consideration  in 
Oommittee.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  would,  no  doubt,  explain ; 
but  to  him  (Mr.  Stanhope)  it  appeared 
as  if  the  Highway  Bill  were  induded  in 
the  Oounty  Q^vemment  BiU,  and  that 
the  former  was  merely  a  kind  of  enabling 
measure  directing  how  the  highway  pro- 
visions in  the  latter  were  to  be  carried 
out.  He,  however,  looked  upon  this 
Bill  as  providing  a  new  starting-point  in 
county  government,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  support  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  observed  that  if  his 
hon.  Oolleague  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  to 
whom  the  non.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Stanhope)  had  re- 
ferred, were  in  his  place,  he  could  have 
explained  that  the  debt  to  which  allusion 
was  made  had  been  incurred  xmder  the 
authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  the 
purchase  of  gas  and  water  works.  He 
regretted  to  oppose  any  measure  brought 
forward  to  meet  the  wants  of  society ; 
but  with  respect  to  the  present  Bill,  he 
was  opposed  to  it,  because  he  believed 
that  to  adopt  it  would  simply  be  getting 
out  of  the  irying-pan  into  the  fire.  He 
admitted  that  the  present  position  of 
county  affairs  was  anomalous ;  but  still 
the  existing  system  of  county  govern- 
ment worked  well;  it  was  the  most 
economical  and  most  orderly  of  any  that 
he  had  known  in  any  part  of  the  world. 
They  must,  therefore,  go  in  for  some- 
thing better  or  leave  well  alone.  This 
Bill  was  neither  one  thing  nor  the  other. 
It  offered  what  was  to  him  always  re- 
pulsive, a  divided  responsibility,  and 
under  its  provisions  the  responsibility  of 
a  high-minded  body  of  men  would  be 
taken  away.  He  would  ask,  however, 
whether  the  magistrates  did  not  repre- 
sent the  great  mass  of  the  properly  m  a 
county  ?  He  had  worked  on  town  coun- 
cils and  on  quarter  sessions,  and  he  knew 
which  was  the  more  economical  of  the 
two.  The  existing  county  government 
was  to  be  displaced  by  a  sort  of  hy- 
brid body,  composed  of  coun^  ma- 
gistrates and  men  elected  by  Boards 
of  Guardians,  who  belonged  to  different 
classes  and  were  not  likely  to  work  well 
together.  In  the  place  of  those  whose 
administration  was  efficient  and  eco- 
nomical they  would  have  15  or  20  men 
of  one  dass  and  15  or  20  men  of  another, 
and  if  everything  did  not  run  smoothly 
the  responsibility  would  be  thrown  from 
one  to  the  other.    Ooimty  boards  should 
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embraoe  such  important  duties  or  re- 
sponsibilities so  as  really  to  encourage 
the  most  competent  men — ^not  the  high- 
est in  position,  not  the  moneyed  men, 
but  those  who  would  humbly  and  un- 
ostentatiously do  so — ^to  come  forward 
and  discharge  the  various  important  du- 
ties connected  with  county  administration. 
As  now  proposed,  there  would  be  a  se- 
ries of  boardis  all  making  and  levying  and 
collecting  rates  at  enormous  expense 
and  witib  no  little  difficulty.  He  haa  con- 
siderable doubts  whether  these  county 
boards  would  ever  be  properly  worked 
by  single  counties.  He  doiibted  whether 
they  would  ever  get  the  class  of  men 
they  desired  to  work  on  these  boards  if 
they  had  simply  single  counties.  It  ap- 
pea^red  to  him  that  it  would  be  better — 
and  that  the  Bill  furnished  an  oppor- 
tunity— whereby  if  they  could  have  two 
or  three  counties  together,  so  that  some- 
thing like  Provincial  Councils  might  be 
formed.  They  would  thus  have  some- 
thing on  a  larger  scale  than  tibat  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill,  and  local  legislation 
could  be  achieved  under  favourable  con- 
ditions. Work  which  now  to  a  large 
extent  came  to  London  could  be  done 
in  the  counties,  and  they  would  not  have 
men  coming  up  to  London  from  long 
distances  for  the  purpose  of  getting  little 
matters  arranged  which  might  be  ar- 
ranged in  their  loc^ties.  li  the  Bill 
were  carried,  he  hoped  the  Gbvemment 
would  adopt  the  Union  instead  of  the 
petty  sessional  district  as  the  electoral 

area.  

Me.  PERCY  WTNDHAM  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Muntz)  ihat  the  pre- 
sent system  of  managing  coimty  busi- 
ness was  satisfactory,  and  would  con- 
trast favourably  with  the  manner  in 
which  Business  was  conducted  in  that 
House  or  by  Boards  of  Guardians.  It 
was  not,  however,  a  matter  of  much 
surprise  to  him  that  it  should  be  so ; 
because  those  now  entrusted  with  the 
management  of  these  local  affairs  were 
the  first  men  in  the  country,  and  the 
system  on  which  they  acted  had  been 
laid  down  by  such  men  as  the  late 
Speaker,  Lord  Eversley,  Sir  William 
Heathcote,  and  Mr.  Charles  Buller.  He 
thought  they  must  first  agree  upon  the 
object  they  wished  to  effect,  and  from 
what  stand-point  they  viewed  it.  If  the 
object  was  me  good  government  of  the 
counties,  he  beueved  that  could  not  be 
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better  arrived  at  than  by  leaving  thtngs 
as  they  were.  If  they  were  to  satisfy  a 
feelinff  which  it  was  said  was  growing, 
but  which  he  believed  was  exaggerated, 
Uiat  representative  government  should 
be  earned  out  fully — they  must  adopt  a 
scheme  much  more  stringent  than  that 
before  the  House.  But  he  was  content 
to  leave  the  scheme  before  them  as  it 
was,  and  contrast  it  with  the  proposition 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifkr. 
He  imderstood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man adopted  a  via  tnedia  between  the 
two.  He  did  not  himself  see,  however, 
what  was  the  use  of  retaining  so  «mall  a 
nxmiber  of  magistrates  as  one-third.  He 
preferred  the  scheme  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  that  shadowed  forth  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  hoped, 
however,  with  regard  to  rivers,  that  it 
was  not  intended  that  the  county  board 
should  usurp  the  power  of  conservancy 
boards.    As  to  the  elections,  it  was  sug- 

§e8ted  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
lat  tibere  should  be  elections  forall  the 
county  officers  on  the  one  and  the  same 
day ;  but  he  believed  if  this  were  carried 
out,  and  if  they  had  elections  for  all  the 
objects  covered  by  the  Bill  in  the  same 
dav,  in  Cumberland,  at  least,  and,  pro- 
bably, in  most  other  places  the  elections 
would  be  turned  into  a  political  questicm, 
and  people  would  vote  blue  and  yellow 
as  the  case  might  be,  instectd  of  centring 
their  attention  in  the  one  object  for  which 
the  person  was  elected. 

Sm  GEORGE  BOWTEB  said,  that 
though  prepared  to  vote  for  the  Bill,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  give  a  silent  vote. 
If  the  Bill  were  founded  on  a  grievance 
at  aU  it  was  founded,  to  a  great  extent, 
on  a  sentimental  grievance.  The  griev- 
ance was  that  the  taxation  and  govern- 
ment of  counties  by  magistrates  at  the 
quarter  sessions  was  a  violation  of  the 
principle  of  popular  representation,  tiiat 
taxation  and  representation  should  be 
co-extensive.  Butthosothingsnever  could 
be  co-extensive.  There  must  always  be 
people  who  were  not  represented.  The 
county  magistrates  did  not  tax  by  virtue 
of  the  commission  of  the  peace — they 
taxed  by  virtue  of  the  power  given  by 
Parliament,  which  had  thought  fit  to 
delegate  to  magistrates  the  power  of 
taxing  coimties.  Therefore,  the  powers 
which  magistrates  exercised  for  the  levy- 
ing of  rates  were  practically  the  powers 
of  Parliament,  which  represented  the 
nation.    It  had  not  been  shown  Aat  ttio 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1669 


(7(Mffl^' 


(FsBBTTABT  14, 1878)        Oov&mmmt  BiU. 


1670 


magistrates  of  oountidB  had  been  extras 
▼agant  in  the  expenditure  of  oounty 
money.  Many  of  the  magistrates  were 
owners  of  three-fonrths  of  me  land  of  the 
country;  and  seeing  that  the  land  bore 
the  burden  of  the  rates,  it  was  clear 
that  the  rates  were  paid  more  by  the 
magistrates  than  by  anyone  else.  It 
was  therefore  very  nnlikely  they  would 
be  extrayagant ;  and  he  must  say  he  had 
always  obserred  the  most  minute. care 
taken  with  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  finances  of  counties.  Turning  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  he  found  it  exceedingly  difficult 
to  understand  it.  As  far  as  he  could 
make  out  its  scope,  however,  it  did  not 
propose  to  remove  the  magistrates  alto- 
gether, but  to  constitute  a  Gk)veming 
Body,  on  which  there  should  be  a  ma- 
jority of  elected  r^resentatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  to  create  a  sort  of  Home 
Bule  government  in  each  coimty;  and 
whatever  he  might  think  of  Home  Rule 
for  another  country,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  work  well  in  each  county.  He 
objected  to  anything  that  was  likely  to 
turn  the  elections  for  these  county  boards 
into  trials  of  strong^  between  political 
Parties.  In  the  case  of  Town  Ooimcils 
many  men  were  elected,  not  because 
they  were  capable  administrators,  and 
therefore  best  fitted  for  the  office,  but 
because  their  election  served  Party  ends. 
This  evil  would  be  greatly  intennfied  if 
it  were  extended  to  the  elections  for 
county  boards,  which  would  then  become 
hotbeds  of  corruption  and  jobbery.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  proportion 
of  the  ma^trates  on  these  boards  should 
not  be  diminished,  inasmuch  as  they 
were  naturally  averse  from  spending 
mcmey,  part  of  which  must  necessarily 
come  out  of  their  own  pockets,  unneces- 
sarily. Popular  representation,  on  the 
other  hand,  would  be  unable  to  resist 
local  pressure,  and  would,  therefore,  be 
unable  to  exercise  a  prudent  control  over 
the  expenditure.  It  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  once  this  power  of  electing 
the  members  at  the  Doard  was  given 
over  to  the  ratepayers  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  resume  it,  and  tiierefore  it 
should  not  be  bestowed  without  full  con- 
sideration of  the  consequences  the  gift 
would  entail.  He  thought  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill — providing  for  the 
election  by  the  Unions  of  a  c^ain  num- 
ber of  representatives  on  the  county 


board — ^preferable  to  that  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax,  and 
far  less  dangerous.  He  objected  to  the 
proposal  to  hand  over  the  conservancy 
of  me  rivers  to  the  county  boards,  inas- 
much as  he  thought  that  the  only  bodies 
which  could  properly  deal  with  the 
rivers  were  those  which  had  control  of 
them  from  their  sources  to  their  mouths. 
He  had  been  a  Member  of  two  Commit- 
tees of  ihat  House  which  inquired  into  the 
Thames  Oonservanoy,  and  of  one  Oom- 
mittee  of  that  House  which  had  inquired 
into  the  conservancy  of  the  Biver  Lea ; 
and  from  his  experience  of  those  Com- 
mittees he  thought  that  if  they  entrusted 
that  duty  to  the  county  boards  the^  would 
necessarily,  in  cases  where  a  nver  ran 
through  several  counties,  have  a  divided 
jurisdiction,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
the  point  would  be  reserved  for  nir- 
ther  consideration.  He  also  doubted 
the  propriety  of  placing  the  control  of 
sanitary  matters  in  the  hands  of  these 
boards ;  but,  in  any  case,  he  hoped  that 
some  steps  would  be  ti^en  to  prevent 
the  sanitary  officers  from  being  a  nui- 
sance and  a  source  of  annoyance  to  all 
the  landowners  of  the  district. 

Mb.  EATHBONE:  Sir,  this  BiU  has 
been  a  great  disappointment  to  those 
who  desire  a  thorough  reform  of  our 
local  administration.  I  have  always  felt 
that  a  Conservative  Gbverimient  pos- 
sessed great  advantages  for  dealing  with 
this  question,  and  had  hoped  that  they 
would  deal  with  it,  as  far  as  they  dealt 
with  it  at  all,  effectually,  and  so  as  to 
prepare  the  way  for  a  gradual  systematic 
improvement  of  our  local  institutions. 
But  this  BOl,  it  seems  to  me,  deals  very 
incompletely  with  many  of  the  points 
that  it  attempts  to  deal  with,  and  I  fear 
that  it  will  actually  make  the  real  reform 
of  our  local  institutions,  where  most 
needed,  more  difficult  than  ever.  A  Bill 
introduced  by  (Government  to  deal  with 
county  management  can  only  be  consi- 
dered as  part  of  a  great  plan  for  that 
reform  of  tibe  local  government  of  the 
country  which  is  generally  admitted  to 
be  necessary.  Such  a  Bill  must  evidently 
contemplate  the  adjustment  between  the 
country  and  the  different  administrative 
districts  within  it  of  the  various  func- 
tions of  local  government.  It  should 
provide  for  the  joint  performance  of 
some  of  the  most  important  of  those 
functions.  This  is,  in  met,  admitted  by 
tiiis  Bill,  on  the  face  of  it,  in  that  im« 


3  H  2 


Digitized  by  i^J 


oogle 


1671 


County 


lOOMMONSJ 


Oov&mmeni  B%tt, 


1672 


portant  part  dealing  with  iuffhwavs. 
The  prinoiple  on  which  it  deus  with 
some  parts  of  the  country  is  admirable. 
But  it  leaves  altogether  out  of  the  appli- 
cation of  that  principle  the  largest 
proportion  of  the  population  of  the 
country.  The  urban  sanitaiy  districts, 
though  included  for  other  purposes,  are 
left  untouched ;  and  yet  the  most  aggra- 
vated cases  of  hardship,  as  r^;ards 
highways,  occur  in  many  of  those  urban 
sanitary  districts.  This  is  a  Bill  which 
we  have  all  been  ezpectinff  so  anxiously, 
and  which  professes  to  deal  with  tlus 
question  of  highways ;  and  yet  I  do  not 
see  how  it  deals,  or  how  it  is  to  be  made 
to  deal,  with  this  question  with  regard 
to  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  districts 
in  which  the  hardship  is  so  seriously  felt. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  will  explain  mis 
point.  This  is  an  instance  of  sins  of 
omission  of  one  class  which,  in  my 
opinion,  renders  the  Bill  defective.  But 
the  sins  of  commission  chargeable 
against  the  measure  appear  to  me  to  be 
still  more  serious,  for  it  not  only  omits 
to  introduce  simplification  and  improve- 
ment into  our  primary  areas  of  local 
government,  but,  by  constituting  a  new 
area,  it  actiially  ma^es  it  more  difficult 
to  introduce  improvement  in  the  future. 
I  have  never  said  or  intimated,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  once  inferred,  that 
I  expected,  in  the  establishment  of 
county  boards,  a  panacea  for  the  pre- 
sent widespread  disorder  and  inconve- 
nience which  prevail  in  our  primary 
areas  of  local  government.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  have  rather  advocated  that  it 
would  be  well  to  begin  by  establishing 
good  primary  areas  of  local  government, 
and,  on  that  foundation,  proceed  to  build 
a  system  of  county  administration.  But, 
as  it  has  been  decided  to  begin  with 
county  government,  the  multiplicity  and 
confusion  of  our  areas,  and  consequent 
weakness  of  our  system  ^f  local  govern- 
ment, oueht  not  to  be  aggravated  by 
such  a  BiU  as  this,  when  a  wisely-drawn 
measure  might  be  made  the  means  of 
greatly  improving  those  areas.  I  will 
leave  others  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
the  choice  of  the  petty  sessional  division 
as  the  unit  of  representation  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  boaxd  who  are  justices  ;  but 
BO  far  as  the  petty  sessional  division  is 
made  a  unit  for  representation  for  the 
elected  members,  the  proposals  of  the 
Bill  appear  to  me  to  be  imwise,  contrary 
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to  the  recommendation  of  the  Sanitary 
Oommission,  and  contrary  to  the  course 
of  recent  legislation.  One  of  the  recog- 
nized evils  of  the  present  system  of  lo<»l 
government  is  the  multiplioiiy  of  areas; 
another  is  the  overlapping  of  areas.  The 
Bill  proposes  to  create  a  new  electoral 
area  for  administrative  purposes,  and 
one  wluch  overlaps  and  differs  from 
every  other  area.  It  ought  to  be  a  prin- 
ciple in  legislation— and  it  has  in  recent 
years  been  adopted  as  a  prindide— that 
the  unit  of  local  government  should  be 
strengthened.  The  Union,  or  sanitaiy 
district,  has  now  been  adopted  for  most 

Surposes,  and  it  is  desirable  to  oonsoli- 
ate  and  strengthen  it ;  but  the  Bill 
proposes  wholly  to  disregard  the  Union. 
It  is  an  admitted  princi^e  that  electoral 
units  ought  to  be  based  on  community 
of  inter^.  How  is  this  Bill  consistent 
with  this  prinoiple?  The  chief  local 
interests  are  samtary,  highways,  poor, 
rating,  and  education.  All  these  are 
common  to  the  Union  or  sanitary  district 
in  a  more  or  less  complete  degree.  No 
one  of  them  is  usually  common  to  the 
petty  sessional  division,  which  most 
often  disregards  the  sanitary  area,  the 
highway  board  area,  the  area  of  poor 
reUef,  &e  area  of  rating,  and  the  area 
of  the  educational  powers  recently  given 
to  the  Union.  The  petty  sessional  divi- 
sion has  no  community  of  interests, 
and  is  imfit  to  be  an  electoral  unit. 
Even  on  its  own  merits,  the  petty  ses- 
sional division  is  an  inconvement  area. 
They  are  very  tmequal  in  size  and 
population.  In  Bedfordshire,  four  divi- 
sions with  less  than  40,000  aggre- 
gate population  will  have  12  elective 
members ;  and  four  other  divisions  will 
have  only  the  same  number  of  elective 
members  for  90,000  aggregate  popula- 
tion. In  Berkshire,  mvisions  of  less 
than  8,000  population  will  have  the  same 
representation  as  divisions  of  20,000. 
In  Durham,  70,000  persons  in  one  laive 
division  wiU  elect  two  members ;  whue 
66,000  persons  in  six  smaU  divisions  will 
elect  six  times  as  many.  While  in  the 
West  Biding  of  Yorkshire,  Kirkby  Mal- 
zeard,  with  a  population  of  3,000,  will 
send  the  same  number  of  representatives 
as  East  Morley  with  a  population  of 
108,000,  and  West  Morley  with  a  popula- 
tion of  110,000.  In  otier  words,  divi- 
sions 36  times  as  populous  as  Kirkby 
Malzeard  wiU  have  to  be  content  with 
the   same   number  of  representative. 
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This  qnestion  of  area  appears  to  me  to 
be  the  most  important  of  all,  because  it 
is  the  very  foundation  of  local  govern- 
ment. Now,  as  to  the  constitution  of 
the  county  board.  In  the  first  place,  it 
seems  to  me  a  very  great  mistake  to 
have  so  excessive  a  proportion  of  mem- 
bers, who  sit  there  as  justices.  It  will 
be  a  constant  source  of  discontent,  and 
a  loss  of  real  influence.  We  must  aU 
wish  that  men  of  culture  and  wide  ex- 
perience and  leisure  should  have  great 
influence  on  these  boards.  This  would 
best  be  secured  by  taking  care  that  you 
do  not  require  that  a  greater  number  of 
justices  should  be  elected  to  sit  on  the 
county  board  than  you  can  find  men 
who  will  attend  regularly  and  do  their 
fair  share  of  work,  and  who  wiU  not 
come  down  only  when  an  appointment 
has  to  be  made,  or  a  particular  point 
carried.  Men  of  position  and  ability  in 
this  country  always  have  their  fcdl  share 
of  influence  on  such  bodies  if  they  have 
to  rely  on  convincing  and  carrying  their 
colleagues  with  them,  and  do  not  excite 
jealousy  by  what  may  seem  to  the  other 
members  an  unfair  share  in  the  repre- 
sentation. K  the  Bill  really  made  an 
equality  between  the  justices  and  elected 
members,  still  that  would  have  the  un- 
fortunate effect,  as  it  has  had  in  such 
cases,  of  arranging  them  into  two  sepa- 
rate parties,  as  it  were.  Now,  I  do  not 
care  so  much  for  direct  representation 
as  some  others  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
It  has  some  very  great  advantages ;  but 
there  is  considerable  imcertainty  whether 
people  will  take  sufficient  interest  in  the 
elections  to  realise  all  those  advantages. 
But  the  plan  proposed  in  the  Bill,  while 
not  obtaming  the  advantages  of  direct 
representation,  throws  away  all  the  ad> 
vantages  which  are  secured  by  the 
ordinary  approved  form  of  indirect  repre- 
sentation. If  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
as  the  rural  sanitary  authority,  were 
empowered  to  send  their  best  men  to  sit 
upon  the  county  board,  they  would  send 
men  whose  work  they  had  seen,  and 
could  judge  of;  whereas,  voting  in  the 
petty  sessional  division,  they  will  be 
called  upon  to  vote  for  men  of  whom 
they  have  no  such  experience;  and  again, 
the  knowledge  that  the  Guardians  were 
to  choose  the  counU'  board  would  in- 
crease the  interest  taken  in  the  election 
of  Guardians,  and  be  an  inducement  to 
men  who  thought  they  might  be  useful 
on  a  county  board  to  obtain  that  honour 


by  seeking  election  as  Guardians,  and 
doing  good  service  on  the  Board.  There 
is  anotibier  omission  in  this  Bill  to  which 
I  must  draw  attention.  It  is  surely 
very  unjust  that  all  those  boroughs  with 
separate  courts  of  quarter  sessions,  which 
are  compelled  to  contribute  largely  to 
county  expenditure,  should  have  no 
representation  whatever.  For  instance, 
Liverpool  contributes  from  £12,000  to 
£16,000  a-year  towards  general  county 
expenditure,  and  yet  would,  under  this 
Bill,  have  no  representation  whatever. 
I  am  sorry  to  have  had  to  find  so  much 
fault  with  the  Bill,  and  glad  to  find  some 
points  on  which  I  can  speak  with  un- 
hesitating praise.  I  am  glad  that,  with 
regard  to  the  payment  for  roads,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adopted  the 
principle  of  dividing  the  cost  between 
owners  and  occupiers.  It  is  just  that  the 
whole  of  a  charge  of  this  sort,  liable  to 
fluctuations,  should  not  be  thrown 
primarily  upon  the  weaker  party ;  but  to 
my  mind  it  is  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  owners  of  property  that  their 
attention  should  be  called  to  the  rise  and 
fall  of  these  charges,  and  that  they 
should  be  led  to  watch  and  control  them 
before,  having  become  permanent,  they 
have  to  pay  a  considerable  share  of  them. 
Another'admirable  provision  of  the  Bill 
is  that  which  requires  the  county  board 
to  classify  its  work,  so  as  to  divide  it 
among  committees,  and  gives  it  authority 
to  delegate  aU  its  powers,  except  that  of 
borrowmg,  to  such  committees.  The 
power  of  providing  county  asylums  for 
imbeciles  will  also,  I  expect,  be  found 
very  valuable.  I  am  not  without  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  con- 
sent to  modify  his  Bill  to  meet  objections 
which  I  observe  have  been  raised  very 
generally,  from  the  rural  as  well  as  from 
the  urban  point  of  view.  I  think  I 
understood  him  to  infer  that  he  considered 
this  petty  sessional  division  a  provisional 
area,  and  that  it  might  subsequently  be 
exchanged  for  a  more  convenient  one.  I 
hope  he  will  consent  to  grapple  with  the 
difficulty  at  once,  and  that  he  will  adopt 
the  sanitary  district  as  the  primary  area. 
No  one  knows  better  than  ne  does,  that 
with  every  increase  of  rates  or  charge,  it 
becomes  more  difficult  to  re-adjust  our 
areas ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  no  one 
knows  better  than  he  does  that  there  is 
no  insuperable  difficulty  in  doing  this, 
for  he  is  constantly  making  such  re-ad- 
justment in  the  case  of  sanitary  districts. 
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Suggestions  have  been  made  in  several 
quarters  for  rendering  more  equitable 
the  incidence  of  certain  of  our  local 
burdens.  These,  if  adopted,  would  stiQ 
more  facilitate  this  re-adjustment ;  and 
I  am  inclined  to  believe  they  are  not 
looked  upon  with  disfavour  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  One  sug- 
gestion, which  I  know  has  the  concur- 
rence of  many  hon.  Members  opposite, 
though  I  do  not  know  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thereon,  it 
that,  for  purposes  of  in-door  reUef, 
coimties  should  be  substituted  for  the 
present  Unions.  Such  a  measure  would 
produce  great  economy,  and  make  pos- 
sible great  improvements  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  poor  relief;  and  if  it  were 
adopted,  a  contribution  towards  the 
necessary  cost  of  in-door  relief  might  be 
one  of  the  best  forms  of  public  grants  in 
aid  of  local  expenditure,  because  it  would 
give  a  direct  and  powerful  stimulus  to 
Sie  general  enforcement  of  the  recognized 
principles  on  which  poor  relief  ouffht  to 
be  given.  I  must  just  point  out  that  a 
Paper  which  has  been  recently  issued 
by  the  Local  Government  Department 
would,  if  read  casually,  give  a, very  ex- 
aggerated idea  of  the  amount  of  change 
necessary  to  bring  the  boundaries  of 
Unions  within  the  borders  of  counties. 
Anvone  looking  at  that  Betum  of  Unions 
ana  Petty  Sessional  Divisions  would  sup- 
pose that  there  were  no  fewer  than  862 
Unions  in  England  and  Wales,  and  that 
out  of  those  862  Unions,  403  distinct 
Unions  were  partly  in  one  county  and 
partly  in  another.  Now,  in  this  enume- 
ration, a  number  of  Unions  are  made  to 
play  the  part  of  soldiers  in  a  pantomime, 
in  which  the  same  body  of  men  march 
round  and  round,  appearing  several 
times,  in  order  to  make  an  impression 
by  their  numbers.  Some  of  these  Unions 
are  made  to  do  duty  in  this  way  as 
many  as  four  times.  But  what  are  the 
real  facts?  In  1876  there  were  only 
646  Unions  in  England  and  Wales.  I 
cannot  place  this  matter  before  the 
House  so  shortly  and  clearly  as  it  has 
been  put  in  a  paper  by  Mr.B.  S.  Wright, 
a  short  extract  of  which  I  will  read — 

**Oat  of  about  650  Unions,  about  60  are 
whoUy  urban;  of  the  remainder,  about  410  are 
wholly  oompiised  each  in  one  county.  Out  of 
the  180  Unions  which  remain,  and  which  extend 
into  several  counties,  the  parts  which  extend 
into  a  different  county  from  that  in  whidi  the 
bulk  of  the  population  Is  situate  have  in  100 

Mr.  Rathhon$ 


cases  a  population  of  less  than  2,000,  and  in  M 
other  cases  less  than  62OOO,  and  might  probaUy 
be  merged  in  other  Unions.  In  the  63  otiier 
cases  the  population  of  the  outlying  part  ex- 
oeeds  6,000.  In  some  of  these  cases  there  vfll, 
no  doubt,  be  some  inoonyemenoe  in  distuxliDg 
the  existing  Unions.  But  even  if  it  should  be 
thought  expedient  in  certain  of  these  cases  to 
preserre  the  existing  Unions,  with  special  pro- 
visions  for  representation  on  the  county  boiaidi 
of  the  several  comities  into  which  thev  respec- 
tively extend,  this  does  not  itppear  to  fonuih  a 
vaUd  argument  against  aimplmcation  of  areaa 
and  authorities  in  that  great  majority  of  cases 
in  which  no  such  special  difficulties  exist" 

• 
I  do  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemftn 
will  consent  to  modify  the  Bill  so  far  as 
regards  the  choice  of  the  electoral  area 
and  the  number  of  elected  members  of 
Uie  coxmty  board.  Unless  this  is  done, 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  Bill  will  only 
make  a  real  reform  imlikelyi  and  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  it  pass. 

Mb.  pell  said,  that  if  the  thanks  of 
the  country  were  due  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  who  had 
brought  forward  the  Bill,  they  were  also 
due  to  his  Predecessor  in  the  office  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board,  the  riffht  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  for 
the  speech  and  the  propositionB  he  had 
made.  He  (Mr.  Pelf)  would  say  at 
once  that  he  entirely  concurred  with  the 
greater  part  of  his  Ajnendment — ^namely, 
with  so  much  of  it  as  related  to  the  elec- 
toral area.  He  thought  \hffj  would  get 
with  greater  readiness  a  better  selection 
of  representatives  upon  tiie  board  if  they 
voted  in  the  Unions.  No  doubt,  snci 
a  change  as  the  permanent  re-arranffe- 
ment  of  Unions  would  impose  upon  Sie 
Department  a  vast  amount  of  incon- 
venience, labour,  thought,  care,  and 
time  and  patience ;  but,  after  aU,  these 
made  up  the  best  part  of  human  life, 
and  he  would  not,  on  the  strength  of 
such  considerations,  abandon  the  idea 
of  reform,  but  would  rather  faoe  every 
difficulty.  But  although  the  area 
which  uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
posite  propofl^  for  electoral  purposes 
might  perhaps  be  the  best,  his  method 
of  Section  was  decidedly  the  worst  It 
was  the  unhappy  conjunction  in  the 
Amendment  of  two  propositions  that 
made  it  difficult  for  hon.  Members  to 
know  how  to  vote.  He  suggested,  then, 
that  the  right  hon.  Genueman  should 
withdraw  the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment— ^namely,  that  which  came  alto 
the  word  *^  county,"  relatingto  the  mode 
of  election ;    ana  that  if  he  did  so  he 
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woxild  probably  reoeiTO  anoTerwheliniiig 
amount  of  support  hom  both  sides  of  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  Bill,  he  was 
quite  sure  that  the  House  would  do  its 
best  to  make  it  a  Rood  Bill.  As  to  the 
composition  of  the  board,  it  was  not  quite 
clear  to  him ;  but  he  supposed  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  Guardians  to  elect  a 
magistrate,  if  they  liked,  over  the  heads 
of  other  persons  who  were  qualified  to 
serve  on  the  board,  but  who  were  not 
magistrates.  If  that  was  so,  and  know- 
ing the  sort  of  feeling  there  was  in  the 
country  to  elect  the  big  man  of  a  dis- 
trict, he  l^ought  the  Bill  would  be 
none  the  worse,  and  probably  more 
acceptable  to  the  coimties,  if,  with  such 
limitation  —  not  more  than  one-third 
magistrates — the  electors  were  free  to 
sel^  whom  they  chose,  whether  he 
was  a  magistrate  or  not.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Sir  George  Bowyer),  cross- 
ing the  House  from  the  other  side, 
where  he  was  naturally  to  be  found — 
["  No,  no ! "] — as  much  so  as  a  salmon 
in  a  river  when  it  was  not  visiting  the 
sea — ^in  order  to  speak  on  this  side,  had 
propounded  the  most  extreme  Tory  doc- 
trines. Whatever  might  be  the  case  in 
Ireland,  rates  fell  upon  occumers  in 
Enffland.  The  hon.  and  learned  JBaronet 
said  he  had  been  a  conservator  of  two 
rivers,  including  the  Lea,  which  was 
contaminated  by  indiarubber  works  and 
gasworks,  and  in  other  ways  between 
Hertford  and  London ;  and,  as  one  who 
once  drank  the  water,  he  remembered 
that  you  could  tell  by  the  sickness  in 
a  street  the  side  that  was  supplied  with 
the  water  and  the  side  that  was  not. 
For  his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  FeU)  thought 
that  the  transfer  of  the  conservancy 
of  such  rivers  as  the  Lea  from  special 
to  county  boards  would  prove  a  very 
benefidal  diange.  As  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  Bill,  with  regard  to 
roads,  he  considered  that  it  had  better 
be  omitted  altogether,  for  the  less  the 
Bill  was  loaded  with  details,  the  more 
likely  was  it  to  get  the  assent  of  Farlia- 
ment  this  Session.  It  was  undesirable 
to  give  the  new  boards  too  many  func- 
tions at  first,  and  the  questions  concern- 
ing the  highways  mignt  very  well  have 
stood  over  for  the  present,  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Highways  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  The  change  proposed  in  the 
manner  of  electing  coroners,  oy  transfer- 
ring the  franchise  from  the  freeholders 


to  the  county  board,  was  a  very  desir- 
able one ;  but  he  had  indulged  &e  hope 
that  the  county  rate  would  be  relieved 
of  that  official,  and  he  still  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  would  take  him  under  their 
chaige,  appointhim,  and  pay  him — every- 
thing, in  fact,  except  let  him  sit  upon 
them.  The  most  valuable  portion  of  the 
Bill  seemed  to  be  that  relating  to  the 
re-adjustment  of  areas,  comprising,  as 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
HaUfax,  the  re-arrangement  of  FoorLaw 
Unions.  If  the  House  would  not  sanc- 
tion the  new  electoral  area  suggested  in 
the  Amendment,  he  hoped  nothing  would 
be  done  bv  the  Bill  which  would  put  the 
office  of  Guardian,  or  the  area  in  which 
he  worked,  into  an  inferior  position  to 
that  in  which  a  country  gentleman  per- 
formed his  public  duties.  By  making 
the  Union  the  electoral  area  they  would 
get  men  who  had  been  accustomed  to 
act  together  in  reference  to  the  most 
important  of  questions  —  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Foor  Law.  It  was  pos- 
sible that  in  future  the  administration 
of  justice  might  be  more  or  less  in- 
trusted to  stipendiary  magistrates ;  but 
the  Foor  Law  could  not  be  administered 
by  paid  officers ;  the  duty  must  devolve 
upon  those  volunteers  who  were  will- 
ing and  able  to  discharge  it.  It  would 
rather  raise  the  position  of  Guardians 
and  encourage  them  to  cherish  noble 
aspirations  ifrepresentatives  of  the  petty 
sessional  divisions  were  sent  to  work 
with  the  Guardians  in  their  Unions. 
Ferhaps  one  of  the  first  questions  dealt 
with  by  county  boards  would  be  in-door 
relief.  The  contrast  was  most  marked 
between  the  provision  made  in  London 
by  means  of  combination  and  that  fur- 
nished by  isolated  Unions  in  the  coun- 
try. The  advantages  of  combination 
were  seen,  not  only  in  dealing  with  the 
sick  and  aged  and  mentally  diseased,  but 
also  in  matters  of  education  as  regarded 

Eauper  children.  The  economy  of  com- 
ination  was  as  well  accompanied  with 
better  teachers,  better  buildings,  better 
apparatus,  better  results.  They  did 
not  get  so  good  a  class  of  teachers 
for  the  Union  schools  in  the  country 
as  they  had  in  towns,  and  there  was 
little  hope  of  any  improvement  in  that 
matter.  It  was  also  impossible  to  do 
justice  to  a  few  children  in  a  small 
establishment ;  and  in  his  district  they 
had  disposed  of  tho  question  by  passing 
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the  cHIdren  into  the  village  school  with 
great  advantage,  especially  to  the  chil- 
dren themselves.  He  hoped  to  see  two 
of  their  almost  empty  workhouses  trans- 
formed, where  it  was  possible,  one  into 
a  district  school  and  tiiie  other  into '  an 
infirmary  for  imbecile  patients.  He  be- 
lieved that  by  that  means  the  rates 
would  be  greatly  diminished ;  that  the 
unfortunate  creatures  referred  to  would 
be  better  treated ;  and  that  their  friends 
would  be  more  likely  to  send  them  into 
an  infirmary  than  into  the  workhouse,  to 
the  very  name  of  which  they  had  a  strong 
objection.  The  country  ladies,  with 
time  to  spare  and  an  aptitude  for  such 
duties,  wotdd  visit  them  and  look  after 
their  comforts,  as  they  did  in  the  Me- 
tropolis. In  that  way,  and  by  mixing 
up  men  of  higher  education  with  the 
Guardians,  the  Bill  would  unite  indi- 
viduals of  the  highest  position  and  edu- 
cation with  those  who  belonged  to  a 
class  below  them  in  the  management  of 
county  establishments  in  a  way  in  which 
they  had  never  been  united  before, 
which  wotdd,  he  thought,  be  productive 
of  the  best  results. 

SiK  GEOEGE  BOWTEE,  in  refer- 
ence to  a  remark  from  the  laist  speaker 
(Mr.  Pell),  explained  that  he  had  never 
stated  that  he  had  been  a  Oonservator 
of  the  Thames  and  of  the  Eiver  Lea. 
What  he  did  say  was  that  he  had  been 
a  Member  of  two  Committees  of  that 
House  which  inquired  into  the  Thapies 
Conservancy,  and  of  one  Committee  of 
that  House  which  had  inquired  into  the 
conservancy  of  the  Eiver  Lea. 

Mr.  DODSON  accepted  the  Bill  with 
satisfaction,  because  it  was  a  step  in  the 
right  direction — in  the  direction  of  a 
board  that  would  conduce  to  local  cen- 
tralization, which  he  regarded  as  a 
great  and  much -needed  safeguard 
against  the  tendency  to  Government 
centralization.  Fur&er,  he  held  ihe 
Bill  to  be  a  stepping-stone  from  which 
they  could  go  forward  at  no  distant  pe- 
riod towards  a  more  popular  and  more 
powerfiil  institution.  He  was  sorry  to 
hear  tJiehon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell),  who  was  so  conversant 
with  subjects  of  this  kind,  express  a 
wish  that  the  functions  given  to  the 
board  might  be  diminished  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  clauses  relating  to  roads. 
Instead  of  that,  he  should  like  to  in- 
crease the  importance  of  the  board  by 
giving  to  it  more  functions  than  were 

J/r.  Pell 


named  in  the  Bill;  such,  for  instance, 
as  the  duty  of  deciding  appeals  wiih  re- 
gard to  assessments,  and  questions  re- 
lating to  arterial  drainage  and  the  stor- 
age of  water.  Having  accepted  the  Bill 
as  embodying  a  sound  principle,  he 
should  not  be  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  if  he  thought  that  Amend- 
ment was  in  any  way  calculated  to  defeat 
the  Bill.  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth),  however,  must  be  aware 
that,  technicallyland  literally,  the  Amend- 
ment did  not  defeat  the  Bill,  but  only 
deferred  the  second  reading  to  another 
day.  He  (Mr.  Dodson)  ihought  the 
Amendment  might  be  advant^^oaly 
incorporated  with  the  Bill.  Indeed,  two 
of  its  principles  were  not  resisted  by 
most  of  the  speakers  who  represented  the 
landed  interest ;  and  as  to  the  third — 
the  principle  of  direct  election,  as  to 
which  oWection  had  been  taken  by  seve- 
ral hon.  Members  opposite— it  was  more 
in  accordance  with  the  custom  and  ha- 
bits of  the  people  than  indirect  legisla- 
tion, which  was  quite  a  novel  instita- 
tion.  There  were  only  three  instancee  of 
it  to  be  found  in  the  country — ^the  M^ 
tropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  and  Aldermen. 
He  would  further  make  a  few  remarks 
upon  the  point.  Indirect  election  might 
be  valuable  as  a  check  against  demo- 
cratic excitement.  County  boards  would 
arouse  no  passions.  Indirect  election 
almost  necessarily  involved  one  of  two 
evils.  Either  the  elected  elector  be- 
came a  mere  delegate — a  sort  of  tele- 
phone through  whom  the  original  elec- 
tor conveyed  his  own  voice  to  a  remote 
point,  or  else  the  original  elector  lost 
sight  altogether  of  the  purpose  for  whidi 
he  was  entrusted  with  a  vote.  In  the 
present  case,  he  thought  the  original 
elector  wotdd  remember  that  he  was 
electing  a  person  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  a  Gnarman,  and  he  would  not  attach 
much  weight  to  the  fact  that  this  Guar- 
dian was  to  hold  a  power  of  attorney,  as 
it  were,  to  elect  on  his  behalf  members 
of  the  county  board.  This  would  be  the 
least  of  the  two  evils,  as  otherwise, 
instead  of  choosing  the  man  who  was 
best  fitted  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
Guardian,  the  original  elector  would 
select  the  man  whom  he  could  reckon 
upon  to  vote  for  a  friend  or  a  patron 
wnom  he  might  wish  to  see  introduced 
to  the  county  board.  One  of  the  advan- 
tages of  direct  election  was  this— the 
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men  who  would  be  directiy  elected  by 
their  constitnents  would  sit  with  the 
magistrates  on  the  county  board  with  a 
keener  sense  of  the  importance  and  re- 
sponsibihty  of  their  position  than  they 
wotdd  otherwise  have.  Another  advan- 
tage would  follow ;  one  rural  ratepayer 
becoming  accustomed  to  elect  repre- 
sentatives 'for  different  purposes  and 
with  distinct  functions  would  be  pre- 
pared for  political  enfranchisement.  He 
objected  to  the  multiplication  of  elec- 
tions; but  this  might,  in  the  present 
case,  be  easily  avoided,  inasmuch  as  the 
ratepayer  might  be  called  upon  to  elect  a 
member  of  the  county  board  at  the  same 
time  that  he  was  electing^  his  Ghiardian. 
If  these  elections  were  held  at  the  same 
time,  a  good  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  of  getting  rid  of  plurality  voting 
and  substituting  for  it  single  or  cumula- 
tive voting.  Aid  now  as  to  the  propor- 
tion of  justices  to  elected  members.  For 
his  own  part,  he  would  not  have  the  least 
objection  to  make  the  whole  board  elec- 
tive, and  he  thought  eventuallv  the 
whole  of  the  members  would  be  elected 
directly  by  the  ratepayers.  He  had  no 
fear  that  the  justices,  if  they  cared  to 
be  elected,  would  not  be  elected  in  suffi- 
cient proportions.  But  he  was  not  will- 
ing to  risk  the  passing  of  this  Bill  by 
pressing  an  Amendment  of  that  descrip- 
tion. It  was  essential  to  the  good  con- 
stitution of  the  board  that  there  should 
be  on  it  a  considerable  proportion  of 
gentlemen  in  the  position  of  magistrates 
or,  at  all  events,  of  owners  of  property. 
The  interests  of  owners  and  occupiers 
were,  he  would  not  say  antagonistic,  but 
different.  The  owner  had  a  permanent, 
the  occupier  a  transitory,  interest,  and  it 
was  important  that  bo&  should  be  duly 
represented  on  the  board.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  gentlemen  in  the  posi- 
tion of  magistrates  would  be  quite  able 
to  make  their  influence  felt,  though  in  a 
minority.  Magistrates  would  be  men 
of  larger  knowledge  and  wider  experi- 
ence than  the  ele^ed  members,  and  it 
would  be  well  for  them  and  for  Ihe  cha- 
racter of  the  board  that  they  shotdd  feel 
the  necessity  of  relying  for  their  influence 
on  their  knowledge  and  experience,  and 
not  on  their  numbers  or  social  position. 
He  did  not  wish  to  go  at  length  into  the 
important  question  what  was  the  best 
area  to  constitute  the  unit  out  of  which 
these  boards  were  to  be  selected.  Sim- 
plification of  areas  was  no  doubt  the  one 


thing  specially  needed,  because  many 
areas  meant  many  authorities,  many 
authorities  meant  insignificant  authori- 
ties, more  elections,  more  officers,  more 
expense,  waste  of  power,  and  less  unity 
of  interest.  Wherever  it  was  possible 
the  area  o^ht  to  be  the  same.  There 
were  649  XJnions,  between  700  and  750 
petty  sessional  divisions,  640  local  boards, 
about  70  improvement  districts,  400 
highway  districts,  and  6,000  highway 
parishes.  In  that  multiplicity  of  areas 
there  was  scope  for  immensely  reducing 
their  number.  It  ought  to  be  our  aim 
to  assimilate  the  petty  sessional  divisions 
and  the  highway  districts  to  the  Unions. 
That  would  get  rid  of  a  great  many  of 
those  divisions.  The  difficulty  was  as  to 
the  rectification  of  Unions.  There  were 
181  or  182  Unions  which  ran  into  dif- 
ferent counties — not  only  into  two,  but 
into  three  or  four  counties.  It  was  easy 
to  say,  Eectify  the  boundaries,  lop  off 
that  part  of  the  Union  which  projects 
into  another  coimty ;  but  there  was  this 
difficulty  to  be  got  over — a  change  of 
area  meant  in  many  cases  a  shifting  of 
burdens.  It  might  be  said  that  a  Valua- 
tion Bill  would  equalize  the  assessments 
throughout  the  country,  and  no  doubt 
such  a  scheme  would  remove  some  diffi- 
culties, but  it  could  not  equalize  rates. 
It  appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that,  how- 
ever desirable  it  might  be  to  rectify  the 
boundaries  of  areas  and  to  diminish 
their  number,  the  task  was  a  difficult 
one,  and  would  take  a  considerable 
length  of  time.  If  that  could  be  effected 
at  once,  he  was  prepared  to  give  it  his 
hearty  support ;  but  if  that  could  not  be 
done,  he  would  rather  accept  the  dis- 
advantages attending  petty  sessional 
areas.  He  cordially  gave  his  adherence 
to  the  principles  embodied  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend,  and  if  all 
three  or  any  of  them  could  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill  in  Committee,  he  thought 
it  would  be  an  effective  improvement  of 

the  measure. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  might  congratulate  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  upon  the  re- 
ception which  his  measure  had  met  with, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site  who  moved  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  distinctly  stated  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  vote  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  although  he  set  up  a  directly 
opposite  principle  in  the  programme  he 
laid  before  the  House.    He  gathered 
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from  th6  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
rather  than  imperil  the  passing  of  the 
measure,  he  would  cordially  support  its 
second  reading.  No  doubt  some  objec- 
tions had  been  made  to  the  Bill,  and 
they  had  broadly  to  consider  what  was 
the  best  thing  to  be  done  under  very  diffi- 
cult circumstances.  They  had  got  to  con- 
stitute a  new  board  from  the  commence- 
ment, and  to  take  the  best  materials 
they  could  find  at  hand.  He  believed 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Glare  Bead),  while  object- 
ing to  the  number  of  magistrates  upon 
the  board,  had  stated,  and  would  state 
again,  that  so  far  as  magistrates  were 
concerned  they  had  administered  most 
fairly,  most  economically,  and  most 
justly  all  those  matters  confided  to  their 
charge.  He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
would  jB^o  a  step  further.  He  was  speak- 
ing berore  men  who  thoroughly  under- 
stood the  question ;  and  while  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Muntz)  that  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  they  should  take  not 
those  who  were  highest  in  position,  not 
the  moneyed  men,  but  those  who  were 
determined  to  do  their  duty  humbly  and 
unostentatiously,  none  could  be  got 
more  likely  to  act  in  that  way  than  the 
magistrates  of  this  country.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  forBLaluax 
rMr.  Stansfeld)  called  this  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  Board ;  but  there  was 
nothing  which  had  so  much  kept  the 
counties  together  as  the  quarter  sessions 
and  assizes  held  in  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  before  doing  any- 
thing with  regard  to  an  elected  board 
they  should  rectify  all  the  anomalies 
which  now  existed. 

Mb.  stansfeld  said,  he  did  not 
say  "before"  doing  anything. 

Sm  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  con- 
sidered that  to  be  the  very  pivot  of  his 
speech ;  but  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wanted — ^the  altering  of  the  boun- 
daries of  Unions — was  the  most  difficult 
of  all  things  to  do.  How  were  those 
Unions  usually  formed?  They  were 
formed  so  that  they  should  be  nearest  to 
the  largest  towns  in  the  district  to  en- 
able members  of  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  attend  at  what  was  known  to  be 
the  most  convenient  place.  It  would 
be  a  downright  revolution  to  change  all 
these  Unions,  and  the  Committee  which 
had  investigated  the  subject,  over  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  (Mr. 
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Stansf  rid)  presided,  distinody  laid  down 
that  no  alteration  of  boundariesof oonntLes 
should  take  place  except  where  portions 
of  a  county  were  situated  within  another 
county,  and  they  did  not  feel  themselTes 
justified  in  making  any  alteration  in  the 
ooundaries  of  Unions.  They  did  re- 
commend outlyinff  portions  of  parifihes 
should  be  annexed  to  the  parishes  they 
joined.  Tet  all  these  alterations  were 
U>  be  made  before  any  board  was  estab- 
lished. 

M&.  STANSFELD  said,  that  what  he 
had  said  upon  the  matter  was  in  directly 
the  contra^  direction.  His  argument  was 
that  the  board  which  he  proposed  would 
be  an  efficient  instrument  in  preparing 
a  scheme  for  the  purpose.  

Snt  WALTEE  B.  BABTTELOT 
asked  what  the  board  was  which  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  proposed.  He  proposed 
that  one-third  should  be  magistrates,  and 
that  the  remainder  should  be  elected 
by  the  Unions ;  but  tiiose  Unions  had 
not  always  the  intere^  of  the  county  at 
heart,  because  they  were  situated  in 
different  counties.  They  must  consider 
that.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend  said, 
Take  what  you  have  got — ^petty  sessional 
divisions  which  did  not  overli^  other 
counties  and  parishes — ^let  them  elect 
representatives.  He  (Sir  Wadter  B. 
Barttelot)  was  not  going  further  than 
that.  He  considered  that  his  right  hoa. 
Friend  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  was  ri^ht  in 
adopting  the  p^ty  sessional  district  as 
the  electoral  area.  It  was  the  best 
scheme  that  came  to  hand,  would  be 
more  easily  carried  out  than  any  other, 
and  would  give  an  efficient  body  of  men. 
Then,  as  to  direct  representation,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Chester  (Mr. 
Dodson)  wanted  a  scheme  which  would 
teach  these  men  to  vote  for  county 
representation.  But  that,  of  all  things, 
was  not  wanted. 

Mr.  dodson  had  only  said  that  in- 
cidentally that  would  be  Uie  effect. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
wanted  to  have  these  boards  kept  ab- 
solutely free  £rom  politics.  They  did 
not  want  talking,  officious  men,  bat 
members  who  would  discharge  their 
duty  in  the  best  interest  of  their  county, 
totally  irrespective  of  politics.  He  was, 
therefore,  entirely  opposed  to  direct 
election.  Considering  the  importance  of 
these  boards,  and  the  number  of  duties 
that  would  be  imposed  on  them,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  elected,  not  for 
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one  year  but  for  three,  if  not  for  fiye 
years.  If  they  were  to  hare  oontrol  with 
regard  to  turnpikes,  rirers,  the  building 
of  schoolsi  asylums,  &c.,  time  must  be 
tfiven  to  them  to  mature  their  plans.  The 
duties  which  they  had  once  imdertaken 
they  would  like  to  oarry  to  a  successful 
termination.  With  regard  to  turnpikes, 
which  were  being  destroyed  as  &8t  as 
possible,  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed 
that  they  should  be  handed  over  to  these 
county  boards,  and  he  proposed  that  in 
certain  cases  they  shoula  be  enabled  to 
erect  a  toll.  Now  he  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  for  one,  totally  dissented 
from  the  proposition  to  give  them  the 
power  of  erecting  toUs.  If  it  had  been 
thought  wise  to  do  away  with  tolls,  he 
was  certain  it  would  be  unwise  and  im- 
politic to  erect  tolls.  There  should  be 
some  way  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty. 
Surely  those  on  the  other  side  who  re- 
presented towns  must  see  that  the  main 
traffic  was  between  town  and  town. 
Take  Leeds  and  Bradford,  take  Man- 
chester and  Oldham,  or  Sheffield  and 
Botherham,  or  any  other  towns  you 
wished  to  name,  and  then  see  wheUier 
the  putting  of  tolls  just  outside  those 
large  towns  would  not  be  very  detri- 
mental to  them.  Surely  some  arrange- 
ment could  be  arrived  at  by  which  the 
towns,  for  the  benefit  of  wmch  more  or 
less  these  tumkike  roads  were  made, 
should  pay  a  small  proportion  of  the 
county  rate.  Oonsiderinff  the  enormous 
omnibus  traffic  in  towns  like  Manchester, 
he  thought  that  traffic  might  fairly  be 
charged  by  itself.  There  were  few  people 
who  knew  anything  about  rivers  or  Com- 
missions of  Sewers  who  would  not  like 
to  learn  froqi  his  right  hon.  Friend  how 
far  he  meant  the  control  over  matters  of 
that  kind  to  be  undertaken  by  a  county 
board.  In  all  our  counties  where  tiiere 
were  tidal  and  other  rivers  there  were 
Gommissions  of  Sewers.  Did  his  right 
hon.  Friend  mean  to  sweep  away  those 
Commissions  and  to  give  to  the  county 
board  authority  in  such  matters  f  Those 
who  lived  on  we  spot  knew  more  about 
those  matters  than  persons  who  lived  at 
a  distance.  With  reference  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Soutii 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  as  to  work- 
houses and  schools,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  it  was  a  most  important  thing 
to  curtail  out-door  relief.  Ho  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  had  said  that  for  years. 
He  had  pressed  upon  Quardians  that  a 


lavish  expenditure  in  out-door  relief  was 
one  of  the  most  mischievous  things  as 
fSar  as  the  people  of  this  country  were 
concerned,  and  in  order  to  make  an  im- 
provement in  the  system,  in  more  than 
one  rural  district  ^ey  might  combine 
the  Unions  together;  while  the'  work- 
house children  might  be  educated  out- 
side. The  schools  in  the  workhouses 
were  not  to  be  compared  with  those  out- 
side, and  if  the  children  could  be  brought 
up  in  a  different  atmosphere  a  good  work 
would  be  done.  He  had  also  always  been 
in  favour  of  imbecile  and  harmless  lima- 
tics  being  kept  in  proper  and  certified 
workhouses,  mstead  of  oeing  sent  to  the 
costly  lunatic  asylmns ;  and  he  hoped 
this  would  now,  should  this  Bill  become 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  be  carried  out. 
Looking  at  the  whole  matter  before  the 
House,  their  great  object  ought  to  be  to 
have  such  a  board  as  should  not  only 
carry  out  all  the  matters  which  would 
be  entrusted  to  it  to  its  own  satisfac- 
tion, but  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  coun- 
ties as  well  and  of  the  country  generally. 
Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  thoroughly 
agreed  in  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot) as  to  the  way  in  which  magistrates 
had  discharged  their  duties  with  regard 
to  the  finances  of  coimties.  No  bo^  of 
men  could  have  managed  matters  more 
better  or  economically  than  the  magi- 
strates. Neither  did  he  think  there 
would  be  any  great  jealousy  between 
Quardians  as  a  class  and  magistrates  as 
a  class.  In  feust,  a  feeling  of  mutual 
confidence  was  often  manifested  between 
the  two  classes.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  as  to  the  making  of  the 
petty  sessional  district  a  imit  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Bill.  He  thought  there 
were  many  reasons  against  the  petty 
sessional  system,  and  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Oenueman  would  re-consider  that 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  most  important 
question  brought  forward  was  the  area, 
because  when  it  had  been  decided  upon 
in  the  Bill  it  would  remain  the  area  for 
all  time  to  come.  But  as  to  the  mode  of 
election,  whether  direct  or  indirect,  and 
the  tenure  of  office,  that  could  be  altered 
in  the  future.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  there  were  180 
Unions  that  overlapped  counties,  and 
that  arrangements  would  have  to  be 
provided  for  400  different  Unions.    He 
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(Mr.  Hibbert)  was  qnite  prepared  to 
admit  that  special  arrangements  would 
have  to  be  provided,  although  his  right 
hon.  Friend  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  the  boundaries  would  be  so  altered 
as  to  be  coterminous  with  the  counties. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  were  so  many 
reasons  against  fixingupon  petty  sessional 
districts  as  areas  that  he  was  hopeful  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  not  perserere 
with  that  part  of  his  Bill.  What  he 
would  advise  was,  that  they  should  be 
satisfied  with  leaving  the  clause  to  be 
considered  by  the  county  boards  when 
elected,  and  that  they  should  at  present 
accept  the  Union  for  their  unit.  Until 
the  question  of  boundaries  was  con- 
sidered by  the  county  boards  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  accepting  his 
(Mr.  Hibbert's)  own  proposal,  providmg 
that  Guardians  of  Unions  wMch  over- 
lapped counties  should  vote  in  the 
counties  in  which  they  resided.  The 
change  would  certainly  be  no  greater 
than  that  proposed  in  the  Bill.  As 
between  Umons  and  petty  sessional  dis- 
tricts, the  adoption  of  the  Union  as  the 
unit  would  slightly  reduce  the  number 
of  persons  to  be  elected,  but  would  give 
a  fairer  representation.  Another  point 
in  the  Bill  to  which  he  thought  it  right 
to  call  attention  was  that  in  petty  ses- 
sional districts  the  towns  which  had  a 
court  of  quarter  sessions  wotdd  not  be 
represented.  While  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  towns  with  courts  of  quarter 
sessions  did  not  contribute  to  the  county 
rates,  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Bolton, 
and  Wigan  contributed  to  the  general 
purposes  account,  for  Militia  store- 
houses, and  to  the  asylums  no  less  than 
£8,000.  If  a  board  was  to  be  a  real 
county  board,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
boroughs,  which  contributed  to  the 
county  finances  for  a  variety  of  pur- 
poses, could  be  lefb  without  the  repre- 
sentation which  the  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  give  them.  [Mr.  Solater-Booth  said, 
he  beHeved  those  arrangements  were 
peculiar  to  Lancashire.]  Perhaps  that 
was  so;  but  there  were,  or  would  be, 
reasons  why  all  boroughs  should  have 
representatives;  and  one  reason  wotdd 
be  furnished  by  the  proposal  to  make 
the  boards  courts  of  appeal  in  matters 
of  assessment,  instead  of  the  courts  of 
quarter  sessions.  He  objected  to  the 
petty  sessional  districts  being  the  areas 
of  election,  because  it  would  be  intro- 
ducing another  new  electoral  district, 
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another  anomaly  into  local  government, 
and  adding  to  the  chaos  which  at  pre- 
sent existed.  As  to  direct  or  double 
election,  there  was  much  to  be  said  on 
both  sides ;  and  while,  on  the  one  hand, 
there  were  good  men  who  did  not  like  to 
go  through  a  contest  for  office,  yet,  on 
liie  other,  direct  election  was  more  in 
accordance  with  the  present  system.  He 
could  state  that  there  was  a  growing 
feeling  in  favour  of  GkiardianB  being 
elected  for  three  years,  instead  of  as 
now  for  one  year  only.  He  would  further 
suggest,  that  as  it  was  a  tentative  Bill  it 
might  only  be  passed  for  a  limited  period, 
say,  for  three  or  six  years,  and  tnen  re- 
considered. They  were  all  anxious  to 
get  the  best  boards  possible,  and  in  the 
meantime  it  might  be  ascertained  how 
far  the  proposals  contained  in  the  mea- 
sure, when  adopted,  had  answered  the 
purpose  they  had  in  view.  He  was, 
however,  very  anxious  not  to  add  to  the 
difficulties  and  anomalies  of  the  preeent 
system ;  and  therefore  he  hoped  that  the 
Union  would  be  taken  as  &ie  unit  for 
the  elections,  that  being  the  unit  for  all 
administrative  purposes.  Li  conclusion, 
he  thought  the  questions  raised  by  the 
Bill  were  so  important  that  they  might 
well  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House 
not  for  one  night  only,  but  for  several 
nights. 

Bm  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  first  introduction 
of  the  Bill  a  hope  was  expressed  bj  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
that  no  political  or  Party  feeling  would 
be  imported  into  the  discussion,  and  he 
(Sir BaldwynLeiffhton)  ventured  humbly 
and  hngo  intervaUo  to  re-echo  that  hope. 
Perhaps,  therefore,  he  mighjt  be  allowed 
to  observe  that  at  least  up  to  this  point 
the  discussion  had  been  singularly  &ee 
from  any  Party  bias,  and  he  trusted  it 
mieht  so  continue  if  they  were  to  get  a 
real  practical  measure.  He  should 
hardly  venture  to  take  an  active  or 
prominent  part  in  such  an  important 
discussion,  had  he  not  for  some  time 
past  taken  an  active  share  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  a  county  and  also  of  a  Poor 
Law  Union  that  had  been  looked  upon 
as  very  favourable  examples  of  local 
administration  and  government;  and, 
vnth  the  practical  experience  of  those 
localities  before  him,  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Bill  was  singularly 
well  ada{)ted  for  carrying  out  the  prin- 
ciples wnich  it  undertook — namely,  the 
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Belf-govemment  in  the  counties.  To-day 
they  were,  of  courfle,  discuBsing   the 
principles.     At  the  proper  time  there 
would  be  Amendments  in  detail  to  be 
submitted ;  but  the  points  chiefly  ob- 
jected to  on  principle  were,  he  thought, 
the  mode  of  election  and  the  area  of 
election.     In  a  lesser  degree  also  the 
term  of  office  touched  on  a  principle. 
Now  as  regarded  the  mode  of  election — 
that  was  the  principle  of  double  election 
herein  embodied — a   broad  distinction 
might    be   drawn  between    legislative 
bodies,  which  might  or  might  not  be 
constituted  by  direct  populiur  election, 
and  administrative  bodies,  which  should 
not,  in  his  opinion,  be  so  constituted. 
Indeed,  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  if  it  were  proposed  to  constitute 
these  boards  by  direct  election  this  mea- 
sure, which  had   his   hearty  support, 
would  have  his  strenuous  opposition ; 
the  best  men  would  decline  to  come  for- 
ward, and  our  whole  local  government 
would  be  ruined.     There  was  another 
principle  contained  in  this  mode  of  elec- 
tion which  he  would  designate  ''local 
election."    A  Guardian  was  elected  by 
the  ratepayers  of  his  parish  who  knew 
him,   and  the  elective  member  of  the 
board  would  be,  imder  this  Bill,  elected 
by  his  brother  Gnardians,  who  also  knew 
him  personally.    But  if  he  were  to  pre- 
sent himself  to  the  whole  Union  there 
would  be  an  end  of  that  personal  or 
local  election,  and  the  worst  candidate, 
not  the  best,  would  generally  be  elected. 
Then,  as  to  the  area,  he  confessed  he  was 
himself  taken  by  surprise  at  the  pro- 
posal to  adopt  petty  sessional  distncts. 
*Al8o,  he  entirely  agreed  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  and  on  the  Liberal  side 
that  ceteris  paribus  the  Union  would  be 
the  best,  as  the  most  important,  local 
body,  to  send  representatives.    Further, 
he  agreed  that  a  better  selection  mieht 
be  made  by  men  with  whom  the  e^- 
tive  representative  should  have  trans- 
acted business ;  but  the  difficulty  of  re- 
ducing the  Unions  to  the  dimensions  of 
the   counties,    which    applied   also    to 
sanitary  and  highway  districts,  was  for 
the  present  insurmountable.    It  would 
cause  a  delay  of  three  years  to  create 
a  Boundary  Commission  to  correct  the 
overlapping  and  to  act  on  it,  causing 
at  the  same  time  endless  local  difficul- 
ties and  heart-burnings.    Therefore,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  petty 
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sessional  division,  the  only  one  conter- 
minous with  the  countv,  was,  at  least 
for  the  present,  the  right  one  to  adopt 
— ^it  was  the  only  practical  solution  of 
the  difficulty.    Then  as  to  term  of  office, 
it  might  be  thought  by  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  the  one  year  of 
office  wouM  be  more  democratic  than 
a  longer  term;  but,  in  fact,   the  con- 
trary was  the  case,  as   a  man  would 
have  no  weight  or  influence  until  he 
had  learnt  the  business,  which  he  could 
not  leam  in  one  year ;  he  would  alto- 
gether be  a  more  useful  member  of  the 
board  if  he  remained  three  years  or 
more  in  office  ;  and  they  had  likewise 
the  precedent  of  the    school    boards. 
But  there  was  another  class  of  objec- 
tions,  of  which  they  had  heard  very 
little  that  night — in  fact,  not  enough — 
except  a  few  words  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Muntz).    It 
was  a  feeling  held  by  many  out  of  that 
House,   as  well   as   some  within   the 
House— and,  if  he  did  not  share  their 
conclusion  entirely,  he  quite  sympathized 
with  their  reasonmg.     It  was  tne  argu- 
ment— "  Let  well  done."     The  coxmty 
business  was  almost  a  pattern  of  how 
public  business  should  be  managed ;  it 
was  administered  as  efficiently  and  eco- 
nomically, on  the  whole,  as  it  well  could 
be  by  the  magistrates.    Why  seek  to 
interfere  with  them  ?    That  was  a  very 
strong  argument  to  one  who  looked  at 
the  question  from  the  practical  point  of 
view  that  he  took  ;  but  he  submitted 
also  those  other  considerations  to  those 
who  offered  that  objection.    The  magis- 
trates who  now  managed  the  business 
so  well  would  in  every  case  be  associated 
still  to  the  Board  of  Management  of  the 
county,  and  be,  he  trusted,  supported 
by  the  elective  members  as  much  as  by 
the  magistrates  heretofore.    Then  there 
was  a  not  unnatural  aspiration  among 
the  ratepayers  to  take  a  more  active 
share  through  their  elected  representa- 
tives in  the  business.   Then,  again,  they 
would    have    many    larger    functions 
thrown  upon  those  boards,  and  it  was 
well  to  strengthen   the  foundation  to 
carry  a  heavier  weight ;  and,  lastly,  those 
boturds  would,  he  trusted,  become  suffi- 
ciently important  to  counteract  the  cen- 
tralizing tendency  of  the  day.    To  sum 
up  the  general  results,  if  the  Bill  became 
law,  he  believed  that  where  a  county 
strengthening  and  popularizing  of  local 
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had  been  well  and  effloiently  managed, 
like  his  own  connty,  there  wonld  be 
little  or  no  perceptible  differenoe ;  in 
some  there  might  be  room  for  improve- 
ment ;  in  some — yery  few,  he  trusted — 
there  might  be  a  slight  change  for  the 
worse;  that  was  in  the  expenditure ;  but 
even  that  would  be  cheaply  purchased 
at  the  strengthening  of  loccd  self-go- 
vernment. He  believed  there  were  men 
scattered  up  and  down  in  the  country  in 
every  county  of  England,  as  there  were 
in  every  community  of  this  Anglo-Saxon 
nation,  willing  and  able  to  undertake 
the  work  of  local  government,  who 
would  bring  their  best  abilities  to  the 
work  for  the  benefit  of  their  neighbours 
and  the  public ;  and,  if  he  mi^t  ven- 
ture to  go  one  step  further,  he  would 
say  that  should  that  great  House  ever 
come  by  faction,  obstruction,  or  oorrup- 
tion,  to  lose  something  of  its  old  re- 
nown— or  by  adhering  too  <dosely  to  the 
theories  of  foreign  Stotes  rather  than  to 
the  practical  teaching  of  their  own 
stately  history,  that  Assembly  should 
come  to  lessen  its  great  influence  in  the 
councils  of  the  State — ^then,  perhaps, 
those  rural  municipalities,  those  local 
parliaments  they  were  to-day  calling 
mto  existence,  might  serve  to  maintain 
in  the  countxy  the  principles  of  good 
government  and  punty  oi  administra- 
tion, which  were  me  essence  of  practical 
progress  and  of  civilization. 

Lord  EDMOISTD  FITZMAXTEIOE 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjowmed  till  Monday  next. 

LICENSING  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Mr.  Staveley  HiU,  Mr,  Mundella,  Mr.  Heath.) 

[bill  82.]      OOMHITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Stavehy  Hill) 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
hoped  they  would  have  some  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Government  before 
they  proceeded  with  this  Bill.  A  Com- 
mittee had  been  sitting  on  the  subject 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  believed 
there  was  an  understanding  that  no 
measure  of  this  desoription  should  be 

Sir  BMwyn  Loighton 


prooeeded  with  in  that  House  unfil  a 
Keport  had  been  received  from  the 
House  of  Lords.  

Mb.  statelet  HILL  said,  that 
although  he  would  have  no  objection  to 
postponing  the  Committee  until  Monday, 
it  musfc  not  be  taken  Hiat  he  consented 
to  an  adjournment  of  the  Bill  until  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
reported.  They  had  the  whole  of  the 
evidence;  but  as  it  seemed  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  Hiat  it  was  not  ad- 
visable to  proceed  with  the  Bil)  at  that 
hour — 10  minutes  to  12 — ^he  would  eon- 
sent  that  it  should  be  taken  for  Monday. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  }ie  hoped  that 
the  GKivemment  would  give  some  ex- 
mression  of  opinion  on  the  subject.  The 
Bill  would  affect  a  v^y  important  daas 
of  trade,  and  he  thought  that,  con- 
sidering the  very  many  thousands  of 
people  who  were  connected  with  this 
Bill,  and  would  be  seriously  affected, 
and  seeing  that  the  Bill  was  introduced 
witiiout  a  word,  and  the  second  reading 
was  agreed  to  without  a  word,  that  the 
Government  were  bound  to  state  tk^ 
views  upon  it.  If  this  were  not  done, 
he  should  take  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  MQUOBS  ON 

SUNDAY  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Th$  (y Conor  Don^  Mr.  Ridhard    Smyths    Mr. 
Charles  Lewie,  Mr.  Jamee  Corry,  Mr.  William 
JohnetoHf  Mr.  Deaee,  Mr.  Diekeon,  Mr.  Bed- 
numd.) 

[bill  44.]      GOMMITTBB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Conmiittee . 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  trusted  at  that 
hour  of  the  night  the  Bill  would  not  be 
proceeded  with.  There  were  very  many 
Amendments,  some  of  which  would 
take  a  day  to  discuss,  and  therefore  he 
should  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  mopoeoA, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pix^;Tes8, 


and    ask   leave  to 
O'SnOmm.) 


sit    again." — {Mr. 
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Thb  O'CONOB  don  thouffht  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  yery  reasonable  in  mov- 
ing  immediately  after  going  into  Com- 
mittee to  report  Progress.  The  hon. 
Member  knew  the  dimoulties  which  a 
priyate  Member  had  to  contend  with  in 
bringing  forward  a  measure  of  this  sort. 
He  thought  they  mieht  make  some  pro- 
gress in  the  Bill  before  adioummff, 
and  he  did  not  see  w^  at  that  early 
hour  of  the  night  the  Onairman  shotdd 
report  Progress.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  that  there  were  very  many 
Amendments.  That  being  so,  he  re- 
garded it  as  a  greater  necessity  for  pro- 
ceeding with  them  until  they  came  to 
the  usual  hour. 

Mr.  O'SULUYAN  remarked  that 
many  of  the  Members  who  were  opposed 
to  the  Bill  were  under  the  impression 
that  it  would  not  come  on  that  night, 
and  had  consequently  left  the  House. 
The  first  Amendment  was  one  of  the 
most  important  Amendments  to  the  Kll, 
and  would  occupy,  at  least,  half  a  day ; 
therefore,  he  conndered  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  proceed  wil^  it  at  that  time 
of  the  nis^ht. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  reminded 
hon.  Members  that  Gbyemment  assist- 
ance to  obtain  them  a  day  had  been 
E remised,  and  imder  those  circumstances 
e  saw  no  occasion  for  proceeding  with 
the  Bill  at  that  time.  It  was  a  yery 
serious  question.  There  had  been  a 
yei^  important  Bill  before  the  House, 
which wasezpected to  last  all  theeyening, 
and  it  had  lasted  all  the  eyening ;  and 
now  this  important  Bill  came  on  when 
many  Members  interested  had  left.  He 
trusted  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr.  STAOPOOLE  hoped  the  Bill 
would  not  be  proceeded  with  now. 

Mb.  OOBkY  pointed  out  that  the 
House  frequently  considered  important 
questions  at  a  later  hour  than  that. 

8m  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  that 
if  his  hon.  Eriend  postponed  going  on 
with  the  debate  they  should  haye  some 
promise  that  they  would  do  what  they 
really  could  to  allow  this  question  to 
come  on  for  consideration.  We  were 
told  eariy  in  the  Session  that  the  Qo- 
yemmentwouldgiyefaoilitiesforthepass- 
ing  of  this  measure.  Nothina^  special, 
howeyer,  had  been  done ;  and  if  the  Go- 
yemment  would  state  what  they  would 
really  do  it  would  satisfy  all  parties. 


Mr.  ASSHETON  OILOSS  obsenred 
that  all  he  had  to  say  on  the  part  of  the 
Gk>yemment  was  that  they  would  do 
whateyer  was  conyenient  to  the  Irish 
Members.  They  did  not  want  to  inter- 
fere one  way  or  the  other,  and  the  ques- 
tion was  for  the  Irish  Members  to  say 
whether  they  should  begin  or  not. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  as  to  the  position  in  which 
he  stood  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  this 
measure.  The  Bill  had  come  on  at  an 
hour  at  which  they  usually  transacted 
Public  Business,  and  it  would  not  be  un- 
reasonable to  make  what  progress  they 
could.  He  was  perfectly  aware  that  the 
GK)y«mment  had  giyen  a  pledge  that 
they  would  giye  fatties  for  the  passing 
of  this  Bill.  They  had  not,  howeyer, 
distinctly  told  them  that  ^ey  would 
giye  up  GK)yeniment  time  day  after  day 
until  the  Bill  was  passed ;  and  therefore 
it  would  not  be  reasonable  to  expect  that 
priyate  Members,  at  an  hour  at  which 
they  usually  transacted  Public  Business, 
should  agree  to  giye  up  the  opportunities 
which  they  had  of  going  on  with  this 
BilL  If  ike  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  state 
to  them  that  he  would  undertake,  on 
behalf  of  the  Goyemment,  to  giye  them 
day  after  day  until  the  Bill  was  passed, 
then  he  should  feel  free  from  responsi- 
bihty,  and  would  certainly  consent  to 
rep<nrting   Progress    on    the    present 

occasion.  

ThbOHANCELLOB  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  that  it  was  desirable  that 
there  should  be  no  mistake  as  to  the  po- 
sition of  the  Goyemment  in  regard  to 
this  BilL  They  agreed  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  tne  Bill,  on  the  under- 
standing that  they  would  propose  certain 
Amendments  in  Committee.  If  these 
Amendments  should  be  substantially 
adopted,  the  Goyemment  would  be 
prepared  to  do  what  reasonably  lay  in 
their  power  to  facilitate  the  passing  of 
the  Bill ;  but  if  the  Amendments  were 
rejected,  the  Goyemment  would  be  in  a 
difPerent  position.  With  regard  to  the 
present  cQscussion,  he  supposed  it  had 
been  quite  a  chance  that  the  Bill  had 
been  reached  this  ey^ng ;  and  it  was 
for  those  who  were  interested  in  the  dis- 
cussion to  decide  whether  they  would 
or  would  not  proceed  with  it  to-night. 
That  was  a  matter  on  which  the  Goyem- 
ment cixjpretsed  no  opinion ;  buthecould 
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give  no  promise  now,  before  the  dis- 
cussioii  of  the  Amendments,  that  he 
would  giye  Gk)yemment  days  for  the 
BiU. 

Thb  O'OONOE  don  said,  that  after 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  give  his  consent  to  reporting 
Progress,  without  endearouring,  at 
least,  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  subject. 

Sm  WILFEID  LAWSON  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  limeridc  (Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van)  would  withdraw  his  Motion.  After 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  it  was  important  that  they 
should  get  through  with  the  Amend- 
ments, and  they  were  now  in  a  position 
to  discuss  them. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  thought  that  it 
was  really  unreasonable  to  ask  them  to 
go  on  with  the  Bill  to-night 

Mb.  WiliTWOETH  thought  it  was 
most  unreasonable  that  hon.  Members 
should  prevent  the  progress  of  a  Bill 
which  was  so  strongly  desired  by  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sulliyan) 
would  persevere  with  his  Motion.  Seve- 
ral hon.  Members  interested  in  this  Bill 
were  not  present.  His  hon.  Colleague 
the  Member  for  Dublin  was  not  here  ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  Cork 
was  not  here ;  and  he  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Eosoommon 
(the  O'Conor  Don)  would  not  persist  in 
taking  advantage  of  that  which  was 
really  a  surprise. 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  they  would  place  those 
who,  like  himself,  had  always  supported 
it.  He  represented  a  county — Meath — 
which  was  in  favour  of  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill,  and  nearly  all  the  Irish 
counties  appeared  to  take  the  same  view. 
He  had  always  himself  felt  considerable 
doubts  as  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  had  never  felt  himself  sufficiently 
justified  in  going  against  the  declared 
wishes  of  his  constituents  in  regard  to  a 
matter  which  concerned  only  themselves. 
He  had,  therefore,  always  felt  it  right 
to  support  this  Bill  in  its  previous  stages. 
He  understood  from  the  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  would  give  every  facility  to  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill,  provided  certain  Go- 

Tke  G' Conor  Don 


vemment  Amendments  were  agreed  to 
by  the  House.  The  principles  of  the 
Gfovemment  Amendments,  he  believed, 
did  not  afiEect  the  counties.  They  re- 
lated to  certain  towns  in  Ireland  with  a 
certain  population ;  and  therefore,  repre- 
senting the  wishes  of  a  county,  he  fdt 
absolved  from  any  opposition  to  these 
Amendments.  The  proposition  which 
the  Government  had  made  was  that,  if 
these  Amendments  were  adopted,  they 
would  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  BiU ; 
and  if  its  promoters  insisted  in  oppos- 
ing the  Motion  to  report  Progress,  he 
would  feel  compelled  to  walk  out  of  the 
House. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  seemed  to  be  under 
the  impression  that,  in  the  remarks 
which  he  (the  O'Conor  Don)  had  made, 
he  refused  to  accept  the  Amendments  of 
the  Government.  He  certcunly  never 
intended  to  convey  any  such  idea.  The 
Government  Amendments  had  not  been 
proposed ;  they  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  discussing  mem ;  but  when  l^ey  were 
proposed,  if  there  was  any  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  in  their  favour,  he 
thought  it  was  very  likely  that  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  would  accept  them. 
It  was  out  of  his  power  to  answer  for 
others,  or  to  give  any  pledge  that  the 
Government  Amendments  would  be 
agreed  to ;  but  his  own  opinion  was, 
that  they  should  accept  the  Amendments 
of  the  Government,  upon  the  conditions 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated — name^,  that  the  GOvemment 
would  ffive  every  opportunity  for  passing 
the  BiU.  He  himself  could  give  no 
pledge  for  others ;  but  he  did  not  want 
it  to  be  supposed  that  he  declined  to 
aoc^t  the  Government  Amendments. 

Mb.  PAGET  said,  that  this  important 
measure  affected  the  interests  of  Ireland, 
and  it  had  come  on  as  a  surprise,  and 
that  it  would  be  quite  unreasonable  to 
ask  them  to  proceed  with  it  to-night. 

Db.  ward  said,  that  the  assertion 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  surprise  asto- 
nished him.  This  Bill  had  passed  the 
House  several  times,  and  he  regarded 
the  attempt  to  obstruct  it  now  as  an 
attempt  to  prevent  effect  being  given  to 
the  public  opinion  of  Ireland.  [*'No, 
no !  'n  Well,  the  enormous  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  had  voted  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,    It  had  been  most  amply 
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disouBsedi  and  the  efforts  wMoli  had 
been  made  to  defeat  it  had  proceeded 
from  a  verr  email  number  of  Members. 
To  tell  the  House  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  surprise  was,  to  him,  a  most 
extraordinary  statement,  the  more  par- 
ticularly as  the  hon.  Member  for  Eos- 
common  (the  O'Conor  Don)  had  not 
pressed  the  adrantafi^e  which  he  pos- 
sessed when  this  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee a  few  days  ago.  The  reward 
which  the  hon.  Member  receired  for  his 
moderation  was  the  attempt  now  made 
to  resist  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  The 
House  had  time  after  time  approved 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
most  extraordinary  that  they  should  be 
asked  to  give  up  the  advantage  which 
they  had  obtained. 

Mb.  WHBELHOUSE  said,  it  was 
abundantly  clear  that  there  was  a  mistake 
somewhere,  and  it  was  a  very  easy  matter 
to  find  out  and  explain  it.  The  error  was 
one  of  words  merely — the  fact  remained. 
So  far  as  this  matter  being  on  the  Paper 
was  concerned,  it  was  not,  and  could  not 
be,  any  surprise  to  anybody ;  but  it  was 
unusual,  and  therefore  not  only  a  surprise 
but  a  great  surprise  that  this — the  10th 
Order  of  the  Day — an  Order,  moreover,'8o 
important  as  it  was,  should,  by  the  merest 
accident  in  the  world,  have  been  reached, 
and  should,  therefore,  have  come  on  for 
discussion  when  a  very  large  number  of 
the  Members  for  Irish  constituencies  had 
left  for  the  night,  never  expecting  the 
Order  would,  or  could,  be  reached.  That 
was  the  only  mistake.  Let  them  look  at 
the  empty  benches  at  this  moment,  and 
could  anybody  believe  that  the  opinion 
given  by  so  few  Members  would  be 
taken  as  the  general  views  of  the  House 
on  a  question  of  such  magnitude  and  im- 
portance. Eeally,  to  discuss  the  matter 
under  such  circumstances  was  little  short 
of  an  insult  to  Ireland  itself.  It  was  well 
known  that  this  Bill  did  not  affect  the 
interests  of  those  who  were  promoting 
it;  but  it  applied  exclusively  to  those 
who,  comparatively  speaking,  were  un- 
able to  make  themselves  heard  in  that 
House.  It  would  be  most  unfair,  un- 
wise, and  unjust,  to  proceed  at  this  hour 
of  the  night  with  even  one  stage  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  a  measure  which  involved 
one  of  the  greatest  principles  of  Imperial 
legislation,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  ad- 
vanced a  single  step  at  such  a  time.  It  was 
only  right  to  say  tnat  he  was  not  one  of 
those  who  cared  about  excluding  or  ex- 

VOL.  OOXXlCVn.  [THnu)  sBEnss.] 


emptinff  certain  places  from  the  opera- 
tions of  the  measure.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  altogether  as  an  attempt  to  carry 
into  effect  the  very  worst  and  most  ob- 
jectionable form  of  class  legislation.  It 
was  useless  to  deny,  by  those  who  would, 
no  doubt,  very  willingly  do  so  if  they 
could,  that  it  was  a  Bill  brought  in  at 
the  instance  of  a  certain  number  of  irre- 
sponsible people— teetotallers  and  Sab- 
batarians— ^both  in  England  and  Ireland, 
and  they  aU  knew  who  were  the  wire- 
pullers who  worked  behind  the  scenes.  In 
a  matter  of  thiskind  they  were  notthere  to 
legislate  for  the  '*  Upper  Ten  Thousand.'' 
Much  as  he  respected  some  of  them  on 
other  subjects,  on  this  he  did  not  care  a 
single  straw  for  the  Bishops,  nor  did  he 
value  the  opinions  of  the  aristocratic  ele- 
ment. What  he  wanted  to  arrive  at  was 
the  uncontrolled  and  free  view  of  the 
peasant.  Those  who  had  signed  and  pro- 
fessed to  desire  the  passing  of  this  mea- 
sure not  only  had  their  own  cellars,  but 
knew  how  to  use  them.  In  fact,  there 
was  not  a  sin^e  thing  which  they  denied 
themselves.  Why,  then,  should  they  seek 
legislatively,  as  in  truth  they  were  now 
doinff,  to  coerce  the  peasant  class  of  Ire- 
land? Why  should  he  be  asked  to  help  that 
class  which  was  not  affected  by  the  mea- 
sure, at  the  expense  of  those  classes  who 
were  ?  If  these  persons  wished  to  avoid 
going  into  public-houses,  nobody  asked 
or  compeUed  them  to  enter  one,  and  by 
all  means  let  them  keep  away ;  but  they 
had  no  right  to  deny  to  a  whole  people, 
as  it  was  thus  sought  to  do,  their  common 
food  and  sustenance,  and  that  mainly  to 
support  a  crotchet. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  there 
was  a  very  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Motion.  Only  a  short  time 
ago  one  of  the  cities  which  it  was 
proposed  to  exempt  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  presented  a  Petition,  signed 
by  2,700  persons,  against  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  about  the  same 
number  had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
BlU  ;  but  he  had  also  reason  to  believe 
that  within  the  next  few  days  another 
Petition  would  be  presented  against  the 
Bin  which  would  be  signed  by  upwards 
of  4,000  persons,  as  well  as  several  very 
large  Petitions  in  its  favour.  That  Petition 
came,  he  was  told,  principally  from  arti- 
zans,  and  it  showed  that  it  was  only  at  this 
stage  of  the  agitation  that  public  opinion 
was  becoming  directed  towards  the  mea- 
sure among  persons  of  one  set  of  opi- 
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nions.  Under  these  ciroumetances,  with 
a  long  Session  before  them  and  the  Go- 
vemmentpledged  to  give  proper  facilities 
for  the  discussion  of  me  Bill,  he  conld  not 
understand,  what  the  motive  was  for 
pressing  it  forward  at  12  o'clock  at  night, 
except  that  it  was  desired  to  pass  into 
its  details  without  ^ill  discussion  and 
before  the  various  Petitions  could 
reach.  He  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eoscommon  (ihe  O'Conor  Don) 
to  treat  the  Bill  as  he  would  treat  a  Go- 
vernment Bill  if  an  important  pubHc 
measure  were  endeavoured  to  be  forced 
on  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night.  If 
such  a  course  were  attempted  by  the 
Government  it  would  be  resisted  by  the 
House,  and  the  Government  would  be 
compelled  to  postpone  the  Bill,  and  to 
fix  a  reasonable  day  and  hour  for  re- 
suming it.  He  cotdd  not  conceive  how 
the  hon.  Member  could  suffer  any  injury 
by  postponing  the  Bill.  If  the  hon. 
Member  was  perfectly  sure  of  his  case, 
and  believed  it  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  feeling  of  the  Irish  people,  the  only 
result  of  postponing  it  would  be  to  se- 
cure in  its  favour  a  still  stronger  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  and  to  ensure  that 
the  issue  would  be  fairly  tried. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  cer- 
tainly  vote  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
discussion,  and  he  asked  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  recollect  how  it  was  that  so  early 
in  the  Session  they  had  arrived  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roscommon  (the  O'Conor 
Don),  on  the  Monday  afber  the  meeting 
of  Parliament,  put  this  Bill  down  upon 
the  Paper  for  a  second  reading.  It  was 
expected  that  the  Government  would 
move  the  postponement  of  the  Orders  of 
the  Day,  so  that  the  Gbvemment  Business 
might  be  brought  on;  and  very  few  hon. 
Members  had  any  idea  that  this  Bill 
would  come  on  upon  that  particular  day. 
It  did,  however,  come  on,  and  passed  a 
second  reading,  few  only  being  present 
to  oppose  it,  and  it  was  thought  unwise 
to  challenge  a  division.  On  the  following 
Wednesday  it  was  put  down  again  for 
Committee,  and  a  curious  thing— one 
that  was  almost  unprecedented — hap- 
pened. The  House  adjourned  at  10 
minutes  to  1  o'clock ;  but,  before  doing 
so,  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon 
moved  the  House  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill.  Nobody  had  expected  that  the 
Bill  would  come  on,  as  an  important 
Scotch  Bill  was  on  the  Notice  Paper 

Mr,  0^  8hau0hnes8ff 


before  it ;  but  owing  to  an  informality 
when  the  second  reading  was  moved,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  ruled 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  proceeded  with. 
He  (Mr.  Onslow)  thought  the  measure 
was  one  of  very  great  importance.  He 
might  be  told  that  the  mmority  against 
it  was  comparatively  small.  He  did 
not  care  how  small  the  minority  was, 
but  he  should  always  give  his  vote  so 
as  to  prevent  the  Bill  from  passing  if 
possible.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
wish  to  be  an  obstructionist.  He  wanted 
to  ensure  for  the  Bill' a  fall,  fair,  and 
free  discussion.  A  Session  or  two  ago, 
he  believed,  the  Bill  passed  a  second 
reading  by  a  majority  of  50;  but  he 
thought  that  many  hon.  Members  who 
voted  for  the  second  reading  then  were 
very  sorry  that  they  did  so,  considering 
the  way  in  which  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  before  them  since.  He  sinceo^y 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon 
would  agree  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
discussion,  and  that  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  force  on  so  important  a  Bill  in 
such  a  thin  House.  There  was  another 
reason  why  he  objected  to  that  stage  of 
the  Bill  being  taken.  Judging  from  the 
cheers  which  came  from  both  sides  of 
the  House  that  evening,  when  a  New 
Writ  was  moved  for  the  City  of  York, 
he  gathered  that  they  now  had  a  very 
popular  Chief  Secrete^  for  Ireland ;  but 
the  hon.'  Gentleman  who  had  recently 
accepted  that  appointment  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther;  had  not  yet  had  time  to  go  into  the 
detcols  of  this  measure.  It  was,  there- 
fore, only  fair  to  that  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  Bill,  and  of  saying  whe- 
ther he  approved  of  the  measure  or  not. 
For  these  reasons  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  hoped 
the  House  would  not,  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, proceed  further  with  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  limerick, 
had  told  them  that  further  Petitions 
were  coming  in.  Let  them  wait,  then, 
and  see  the  nature  of  these  Petitions, 
and  ascertain  what  the  real  feeling  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  was.  Probably  it 
would  have  changed,  now  that  they  saw 
there  was  a  chance  of  the  Bill  being 
rushed  through  the  House.  It  was 
quite  certain  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  more  excited  now  in  regard  to  the 
measure  than  they  had  been  up  to  this 
time.  He  did  not  care  what  some  un- 
fortunate people  among  his  constituentB 
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miglit  liare  to  sa^  upon  the  question. 
He  had  oetrtainlj  been  very  much  blamed 
by  a  certain  seotion  among  them  for 
having  opposed  this  Bill.  Ail  he  could 
say,  in  his  place  in  the  House,  was  that 
he  did  not  care  what  any  particular 
section  of  his  constituents  might  say; 
but  he  would  still  endeayour  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  in  ever^  possible  way.  He 
opposed  it,  in  the  first  place,  because  he 
beueyed  it  to  be  a  restriction  upon  the 
liberties  of  the  people;  secondly,  because 
he  fecuredthat,  if  it  were  passed,  it  would 
only  lead  to  an  increase  of  drunkenness ; 
and  thirdly,  because  he  beliered  it  was 
exceptional  legislation,  that  was  not  in 
accordance  witn  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people ;  and  because,  if  it  were  passed 
for  Ireland,  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  or  some  other  hon. 
Member,  would  bring  in  a  similar  Bill 
next  Session  for  England.  Under  cir- 
cumstances almost  unique,  he  was  pre- 
cluded at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  from 
entering  into  any  lengthened  discussion 
on  its  merits  or  demerits — imdue  haste, 
as  he  thought,  haying  been  exercised  in 
bringing  it  to  its  present  forward  stage. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  certainly  yote 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate ;  and 
he  trusted  the  Committee  would  see  that 
there  was  really  no  necessity  for  passing 
the  Bill  hastily. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  pointed  out  that  for 
three  Sessions  the  question  inyolyed  in 
this  Bill  had  been  discussed  oyer  and 
oyer  again.  No  measure  had  eyer  re- 
ceiyed  a  fuller  and  fairer  discussion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  had  made  some  refer- 
ence to  Petitions  being  got  up  against 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  Now  a  Petition 
was  presented  not  long  ago,  or  rather 
two  Petitions,  purporting  to  be  signed 
by  14,000  inhabitants  of  the  town  of 
Naas,  in  Ireland,  against  the  Bill.  It 
was  a  most  singular  fact  that  such  a 
Petition  should  haye  been  procured, 
seeing  ihere  were  not  2,000  inhabitants 
which  could  be  reckoned  in  the  popula- 
tion of  that  town.  He  belieyed  it  was  a 
well-known  fact  that  the  men  most  op- 
posed to  the  Bill  in  that  House  were 
men  who  had  a  direct  interest  in  the 
liquor  traffic  in  Ireland.  They  were  the 
men  who  were  determined  to  obstruct 
the  measure  in  eyery  possible  way. 
[*' Order  !»f 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  rose  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  charge  that 


the  opponents  of  the  Bill  were  in  the 
liquor  trade.  He  (Mr.  Staopoole)  was 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  but  he  was  not  in 
the  liquor  trade. 

The  CHAntMAN  did  not  think  any- 
thing had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
whim  called  for  the  interyention  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  O'CLEEY  was  quite  willing  to 
say  at  once  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Stacpoole)  was  not  directly  inte- 
rested in  tne  liquor  trade.  But  he  was 
sure  that  those  who  were  interested  in 
that  trade  were  to  be  found  among  the 
most  persistent  opponents  of  this  mea- 
sure, and  they  manifested  the  interest 
which  they  took  in  the  welfare  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  by  the  fact  that  when 
an  effort  was  made  to  haye  the  public- 
houses  in  Ireland  closed  on  Saturday 
eyenings,  they  opposed  it  on  the  ground 
that  the  Sunday  dosing  measure  should 
first  be  settled,  and  yet  when  the  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  came  before  Parliament 
they  manifested  just  the  same  opposi- 
tion. He  trusted  that  the  present  dis- 
cussion would  be  perseyered  in,  eyen  if 
it  took  till  6  o'clock  in  the  morning.  He 
thought  it  wotdd  be  weU  worth  while  to 
adopt  that  course,  as  it  would  at  once 

g'ye  an  assurance  to  Ireland  that  the 
ouse  would  deal  properly  with  this 
measure  and  facilitate  its  progress. 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Clery)  had  pointed 
out  that  there  were  Petitions  from  the 
town  of  Naas  containing  14,000  signa- 
tures against  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  O'SuUi- 
yan)  had  himself  presented  two  of  those 
Petitions ;  but  they  came  not  only  from 
the  town  of  Naas,  but  from  the  county 
of  Kildare,  and  most  of  them  were 
signed  at  the  Curragh,  so  far  as  he  could 
learn.  He  denied  that  he  had  said  that 
the  bringing  in  of  the  Bill  at  this  hour 
of  the  night  took  the  House  by  surprise 
— what  he  had  said  was  that  arriying  at 
it  so  early  took  the  House  by  surprise, 
and  that  hon.  Members  who  opposed  it 
had  left  the  House  under  the  impression 
that  there  was  no  chance  of  its  coming 
on.  He  should  certainly  do  all  that  lay 
in  his  power  to  preyent  its  being  pro- 
ceeded with  to-night. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS  trusted  that 
the  postponement  of  the  Committee  would 
not  be  agreed  to  unless  some  under- 
standing was  arriyed  at  with  the  Gbyern- 
ment  as  to  what  they  meant  to  do  in 
reference  to  the  Bill.    A  yery  poor  re- 
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torn  was  now  being  made  for  the 
honourable  and  delicate  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eoscommon  (the 
0*Conor  Don),  who,  when  he  got  the 
House  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  the 
other  Wednesday,  declined  to  make  any 
progress  with  the  clauses  because  of 
the  absence  of  those  whom  the  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  to  be  opponents  of  the 
measure.  As  to  bringing  on  the  Bill  at 
a  conyenient  time,  they  knew  that  no 
time  would  be  conyenient  to  determined 
opponents.  If  an  adjournment  were 
now  agreed  to,  the  Goyemment  ought 
first  to  say  what  facilities  they  would 
giye  for  discussing  the  clauses  in  Com- 
mittee. If  the  sort  of  guerilla  warfare 
which  had  been  exhibited  to-night  was 
to  be  carried  on  for  the  future,  no  priyate 
Member  wotdd  eyer  haye  a  chance  of 

getting  a  Bill  through  Parliament.  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
error  in  supposing  that  the  Qt>yemment 
supported  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress. He  had  stated  already  what  the 
position  of  the  Goyemment  was — ^they 
had  agreed  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  they  had  agreed  to  put  certain 
Amendments  on  the  Paper.  If  those 
Amendments  were  in  substance  adopted, 
the  Goyemment  would  make  facilities 
for  the  Bill ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  were  not,  the  Gbyemment  could  not 
make  themselyes  responsible  for  the  mea- 
sure. They  only  pledged  themselyes  to 
haye  their  Amendments  discussed,  and 
they  leffc  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to 
pursue  what  course  they  pleased.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  diyided 
the  Committee  against  the  Motion,  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  for 
his  own  part,  would  yote  with  him. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20; 
Noes  79  :  Majority  69.  —  (Diy.  list, 
No.  12.) 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  said,  he  did 
not  appear  there  as  a  partizan,  he  had 
long  abstained  from  yotinff  against  the 
Bill ;  but  he  thought  it  impossible  to 
proceed  this  eyening,  and  he  would  there- 
fore moye  that  the  Chairman  leaye  the 
Chair.  He  could  not,  in  justice  to  the 
constituents  he  represented,  who  were  at 
that  moment  engaged  on  both  sides  in 
collecting  and  expressing  their  opinions 
on  the  subject — he  could  not,  in  justice 

Mr,  Charlei  Zewi$ 


to  those  constituents,  be  a  oonsentbg 
party  to  pressing  forward  the  Bill  at 
that  period.  They  were  now  ezprets- 
ing,  some  on  one  side,  some  on  the 
other,  their  opinions  on  the  subject.  It 
was  not  necessary  that  he  should  again 

go  through  iiie  arguments  which  had 
een  already  stated  in  fayour  of  an  ad- 
journment. They  had  a  long  Session 
before  Uiem,  so  l^at  it  was  not  necessazy 
that  i3iQj  should  discuss  ihe  Bill  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  moye  that  the 
Chairman  leaye  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair."— (Ifr.  O'Shaughnsssy.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20; 
Noes  77  :  Majority  57.  —  (Diy.  last, 
No.  18.) 

Mb.  ONSLOW  begged  now  to  moye 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress.     He 
had  one  remark  to  make  on  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  O'Clery)  had 
said.  The  hon.  Member  said  thattheprin- 
dpal  opponents  of  the  Bill  in  that  House 
dealt  in  liquor.    Now,  he  supposed  that 
he  (Mr.  Onslow)  was  one  of  the  last 
men  in  that  House  who  cotdd  be  accused 
of  haying  anything  to  do  with  the  liquor 
traffic,  except  in  regard  to  what  he  took 
himself.   Wnat  he  wanted  was  to  secure 
a  full  and  fair  discussion  for  the  BilL 
Was  it  right  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  to 
come  down  there  a  few  days  hence,  and 
say— *' This  Bill,   in  which  I  took  so 
much  interest,  has  been  passed  during 
my  absence?''  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  thought 
no  one  would  be  more  surprised  than 
the  hon.  Member  himself  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther).   Beally  they  ought  to  giye  hon. 
(Gentlemen  time  to  consider  the  matter. 
Let  them  idso  consider  who  had  been 
the  Tellers  in  the  diyision.    The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid   Lawson)    was    one    of    those 
Tellers.    He  thought  that  was  a  yeiy 
significant  fact.    It  enabled  them  to  see 
at  once  where  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
came  from,  and  where  the  money  came 
from  to  get  up  all  the  Petitions.    It  was 
not  Iiish  money,  but  English  money; 
and,  therefore,  upon  all  these  grounds, 
he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
would  agree,  now  that  they  had  had 
their  amusement  and  a  little  discussioni 
to  report  Progress, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  pressed, 
''That the  Chairman  do  report Frogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Omlaw,) 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  he  was  a  warm 
supporter  of  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  the 
hour  had  now  arrived  when  there  was 
really  no  prospect  of  getting  on  with  the 
measure,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Boscommon  (the  O'Oonor  Don) 
would  therefore  give  way. 

The  0*00N0S  DON  thought  it  was 
perfectly  dear,  after  what  had  happened, 
and  after  the  proposal  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  make  any  progress  that 
evening;  but  what  had  taken  place 
clearly  demonstrated  that  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  any  private  Member  to 
pass  the  Bill  througn  all  its  stages,  or 
throuffh  that  sta^e  which  was  necessary 
in  order  to  enable  the  Government  to 
ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon 
the  Government  Amendments.  There- 
fore, he  thought  he  had  a  strong  claim 
upon  the  Gt>vemment  that  they  should 
now  name  an  early  day  for  proceeding 
with  the  measure.  He  hoped  he  might 
be  allowed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  whole  facts  of  the  case. 
This  Bill,  as  already  stated,  came  on  in 
Committee  on  a  Wednesday  morning 
at  half-past  12.  The  whole  of  that 
Sitting  was  then  open  for  proceeding 
with  the  Bill ;  but,  upon  that  occasion, 
not  wishing  to  take  hon.  Gentlemen  by 
surprise,  but  in  order  to  give  them  fSedr 
play,  he  postponed  the  Bui  at  once  and 
agreed  to  report  Progress  the  moment 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill  had  been  post- 
poned. What  would  be  the  position  of 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  if  they  were 
not  allowed  to  go  on  with  it  any  night 
when  it  came  on  before  12  o'clo<^  f  If 
they  were  to  be  persistently  opposed  as 
they  had  been  to-night,  what  possible 
ohance  would  there  ever  be  of  getting 
on  with  it?  He  had  looked  carefully 
over  the  Order  Book,  and  he  found  that 
all  the  Wednesdays  were  occupied  until 
the  close  of  the  Session.  He  therefore 
appealed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  was  now  able  to  see  the  cha- 
racter of  the  opposition  likely  to  be 
offered  to  the  Bui,  and  that  it  was 
of  the  same  description  as  the  op- 
position offered  in  previous  years — ^he 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
name  an  early  (^vemment  day  when 


they  could  go  on  with  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Amendments.  His  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  said  he 
ought,  to  take  the  same  course  as  the 
Government  took  in  regard  to  Govern- 
ment measures  that  were  called  on  at 
1 0  minutes  to  1 2  o'clock.  That  would  be 
all  very  well  if  he  had  the  same  number 
of  days  at  his  disposal  as  the  Govern- 
ment. In  that  case  he  would  adopt  to- 
night the  course  usually  followed  by  the 
Gt>vemment,  and  put  the  Bill  down  for 
Monday  next.  But,  unfortunately,  he 
was  not  in  the  same  position  as  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  therefore  appealed  to 
the  Gt>vemment  to  redeem  their  pledge 
and  give  him  an  early  day. 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  wished  to  say  one 
word  in  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (the 
0*Conor  Don).  His  hon.  Friend  had 
taken  credit  for  not  pushing  the  Bill 
forward  when  it  went  into  Committee 
on  a  Wednesday  morning  early  in 
the  Session.  He  (Mr.  O'Sullivan) 
wished  to  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  he  had  told  him  (Mr.  O'SuUivan) 
the  night  before,  that  he  had  only  put 
the  b2i  down  for  that  Wednesday  in 
order  to  name  a  day  for  bringing  it  on. 
Under  these  circumstances,  how  could 
the  hon.  Member  have  pressed  it  forward 
upon  that  day,  when  everything  else  had 
lapsed?  There  were  17  Amendments 
down  in  regard  to  the  Bill  already,  and 
they  all  knew,  from  the  number  of  the 
Petitions  which  had  been  presented 
against  it,  that  it  would  meet  with  con- 
siderable opposition.  There  were  eight 
hon.  Members  representing  constituen- 
cies in  the  county  of  Cork  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  measure,  and  not  one  of 
them  was  there  that  night.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  large  majority  of  the 
people  of  the  county  and  city  of  Cork 
were  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  yet  the 
hon.  Members  for  that  district  had  all 
gone  away  under  the  impression  that 
the  Bill  was  not  coming  on  that  night. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Boscommon  would  not  persevere 
further  with  the  Bill,  but  would  consent 
to  report  Progress. 

Sib  WTTiLlAM  HAE(X)UET  thought 
the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber &r  Boscommon  (the  O'Clonor  Don) 
was  one  that  deserved  and  required  an 
answer  firom  the  Gt)vemment.  This  Bill 
stood  in  totally  different  relations  from, 
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any  ordinary  hon.  Member's  Private 
BiU.  A  pledge  had  been  given  by  the 
Oovemment  last  Session  in  reference  to 
the  measure,  and  an  undertaking  had 
been  given  that  Session.  That  pledge 
and  imdertaking  did  not  l^ave  it  at  cdl 
in  the  cate^ry  of  a  Bill  of  a  private 
Member.  The  Government  had  under- 
taken to  give  facilities  for  proceeding 
with  the  Bill,  with  certain  conditions, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Boscommon  said  that,  imless  the  Go- 
vernment gave  facilities  immediately,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  discover  whether 
the  conditions  could  be  Mfilled  or 
not.  He  understood  his  hon.  Friend 
to  say  that  the  question  of  how  far 
the  Amendments  of  the  Government 
were  or  were  not  to  be  adopted 
must  really  depend  upon  the  course 
taken  in  Committee  upon  the  Bill.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourfc)  could  not  con- 
ceive that  the  Government  would  take 
so  irregular  a  course  as  to  enter  into  a 
bargain  outside  the  House  as  to  what 
the  exact  character  of  the  Bill  should 
be  when  it  came  into  Committee ;  and, 
therefore,  the  nature  of  the  Amendments 
must  be  discussed  in  Committee.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Boscommon 
had  said  nothing  more  than  was  patent 
to  every  hon.  Member  of  the  House — 
namely,  that  if  he  was  left  to  his  own 
unaided  efforts,  this  sort  of  opposition, 
proceeding,  not  from  a  majority,  but 
from  a  minority,  of  the  Irish  Members, 
and  from  a  few  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
took  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  would  leave 
him  entirely  helpless.  Therefore,  there 
was  great  force  in  the  appeal  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  give  him  an  opportunity  of 
placing  his  Bill  in  such  a  position  as 
would  enable  him  to  get  the  Qt>vem- 
ment  Amendments  discussed. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  recollect  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  last  year  offered 
every  facility  for  prooeedmg  with  this 
Bill.  On  one  Wednesday  hon.  Members 
who  had  precedence  were  induced  to 
give  way  in  order  to  make  room  for  this 
measure,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  actually  withdrew  the  Permissive 
Bill  so  that  it  might  come  on.  There- 
fore, Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
given  every  possible  facility  for  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Billy  and  he  hoped  the 
hon.    Member    for    Boscommon   (the 

Sir  WilUam  Sareourt 


O'Conor  Don)  would  now  be  content,  and 
allow  the  Bill  to  run  the  ordinary  course 
of  Bills  introduced  by  private  Mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  O'CLEBY  wished  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  the  concession  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  last  year  was  defeated 
by  one  of  the  staunchest  Friends  of  the 
Government  —  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse) — 
who  succeeded  in  talking  the  Bill  out. 
[Mr.  Wheelhouse  said,  that  was  an 
entire  mistake.]  He  (Ifo.  O'Clery)  was 
so  accustomed  to  the  persistent  oppo- 
sition of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Leeds,  that  he  might  be  pardoned 
for  the  unintentional  mistake  he  bad 
fallen  into.  He  might  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  hitherto  professed  i^o- 
rance  of  the  desire  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  have  some  such  measure  as  ihis 
passed.  He  thought  they  could  not 
rdead  ignorance  of  the  desire  of  the 
House  to  have  some  such  measure 
passed,  judging  from  the  majority  that 
recorded  their  votes  last  year  in  its 
favour.  Therefore,  if  the  GOvemment 
would  not  state  frankly  to  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Bill  what  they  intended 
to  do  with  it,  it  woidd  be  the  absolute 
dul^  of  the  Lnsh  Members  to  stand  to 
their  guns,  and  to  show  they  were 
thoroughly  in  earnest  in  the  support  they 
gave  the  measure  by  continuing  the  dis- 
cussion until  their  ends  were  obtained, 
or  until  they  could  induce  Her  Majesty's 
GOvemment  or  the  Leader  of  the  House 
to  come  to  some  arrangement  with  re- 
gard to  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  he 
would  do  justice  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Wheelhouse).  It 
was  quite  a  mistake  that  the  hon.  Member 
t^ked  the  Bill  out  last  Session.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  talk  it  out  every  Session, 
and  it  was  in  the  preceding  Session  that 
he  succeeded  in  talking  it  out.  What 
the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
Onslow)  had  said  might  mislead  the 
House.  The  only  thins  the  Government 
did  in  favour  of  the  Bui  last  Session  was 
to  allow  it  to  be  put  down  foraMoming 
Sitting,  and  when  two  or  three  hon. 
GOntlemen  were  determined  to  talk  out 
a  Bill  they  could  easily  aooomplish  that 
object  in  a  Morning  Sitting.  The 
proper  thing  for  the  GOvemment  to  do 
was  to  give  a  Sitting  which  might  be 
prolongs  for  an  indefinite  pexiM,  and 
that  they  did  not  do. 
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Mb.  M.  BEOOKS  hoped  the  Qoyem- 
ment  would  not  give  the  exceptional 
facilities  that  were  asked  for  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  He  regarded  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  that  eyening  as 
an  attempt  to  steal  a  march  on  the  !&ish 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  itself  was  intended  to  coerce 
the  large  majority  of  the  Irish  people — 
not  those  who  were  upon  the  electoral  list, 
but  those  who  did  not  enjoy  the  fran- 
chise. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whould  not  give  any  further  facili- 
ties, or  make  any  further  concessions  to 
the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common.  

The  OHANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  thought  the  undertaking  of  the 
Goyemment  was  as  much  as  could  rea- 
sonably be  expected  from  them,  and 
they  had  not  the  slightest  intention  of 
departing  from  it.  They  stood  now  to 
what  they  had  said — ^namely,  that  as 
the  Bill  proceeded,  if  the  Amendments 
proposed  by  the  Government  were  sub- 
sequently adopted,  then  they  would  en- 
deayour  to  giye  all  the  facilities  in  their 
power  for  passing  the  Bill  through  the 
other  stages  it  would  haye  to  pass ;  but 
they  could  not,  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  undertake  to  set  aside  Goyem- 
ment  Business  for  the  discussion  of  a 
Bill  in  regard  to  which  there  seemed  to 
be  a  great  deal  of  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  Irish  Members,  and  about 
which  there  must  naturally  be  a  great 
deal  of  discussion.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
must  be  aware  that  the  Goyemment  had 
throughout  been  prepared  to  aid  the 
hon.  Member  in  discussing  the  Bill  to- 
night ;  but  the  feeling  of  the  House  was 
against  this  course,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible to  proceed  in  opposition  to  such  a 
clearly-expressed  opinion.  He  was 
sorry  that  it  was  so;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  at  all  fair  that  the 
Gt)yemment  at  present  should  be  called 
upon  to  giye  any  definite  promise. 

The  O'OONOE  DON  said,  it  was 
difficult  to  understand  how  the  feeling 
of  the  House  could  be  against  him  when 
77  hon.  Members  present  had  yoted 
for  proceeding  and  only  20  a^inst.  But 
irrespectiye  of  that,  he  had  risen  chiefly 
to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  they  were  to 
understand  that  the  Goyemment  would 
^ye  no  faoilities  for  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  until  the  question  had  been  finally 
dedded  in  regard  to  the  GK>yemment 


Amendments  ?  If  those  were  the  pro- 
mised facilities  offered  by  the  Goyem- 
ment, he  thought  the  proceedings  which 
had  taken  place  that  eyening  showed 
that  the  facilities  promised  would  be 
comparatiyely  yalueless.  It  was  quite 
in  the  power  of  hon.  Members  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  to  preyent  any 
opinion  being  giyen  on  the  Goyemment 
Amendments.  They  had  only  to  put 
down  Amendments  themselyes  and  make 
long  seeches  in  order  to  render  it  impos- 
sible for  a  priyate  Member  to  adyance 
the  Bill  sufficiently  to  reach  the  required 
point  until  the  close  of  the  Session.  He 
therefore  wished  to  know  from  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if  he 
understood  him  to  say  that  until  the 
Goyemment  Amendments  were  passed 
he  would  giye  no  facilities  for  proceeding 
with  the  BiU? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  said,  he  had  not  gone  the  length 
of  saying  that ;  and  if  he  had  said  so, 
such  a  declaration  might  haye  been  at- 
tended with  the  inconyenience  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  What  he  had 
said  was,  that  at  the  present  early  period 
of  the  Session  it  was  impossible  to  go 
beyond  the  promise  which  had  already 
been  made.  He  thought  that  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  shoiSd  use  their  best 
exertions  in  order  to  try  and  find  a  day 
for  bringing  on  the  measure.  He  did 
not  say  what  the  Goyemment  would  be 
prepared  to  do  later  on  in  the  Session  ; 
but  he  must  haye  regard  to  the  other 
Goyemment  Business,  and  he  could  not 
undertake  at  the  present  period  of  the 
Session  to  set  aside  Goyemment  Busi- 
ness for  the  purpose  of  going  on  with 
that  Bill. 

Mb.  OHAELES  LEWIS  asked  how 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  to  make 
further  exertions  than  they  had  made  ? 
They  had  come  down  prepared  to  sup- 
port the  measure,  and  finding  it  came 
on  before  12  o'clock,  they  were  ready  to 
go  on  with  it.  Yet  an  hour  or  more  had 
been  wasted  in  fruitless  Motions  for  ad- 
journment, showing  what  the  opposition 
was  likely  to  be  in  the  future,  and 
proying  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
promoters  of  the  measure  to  do  anything 
in  the  matter  unless  they  receiyed  aid 
from  the  Goyemment.  Whateyer  might 
haye  been  the  exact  mode  or  form  of 
promise  made  by  the  Goyemment,  he 
thought  it  had  hardly  been  adhered  to 
in  the  spirit.    The  measure  was  looked 
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upon  witli  great  gravity,  and  was  re- 
garded as  one  of  great  importance  in  the 
sister  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  advised 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eosoommon  not 
to  take  a  further  division.  He  (Mr. 
Lewis)  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon  to  persist  in  dividing  the 
House,  in  order  to  see  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  vote  for  an  adjournment 
or  not,  after  the  very  unsatisfactory  way 
in  which  they  had  complied  witii  the 
application  made  to  them  to  fiiMl  in  the 
spirit  the  promise  they  had  given. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
all  persons  in  Ireland  were  anxious  that 
this  question  should  be  determined,  and 
it  was  ■  for  that  reason  that  he  strongly 
supported  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eosoommon  (the  O'Conor 
Don)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  them  as  full  and  im- 
mediate an  opportunity  for  discussion  as 
possible.  In  regard  both  to  those  who 
supported  and  those  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  to  their 
interest  to  have  the  matter  decided 
quickly.  Last  evening  the  debate  came 
on  unexpectedly,  imd  he  had  voted  for 
postponement ;  but  this  evening  all  par- 
ties were  aware  that  it  would  be  pressed, 
and  if  any  were  absent,  they  oould  not 
oomplain  of  surprise. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Bill,  which  was  not  now 
for  the  first  time  before  Parliament,  was 
being  met  by  a  most  extraordinary  op- 
position. They  were  now  arrived  at  a 
period  when,  a^er  the  Government  last 
year  had  foreshadowed  that  they  would, 
if  certain  Amendments  they  proposed 
were  carried,  agree  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  They  were  not  ready  now  to  re- 
deem their  promise  to  give  facilities  for 
passing  it  this  Session.  Now,  he  must 
say  that  he  considered  that  a  most  un- 
satisfactory state  of  affairs.  A  small, 
but  a  very  persistent,  minority  had  used 
every  possible  endeavour  to  obstruct  the 
measure  in  every  Session  that  it  had 
been  introduced.  They  now  argued  that 
it  had  not  been  before  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  they  wished  for  time  for 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  consider  it. 
Now,  to  say  that  it  had  not  been  con- 
sidered by  the  people  of  Ireland,  or  that 
it  had  not  been  considered  in  that  House, 
was,  he  thought,  rather  a  ludicrous 
assertion.    It  had  been  brought  before 

Mr,  CharUi  LewU 


them  repeatedly  and  persist^itly,  and  it 
had  been  not  only  strongly  supported, 
but  carried  by  large  majorities  in  tJiat 
House.  He  hoped  the  Qt>vemment 
would  at  last  see  their  way  to  making 
some  provision  for  having  the  Bill  {ax>- 
perly  considered  in  Committee.  He  did 
not  know  whether  those  who  opposed  it 
were  consumers  or  producers ;  but,  be- 
tween the  two,  they  opposed  it  very 
strongly.  He  dare  say  the  consumers 
were  quite  as  earnest  as  the  producers ; 
although  he  could  not  forget  iiiat,  as 
far  as  the  consumption  of  spirits  on  a 
Sunday  was  concerned,  a  good  many 
people  might  be  able  to  supply  them- 
selves on  the  day  before.  It  certainly 
appeared  to  him  that  the  opposition  at 
the  present  time  was,  he  would  not  say 
factious,  but  extremely  obstinate.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  give  fa- 
cilities for  the  consideration  of  a  Bill 
which  had  excited  such  deep  interest 
among  the  people  of  Irelcmd.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ennis  (Mr. 
Stacpoole)  had  denied  that  he  was  a 
producer;  but  he  (Mr.  Macartney)  as- 
sumed, at  any  rate,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  a  consumer. 

Mr.  stacpoole  wished  to  know  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  was 
prepared  to  accept  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by 
the  Government?  If  they  accepted  those 
Amendments,  the  fact  might  facilitate 
the  measure  going  forward.  He  there- 
fore asked  if  the  Amendments  were 
accepted  or  not  ?  He  had  been  charged 
with  bein^  a  consumer.  He  certainly 
was ;  but  it  was  not  upon  that  ground 
that  he  opposed  the  JBill.  He  would 
never  be  prepared  to  support  any  mea- 
sure that  proposed  to  rob  a  man  of  his 
beer. 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  irregular  to  enter  into  any 
discussion  of  the  Amendments  that  al- 
ready stood  upon  the  Paper. 

Sib  MICHAEL  fllCKS-BEAOH 
thought  it  was  a  waste  of  time  to  pro- 
long the  discussion ;  but,  as  he  had  felt 
it  his  duty  early  in  the  Session  to  give 
a  promise  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sos- 
common  (the  O'Conor  Don),  he  wished 
to  trouble  the  Committee  with  a  few 
words  to  explain  the  nature  of  that  pro- 
mise, to  which  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  adhere.  The  promise  he  had 
made  amounted  to  this — the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Boscommon  had  given  Notioe  of 
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Ills  intention  to  introduce  the  Bill.  The 
Gk)Yemment  assumed,  naturally,  that  he 
would  take  means  for  proceeding  with 
its  subsequent  stages,  and  obtain  the  best 
days  for  that  purpose.  He  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  authorized,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  to  say  that,  if 
necessary,  they  would  give  him  further 
facilities  to  ensure  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  during  that  Session,  in  order  that 
the  question  might  be  settled  that  year. 
'  Now,  what  had  happened  ?  The  hon. 
Member  had  introduced  the  Bill.  He  had 
obtained  a  day  for  ihe  second  reading, 
and  on  another  day  had  succeeded  in 
moving  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Ohair.  So 
far  he  had  been  extremely  fortunate.  He 
now  proposed,  at  12  o'clock  at  night, 
to  ask  the  House  in  Oommittee  to 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
was  bound  to  say  that,  though  he  was 
anxious  that  every  fairopportunity  should 
be  given  for  proceeding  with  the  Bill,  and 
although  he  had  supported  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  division — ^he  did  think 
his  proposal  was  somewhat  unreason- 
able. Nobody  anticipated  that  the  Bill 
would  come  on  that  evening.  It  so 
happened  that  an  earlier  adjournment 
of  the  debate  on  the  County  Government 
Bill  took  place  than  anybody  could 
have  expected,  and  a  Bill  on  which 
there  was  likely  to  be  much  discussion 
was  not  usually  begun  after  12  o'clock 
at  night.  At  any  rate,  there  were  four 
or  five  Gbvemment  Bills  on  the  Paper, 
after  the  County  Gbvemment  Bill,  that 
were  not  proceeded  with  on  this  ground. 
However,  when  the  hon.  Gbntleman  asked 
the  Committee  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
sideration of  his  BiU,  the  Government  had 
done  their  best  to  induce  the  Committee 
to  do  so ;  but,  in  spite  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said  of  77  hon.  Members 
being  in  favour  of  going  on  and  only  20 
against,  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  admit  that,  although  there  had 
been  a  general  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
Cgmmittee  to  proceed  with  ihe  Bill  if 
possible,  yet  there  was  a  considerable 
feeling  that  the  hour  had  now  arrived 
when  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill 
must  be  postooned.  Thi&j  were  now 
at  the  14th  of  February ;  it  was  an  early 
period  in  the  Session.  The  hon.  Mem- 
Der  would  have  other  opportunities  of 
invxtinff  the  House,  in  Committee,  to  con- 
sider the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  No 
doubt  there  were  many  days  that  might 


be  available,  for  all  the  Tuesdays  were 
hardly  likelv  to  be  occupied,  and  there 
were  several  Wednesdays  on  which  par- 
ticular BiUs  stood  as  theonlyOrders  of  the 
Day.  For  instance,  there  was  the  Permis- 
sive Prohibitory  Bill,  which  stood  byitself 
for  one  day ;  the  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ireland)  Bill,  which  stood  for  another ; 
and  the  Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  Bill, 
which  was  down  for  a  third.  These 
BiUs  had,  he  believed,  in  former  years, 
been  more  than  once  postponed  in  order 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  those  who  were 
anxious  to  proceed  with  this  particular 
measure.  The  sponsors  of  these  measures 
were  certainly  ardent  promoters  of  the 
present  Bill,  and  he  had  no  doubt  they 
might  again  be  induced  to  postpone 
their  measures  for  the  sake  of  proceed- 
ing with  this.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
little  early  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
come  to  the  Government  and  say — 
"I  cannot  go  any  further  with  this 
Bill ;  you  must  now  give  the  facilities 
you  promised  to  give  if  they  were 
necessary."  He  was  bound  to  say  it  did 
seem  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member 
ought  to  make  a  certain  amount  of  fur- 
ther effort  to  secure  that  consideration 
for  the  Bill  which  they  were  all  anxious 
it  should  receive.  The  Government  ad- 
hered to  the  promise  they  had  made,  and 
theyjconsidered  that  they  were  bound  by 
it.  They  were  certainly  as  anxious  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don)  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  that 
the  Bill  should  be  settled  before  the  end 
of  the  Session. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
must  be  aware  that  in  regard  to  Tues- 
days there  was  very  little  likelihood  of 
an  Order  of  the  Day  coming  on  at  an 
early  hour.  Therefore,  Tuesdays  were 
out  of  the  question.  And  in  regard  to 
Wednesdays,  what  was  it  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed?  The  m*st 
day  he  had  referred  to  as  available  was 
the  29th  of  May.  Was  it  reasonable 
to  expect  that,  with  a  aresX,  number 
of  Amendments  to  the  Bill,  and  with 
the  promise  that  these  Ajnendments 
would  take  a  considerable  time  in  dis- 
cussion— was  it  reasonable,  seeing  that 
this  was  the  14th  of  February,  to  ask  the 
promoters  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee  until  the  29th 
of  May?  Thskiy  however,  was  absolutely 
the  only  proposal  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  made ;  and  because  he  (the  O'Oonor 
Don)  did  not  at  once  consent  to  postpone 
the  Bill  untn  the  29th  of  May,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that  he  was 
imreasonable.  If  that  was  the  sort  of 
spirit  in  which  the  pledge  made  by  the 
Government  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  was  to  be  carri^  out,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  had  been  greatly 
deceived  in  regard  to  it.  There  was 
one  statement  made  by  the  hon.. Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  which  he  wished  to  refer  to. 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  under  a  mis- 
apprehension if  he  thought  that  he  (the 
Cr  Conor  Don)  had  assured  him  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  in  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Wednesday  when  it  first 
went  into  Committee;  because  he  dis- 
tinctly stated — ^and  he  believed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Brooks)  would 
bear  him  out — ^that  it  was  his  intention 
to  go  on  and  make  as  much  progress  as 
he  could  with  it  upon  that  day.  He  cer- 
tainly did  not  expect  that  he  would  be 
able  to  make  much  progress,  as  there 
were  several  prior  Motions  on  the  Paper, 
and  he  stated  this  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, telling  him  that  if  he  did  not  make 
any  progress,  he  could,  at  least,  name  a 
day ;  but  he  gave  no  pledge  whatever 
that  he  would  not  ^o  on  with  the  Bill, 
either  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
or  to  anyone  else. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Govern- 
ment  if  it  was  not  reasonable  that  they 
should  give  some  better  assurance  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hosoommon  (the  0' Conor 
Don)  in  regard  to  facilitating  the  future 

D press  of  the  Bill  ?  He  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
voted  for  the  Bill,  not  because  he 
was  particularly  fond  of  it,  but  because 
he  conceived  it  to  have  been  undertaken 
in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
Members.  If  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bosoommon  had  been  told  that 
he  must  find  his  own  opportunities  for 
passing  the  Bill  that  Session,  there  cer- 
tainly would  not  be  much  chance  of 
makmK  progress  with  it,  if  he  was  to  be 
treated  as  he  had  been  that  evening. 
They  had  alread^r  had  a  good  specimen 
of  the  way  in  wmoh  he  was  Hk^y  to  be 
met.  The  Gt>vemment  told  him  that,  if 
he  had  not  disposed  of  the  Bill  before 
the  end  of  the  Session,  they  would  give 
him  fadHties.  He  was  afraid  in  that 
case  we  should  have  the  same  scenes  re- 
peated that  we  had  hadbef6re  under  the 

Th$  <y  Conor  Don 


S resent  GK)venmient.  Everything  was 
eferred  until  the  end  of  the  Seission, 
and  then  it  was  all  hurry-akurry  to  get 
through  the  Business,  without  any  chance 
of  disposing  of  it  satisfactorily.  If  the 
Gt>vemment  pledge  was  merely  a  pro- 
mise to  the  hon.  li^mber  for  Bosoommon 
to  give  him  facilities  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  then  the  measure  must  be  con- 
sidered to  be  in  the  category  of  those 
which  were  certain  to  be  obstructed  and 
defeated.  He  thought  the  Gbvemment 
mip^ht  make  some  concession  to  his  hon. 
Fnend,  and  ensure  that  the  measure 
should  receive  discussion  at  an  earlier 
period  than  the  end  of  the  Session. 

Me.  ONSLOW  thought  he  could  su^- 
^t  a  solution  of  the  difficulty.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bosoommon 
(the  O'Conor  Don)  said  he  might  be 
able  to  bring  the  Bill  in  on  the  29th  of 
May. 

Thb  O'CONOB  don  said,  he  had 
not  stated  that  it  could  come  on  on  the 
29th  of  May.  His  impression  was,  that 
if  it  were  postponed  imtil  then,  it  would 
not  come  on  at  all,  looking  at  the  state 
of  the  Order  Book.  What  he  had  said 
was,  that  that  was  the  first  day  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  mentioned. 

Mb.  Onslow  hoped  it  might  oome 
on  on  the  29th  of  May.  And,  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlide 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not  seem  to 
care  very  much  for  his  Bill  last  year,  he 
miffht  be  induced  to  give  up  also  the 
26ui  of  June.  Last  year  the  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  care  more  for  this 
Bill  than  his  own,  and  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would  have  no 
objection  to  give  way  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bosoommon. 

SiE  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  present  in  the  House  when  a  cdb- 
brated  discussion  took  place  between  the 
late  Prime  Minister  and  Mr.  Miall,  who 
thought  he  had  been  taken  in  about  the 
Education  Bill,  and  said  ''once  bitten, 
twice  shy."  Now,  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  would  not  be  taken  in  or  led 
away  by  any  promise  of  the  Government 
such  as  that  which  was  made  last  year. 
The  promise  made  last  year  was  what 
he  said  at  the  time  he  thought  it  would 
be.  Although  he  gave  way,  it  had  tamed 
out  to  be  entirely  a  mockery,  a  ddusiicm, 
and  a  snare. 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  25; 
Noes  87  :  Majority  12.— (Div.  List, 
No.  14.) 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS,  in  moving 
that  the  Chairman  do  leaye  the  Chair, 
said,  that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  satisfied,  now  that 
they  saw  the  kind  of  support  they  were 
to  expect  from  the  Government,  who, 
after  two  divisions,  had  walked  out  of 
the  House.  He  thought  this  would 
let  the  people  of  Ireland  know  that 
there  was  some  ground  for  the  asser- 
tion that  this  was  a  publican's  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  there  was  ground  for 
believing  that  the  Conservative  Ministry 
were  too  much  identified  with  the  pub- 
lican interest. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Charles  Lewie.) 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  could 
not  be  aware  of  the  eflPe^t  of  carrying 
such  a  proposal  as  he  had  just  made.  The 
effect  of  it  would  be  to  throw  the  Bill  back 
a  stage ;  therefore  it  was  impossible  for 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill  to  consent  to  a 

Sroposal  of  that  kind.  Surely  the  hon. 
[ember  had  made  the  Motion  under  a 
misapprehension.  With  regard  to  the 
charge  against  the  GK>vemment,  he  could 
not  go  so  far  as  the  hon.  Member.  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  Government 
might  have  given  them  stronger  assur- 
ances than  they  seemed  dispos^  to  give, 
for  they  must  see  the  difficulties  in  which 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  placed. 
For  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  refer 
them  to  the  5th  of  June  or  26th  of  June 
was  practically  to  say  that  the  facilities 
offered  by  the  Government  were  not  real 
facilities  at  all. 

Mb.  M.  BROOKS,  rising  to  a  point 
of  Order,  asked  if  it  was  Parliamentary 
language  to  describe  the  House  as  a 
publican's  Parliament? 

The  chairman  said,  the  phrase 
was  one  that  was  not  usual ;  but  it  would 
have  been  more  in  Order  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  had  risen  at  the  time 
the  assertion  was  made. 

Snt  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  thought 
they  really  ought  to  come  to  some  under- 
standing now.  The  flacilitieB  the  Govern- 
ment had  offered  had  been  few,  either  in 


the  abstract  or  concrete,  judging  from 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  late  Chief  Secret^  for  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said — *'  Oh,  you 
can  make  your  own  exertions  in  this 
matter ;  and  when  you  have  done  so,  we 
will  see  what  we  can  do  for  you.'*  The 
only  practical  offer  he  had  made  was — 
**  If  you  can  get  the  26th  of  June,  why 
then  we  will  see  what  we  can  do  for 
you."  That  was  practically  to  say  that 
the  Government  did  not  mean  to  give 
any  facilities.  Really,  that  was  the  only 
chance  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  offered  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  to  bring  on  their 
Bill.  It  would  be  dealing  with  more 
straightforwardness  if  they  would  get 
up  and  sav — "  We  really  don't  mean  to 
give  any  odlities  at  all.''  Anyone  who 
had  any  experience  of  Parliamentary 
Business  muist  know  that  an  offer  to 
bring  on  a  Bill  in  July  was  equivalent 
to  no  offer  at  all. 

Mb.  MEREWETHER  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  could  hardly  have 
been  in  the  House  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  made  a  promise  to  the 
other  side,  which  was  received  by  several 
Members  with  profuse  thanks.  It  was 
not  until  what  Imd  been  called  a  '^  speci- 
men of  obstruction  "  took  place,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don)  was  compelled  to  say  that 
the  GK>vemment  could  not  assist  him  at 
all.  He  (Mr.  Merewether)ask6d  whe- 
ther the  hon  Member  for  Roscommon, 
because  he  met  with  obstruction  on  his 
own  side,  was  to  come  here  and  ask  the 
Government  to  give  him  facilities  which 
no  private  Member  on  that  side  could 
obtain  if  he  was  subjected  to  the  same 
obstruction  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  if  ''obstruc- 
tion" was  a  regular  Parliam^atary  ex- 
pression ?        

Mb.  MEREWETHER  said,  he  was 
quoting  from  the  remarks  of  one  of  the 
hon.  Member's  own  friends,  who  said — 
''This  is  a  specimen  of  obstruction 
which  hon.  Members  had  to  meet  with." 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  it  was  applicable, 
or  even  Parliamentary. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  en- 
tirely misrepresented  the  remarks  he 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  made.  He 
never  intended  to  say,  and  never  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Rosoommoa 
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(the  O'Oonor  Don)  might  endeayour  to 
bring  on  his  Bill  on  the  26th  of  June, 
and  that  the  Government  would  not  give 
him  any  day  imtil  after  that  date.  All 
he  did  was  merely  to  suggest  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  might  endeavour 
to  persuade  the  promoters  of  other 
Bills  to  give  way  for  him,  as  they  had 
already  yielded ;  and  he  instanced 
certain  Bills,  the  promoters  of  which 
had  in  previous  Sessions  given  way  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  He  certainly  did  not 
think  that  the  promises  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  redeemed  by  waiting 
tmtil  the  26th  of  June,  in  order  to  give 
facilities  for  the  hon.  Member  to  proceed 
with  his  measure.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  it  was  entirely  unreasonable 
that  on  the  14  th  of  February  they  should 
be  asked  to  postpone  all  other  Business 
in  order  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  this 
BiU. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  could  not 
often  support  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Charles  Lewis),  but  he 
could  heartily  support  him  in  lus  Motion 
now  before  the  Committee.  He  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  last  time 
there  was  an  Lrish  Coercive  Bill  before 
them  it  took  1 2  nights  to  discuss  it.  If  the 
Government  were  to  give  two  days,  then 
thev  might  discuss  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill,  but  they  could  not  do  so  in  less. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  informed  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  that  he  had  looked  through  the 
Order  Book,  and  certainly  he  had  not 
intended  to  make  any  appeal  to  the 
Government  until  all  the  means  at  his 
own  disposal  were  exhausted.  So  far 
as  he  could  see,  there  was  no  day  which 
he  could  have  a  chance  of  having  before 
the  6th  of  June.  An  hon.  Friend  re- 
minded him  that  the  5th  of  June  would 
be  the  Derby  Day,  and  as  there  would 
be  no  House  on  that  day,  it  really  came 
to  this — that  they  had  no  day  open  to 
them  before  the  26th  of  June ;  for,  as 
regarded  Tuesdays,  they  were  quite 
out  of  the  question.  He  did  not  want 
the  Government  to  postpone  any  of  their 
measures  for  him.  All  he  wanted  them 
to  do  was  to  say  the^  would  take  the 
matter  into  consideration  as  soon  as  they 
could,  that  th^  would,  at  as  early  a 
period  as  possible,  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  some  of  the 
iUnendments  to  the  Bill,  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given.  If  they  would  do  that 
early  in  the  Session,  it  would  save  a  good 

Sir  Michael  Mich-Beach 


deal  of  Government  time  as  well  as  that 
of  the  promoters  of  the  BilL  He  did  not 
at  all  wish  to  be  unreasonable,  and  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
say  something  of  the  kind,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  thought  that  the  course  which 
had  been  pursued  within  the  last  hour 
or  two  with  regard  to  the  facilities 
asked  of  the  Government  had  not  been 
a  wise  one.  There  had  been  no  indis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  give  fair  opporibunities  for  the  progress 
of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  unreasonable  tiiiat 
at  this  early  period  of  the  Session  they 
should  be  pressed  to  promise  to  give  up 
Government  time  for  this  Bill.  At  the 
present  time  of  the  Session,  and  under 
existing  droumstances,  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  enter  into  any  formal  en- 
gagement with  the  promoters  of  the 
BiU  and  the  Committee  as  to  when  the 
Bill  should  be  brought  on.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bosconmion  (the  O'Conor  Don)  and  his 
Friends  were  to  look  at  the  Paper,  they 
would  £nd  an  earlier  day  than  they  an- 
ticipated on  which  to  bring  forward 
their  measure.  K  they  failed  to  do  so, 
the  Government  would  be  ready  to  con- 
sider what  should  be  done«  The  hon. 
Member  for  Boscommon  knew  perfeetiy 
well  there  was  no  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  give  fair  play 
to  the  Bill.  The  Government  had 
certainly  been  pressed  in  an  unbecoming 
manner,  and  especially  so  bv  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxn>rd,  whose 
only  desire  seemed  to  be  to  find  some- 
thing about  which  he  could  blame  the 
Gt>vemment.  That  kind  of  proceeding 
was  not  such  as  would  bring  about  an 
amicable  arrangement.  Witii  regard  to 
the  observations  that  were  made  aa  to 
their  not  voting  on  the  last  occasion,  he 
really  understood  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Boscommon  that  he  saw  no  use  in 
proceeding.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  would  advise  the  Committee 
to  agree  to  report  Process. 

1£bl.    CHABLES    lewis    said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment.  ["  No, 


no 


:»] 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  6 ; 
Noes  56 :  Majority  50.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  15.) 
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Thb  O'CONOE  don  said,  that,  after 
what  had  taken  place,  it  would  be  quite 
useless  to  proceed  further  iJiat  eyemng ; 
therefore,  he  would  move  that  Progress 
be  reported. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 


MATBQCOKIAL    CAUSES    ACTS    AMENDMEirr 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbbschbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Matrimonial  Causes  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bj  Mr.  Hbrschbll  and  Sir  Henbt 
Holland. 

Billi^^MftM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bmil7.] 

OOMPAIOBS   (FOBEXGOr  SHABBHOLDBBS) 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbook,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of 
Foreigners  as  Shareholders  in  Companies,  or- 
dered  to  be  brought  in  bj  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Sir  Andrbw  Lusk,  Sir  Chables  Mills,  and 
Mr.  Chablbs  Pbabd. 

Billi»reMfiM,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BillllS.] 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 

Friday,  15M  Fehruary,  1878. 

MINTJTESJ  —  Sblbct  Comkottsb  •—  Intem- 
perance, 'Esxl  of  Minto  added. 

Public  Bill — Second  Reading — House  Occu- 
piers Disqualification  Bemoval  (17). 

THE   EASTERN   QUESTION— THE 

TEBBIS  OP  THE  ARMISTICE. 

OBSEBTATIONS. 

LoBD  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to  inform 
noble  Lords  that  the  terms  of  the  Mo- 
tion I  propose  to  make  on  Monday  are 
a»  follows: — 

"  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  terms  of 
the  Axmistioe  between  Russia  and  the  Porte  are 
such  as  to  justify  Her  Majeetjr's  GoTemment 
in  taking  every  precaution  to  disoouraffe  the 
encroachments  by  which  the  Treaties  of  1856 
and  1871  are  unfortunately  threatened.'* 

Let  me  add  that,  although  upon  a  Mo- 
tion framed  with  a  view  to  general  sup- 
port, a  division  is  not  probable,  it  is 
impossible  to  say  that  no  division  will 
occur. 


HOUSE     OCCUPIERS     DISQUALIFICA- 

TION  REMOVAL  BILL— (No.  17.) 

{The  Earl  Stanhope.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Eabl  STANHOPE,in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  was  one  which  had  received  the  sup- 
port of  both  sides  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide 
that  householders  in  boroughs  should 
not  be  disqualified  from  being  on  the  re- 
g^ter,  notwithstanding  that  during  part 
of  the  qualifying  period,  not  exceeding 
four  months,  thev  might  have  let  the 
whole  or  part  of  the  quali^ing  pre- 
mises as  a  furnished  house.  At  present 
the  hardship  was  two-fold ;  first,  tnat  the 
householder  continued  paying  the  rates 
when  his  house  was  let,  and  yet  might 
not  exercise  his  vote;  and,  secondly, 
that  a  householder  in  a  county  was  not 
disqualified  under  similar  circumstances. 
It  was  especially  to  remedy  cases  which 
frequentlv  arose,  more  particularly  at 
seaside  places,  where  it  was  the  custom 
for  householders  to  let  their  houses  dur- 
ing the  simimer  months.  He  begeed  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Sm. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'» 
— (2%^  Ewl  Stanhope.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

House  acyoumed  at  a  quarter-past  Fire 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

at  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  I6th  February,  1878. 

MINTJTE8.]— Public  BujA^Second  Reading— 
Criminal  Law  Practioe  Amendment  *  [691. 

Committee  — Report—  (£6,000,000)  Consolidated 
Fund*;  (£6,000,000)  Exchequer  Bonds  and 
Bills*  [107]. 

Third  Reading — ^Honse  Ooonpiers  Disqualifica- 
tion Bemoval  (Scotland)  *  [106],  taidpaeeed. 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESa. 


MANCHESTER  C50RP0RATI0N  WATER 
BILL. 

Mb.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  moved— 

**  That  it  be  an  Instmotion  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Manchefiter  Coiporation  Water 
Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  mqnire  into  and 
report  upon  the  present  sufficiency  of  the  water 
supply  of  Manchester  and  its  neighbourhood, 
and  of  any  other  sources  ayailable  for  such 
supply :  To  consider  whether  permission  should 
be  given  to  ma^e  use  of  any  of  the  Westmore- 
land and  Cumberland  Lakes  for  the  purpose; 
and,  if  so,  how  for,  and  under  what  conditions : 
To  consider  the  prospective  requirements  of  the 
populations  situated  between  the  Lake  District 
and  Manchester :  To  inquire  and  report  whether 
any,  and  if  so,  what,  provisions  should  be  made 
in  limitation  of  proposals  for  the  exclusive  use 
of  the  water  of  any  of  the  said  lakes." 

Mb.  WHITWELL :  I  understand 
that  the  Listruotion  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  generally  satisfactory 
to  all  persons  interested  in  this  question ; 
but  there  seems  to  be  some  doubt  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  expression — '*  to  con- 
sider the  prospective  requirements  of  the 
populations  situated  between  the  Lake 
District  and  Manchester;"  and  some 
people  8u:e  of  opinion  that  those  words 
would  limit  the  mquiry  to  the  line  taken 
in  the  scheme  put  forward  by  the  Cor- 
poration of  Manchester.  K  the  words 
are  to  be  construed  in  that  sense,  then 
the  scope  of  the  usefulness  of  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  curtailed.  I  would, 
therefore,  propose  as  an  Amendment, 
that  instead  of  the  words  '*  between  the 
Lake  District  and  Manchester,"  the 
words  **  in  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  " 
should  be  substituted.  The  water  on 
the  Lake  District  is  quite  sufficient  to 
supply  both  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire. 

Mb..  JACOB  BRIGHT :  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  not  consent  to  give  such 
enlarged  powers  to  the  Select  Committee 
upon  the  Manchester  Water  Scheme.  If 
the  Committee  had  such  powers,  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  for  them  to  con- 
clude their  labours  this  Session ;  and  I 
therefore  hope  the  Government  will  not 
give  way  without  having  some  better 
reason  than  that  which  has  been  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  propose  to  move  an  Amendment  ? 


Mb.  WHITWELL:  I  propose  to 
leave  out  the  words  *'  between  the  Lake 
District  and  Manchester,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  '^  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  between  the  Lake  District  and 
Manchester,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  "in  Lancashire  and  Yorkrfiire," — 
(Jfr.  Whitwell^) — instead  thereof . 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  Ihe 
Question." 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  As  the  In- 
struction now  stands,  it  does  not  include 
an  inquiry  into  the  water  supply  of  such 
an  important  town  as  Liverpool.  That 
town  is  not  in  the  line  between  Man- 
chester and  the  Lake  District;  and  I 
think  there  ought  to  be  something  in 
the  Instruction  to  the  Committee  as  to 
the  prospective  requirements  of  all  the 
popidations  of  Lancashire.  I  need 
scarcely  remind  the  House  Ihat  there 
are  many  large  towns  in  South  Lcmoa- 
shire  which  are  deeply  interested  in  the 
question  of  water  supply. 

Mb.  HARDCASTLE  :  I  would  ven- 
ture to  point  out  that  the  case  of 
Liverpool  hardly  comes  into  the  quee-. 
tion,  Decause  there  are  plenty  of  other 
Lakes  from  whidi  Liverpool  could  ob- 
tain a  supply  of  water.  As  regards  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
feendal  for  extending  the  inquiry,  I  do 
not  see  why  the  scheme  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Manchester  shoxild  be  made  the 
means  of  initiating  an  inquiry  into  tiie 
requirements  of  the  whole  of  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire.  I  hope  the  House  wiU 
reject  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, for  it  really  appears  to  me  to  be 
beside  the  question  under  discussion. 

Mb.  RAjKES  :  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  should  have 
brought  forward  this  Amendment ;  and 
I  think  I  can  point  out  to  him  that 
the  words  of  the  Instruction,  as  they 
stand,  are  better  than  the  Amendmoit 
proposed  by  him.  One  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  spoke  in  the  debate  the 
other  day  called  attention  to  the  con- 
cluding recommendation  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  Water 
Supply — 

"  First,  that  before  any  great  water  scheme 
was  considered,  the  House  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  ascertaining  the  wants  of  the 
immediate   locality   of    tiie   Lakes   which   it 
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might  be  proposed  to  have  reooune  to;  se- 
condly, the  wants  of  the  intermediate  popula- 
tion; and  thirdly,  the  wants  of  the  locality 
which  proposed  to  take  the  water." 

The  InfltruGtion  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  proposes  to  give  to  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  is  really  based  upon  that  recom- 
mendation of  me  Boyal  Commission ;  and 
there  is,  Ithink,  alineto  be  drawn  between 
that  which  properly  belongs  to,  and  may 
be  fairly  considered  in  connection  with, 
any  scheme,  and  that  which  does  not  be- 
long to  it.  Now,  I  think  it  would  be  rather 
ham  upon  the  people  of  Manchester  if 
their  I^vate  Bill  were  to  be  made  the 
means  of  raising  a  yery  lai^e  ques- 
tion ;  and  one  which,  in  many  respects, 
would  be  wholly  unconnected  with 
Manchester.  You  are  asked  in  the 
Amendment  to  deal  with  the  whole 
of  Yorkshire.  Now,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Lake  District  is  adequate  to  sup- 

ly  the  whole  of  Yorkshire  with  water ; 

ut  it  is  yery  unlikely  that  the  whole  of 
Yorkshire  would  oyer  go  to  the  Lakes 
for  a  supply,  as  they  haye  quite  suffi- 
cient for  their  own  purposes  much  nearer 
—namely,  in  the  gathering  grounds  on 
the  York^iire  Hills.  Therefore,  the  ad- 
dition of  the  words  proposed  in  the 
Amendment  would  only  tend  to  prolong 
the  inquiry  unnecessarily;  and  it  would 
be  unfair  to  the  people  of  Manchester 
that  their  Bill  should  be  made  the  means 
of  promoting  a  general  inquiry  into  the 
wants,  as  regards  water  supply,  of  the 
whol»  of  this  yery  eztensiye  district. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Beading 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefeyre)  talked  about  Liyer- 
pool;  but  I  think  the  circumstances  of 
that  town  are  rather  an  argument  aeainst 
the  course  which  is  recommended  m  the 
Amendment,  because  if  you  are  goine,  in 
an  inquiry  into  the  merits  of  the  Man- 
chester Bill,  to  open  an  inquiry  into  the 
supply  of  Liyerpool,  you  would,  I  think, 
be  treating  Manchester  in  an  excep- 
tionally unfair  manner.  Surely,  if  you 
are  to  say  that  eyery  large  town  that  is 
40  or  50  miles  away  is  to  haye  its  water 
supply  considered  before  you  will  con- 
sent to  adjudicate  upon  this  Bill,  you 
would  be  treating  Manchester  both  ex- 
ceptionally and  unfairly.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  L(^  Ooyemment  Board 
will  adhere  to  the  existing  words  of  his 
Instruction.  Personally,  I  haye  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words  of  iJie  Amendment 
jMT  $$f  but  I  think  that  the  original 


words  are  better.  I  think  the  matter 
is  a  yery  interesting  one,  and  one  that 
requires  the  attention  of  Parliament ; 
but  I  also  think  that  this  is  not  the 
fairest  and  best  occasion  for  conducting 
such  an  extended  inquiry. 

Me.  S(3LATER-B00TH  :  I,  like  my 
hon.  Friend,  would  haye  no  personal 
objection  to  i^e  substitution  of  the  words 
moyed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal. 
But  I  may  remind  the  House  that  this 
Listruction  has  been  on  the  Paper  now 
for  some  days,  and  has  met  with  no  other 
objection  from  any  part  of  the  House,  or 
from  anyone  interested  in  the  question. 
That  being  so,  I  should  be  yery  sorry  to 
make  a  change  at  the  last  moment, 
especially  as  no  Notice  has  been  giyen. 
I  also  think  it  would  be  objectionable, 
eyen  if  the  language  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendcd  did  not  eidarge 
the  inquiry ;  because  it  is  too  specific  in 
the  way  of  a  direction .  If  the  Committee 
saw  *^  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  "  in  the 
Instruction  giyen  to  them,  they  would 
probably  feel  it  incumbent  upon  them  to 
go  into  an  exhaustiye  inquiry  as  to  the 
wants  of  the  whole  of  those  large  coun- 
ties ;  whereas  '^  between  Manch^ter  and 
the  Lake  District"  would  place  them  upon 
the  exact  line -of  inquiry  affected  by  the 

g resent  Bill.  I  think,  therefore,  that  my 
on.  Friend  theMember  for  Kendal  would 
do  well  not  to  press  his  Amendment; 
and,  I  take  it  that,  after  this  discussion 
the  Oommittee  would  feel  themselyes 
perfectly  justified  in  enlarging  the  scope 
of  their  inquiry  if  they  found  such  a 
course  necessary. 

Mb.  WHITWELL:  Affcer  what  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  has  said,  I  beg  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Mb.  Sbbjeant  SPINKS  :  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  circumstcmoe,  whether  the 
words  of  the  Instruction,  as  now  drawn, 
are  large  enough  to  include  towns  a 
little  distance  off  Manchester,  although 
''  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Manchester." 
The  words  which  hayejust  been  adyerted 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — *'  in  a 
line  between  the  Lake  District  and  Man- 
chester "—-certainly  do  not  include  them  ; 
and  I  doubt  whether  the  words  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Instruction — 

<<  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  present 
Buffidency  of  ti^e  water  supply  of  Manchester 
and  its  neighbourhood  " — 

would  be  sufficient  to  include  the  borough 
which  I  haye  the  honour  to  represent, 
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and  which  is  fleren  or  eieht  miles  from 
Manchester.  I  should  lucei  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  to  substitute 
for  ''Manchester  and  its  neighbour- 
hood" the  words  "Mcmcheste^  and  the 
towns  in  its  neighbourhood."  That 
would  be  quite  satisfactory  to  me.  I  am 
yery  much  afraid,  when  we  come  before 
the  Committee,  we  should  find  that  tiie 
inquiry  governed  by  the  words  as  they 
now  stand  in  the  Instruction  would  be 
limited  to  places  within  a  mile  or  two  of 
Manchester,  and  that  an  inquiry  into  the 
wants  of  a  town  eight  or  10  miles  from 
Manchester  would  not  be  entertained. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Before  that  Amend- 
ment can  be  put,  it  would  be  necessary 
that  the  former  Amendment  should  be 
formally  withdrawn  by  leaye  of  the 
House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
and  learned  Member  for  Oldham  move 
his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SPINKS:  I  would 
propose  as  an  Amendment,  after  the 
word  **  and  "  in  the  fourth  line,  to  insert 
the  words  "  the  towns  in  the  neighbour- 
hood." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  words 
"Manchester  and*'  to  insert  the  words 
"  the  towns  in." — {Mr.  Serfeant  Spinks.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  that  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Genebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR: 
I  beg  to  remind  the  House  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr. 
Whitwell)  did  raise  the  objection  on  the 
first  night  of  the  discussion  which  he  has 
raised  again  to-night.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  my  hon.  Friend  did  not  a&ere  to 
the  suggestion  which  he  then  made — 
namely,  that  it  should  be  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  to  inquire  by  what 
means  the  rain-water  which  annually 
falls  in  such  masses  on  the  hills  of  that 
part  of  England  could  be  best  collected, 
and  the  best  storage  works  constructed, 
so  as  to  enable  any  quantity  of  water  to 
be  taken  from  the  Lakes  that  may  be  re- 
quired for  the  many  lodblities  so  much 
in  need  of  ^ood  water.  That  is  the 
whole  question  at  issue.  The  doubt 
was  whether  the  one  Lake  already 
formed — namely,  that  of  Thirlmere — 
would  be  partly  exhausted  by  abstraot- 

Ur,  Serfeant  Spinh 


ing  the  water  for  the  requirements  of 
Manchester.  If  that  were  found  to  be  so, 
then  it  would  be  important  to  have  an 
enlarged  inquiry  as  to  how  the  gorges 
of  adjoining  hills  could  be  dammed  up 
so  as  to  multiply  the  water  reservoirs. 
I  have,  unfortunately,  been  under  the 
necessity  of  deaUncr  with  this  kind  of 
question  in  India.  There  we  have  tanks 
or  reservoirs  many  times  larger  than 
any  of  the  Lakes  in  question,  and  tiie 
great  necessity  for  providing  additional 
storage  for  water  has  been  shown  by 
the  hEtte  water  drought  in  Madras. 
Now,  I  think  these  Lakes  could  be  so 
improved  and  so  added  to,  in  the  direc- 
tion the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  has 
pointed  out,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  in- 
crease their  storage  power  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  without  in  any 
degree  destroying  their  pleasant  ap- 
pearance. Theren)re,  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  (Government  Board  should  take 
that  matter  into  consideration.  I  be- 
lieve that  with  a  very  small  outlay  in 
the  construction  of  adequate  embank- 
ments, not  only  would  the  Lakes  them- 
selves be  improved,  but  the  general 
scenery  also.  We  are  told  thatthe  rain- 
fall in  this  particular  district  is  excessive 
and  larger  than  in  any  other  part  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  extent  of  the  gathering 
ground  is  also  so  vast  that  it  is  quite 
certain  that  a  verv  large  amount  or  the 
rain  that  now  falls  must  run  away  in 
other  directions  than  into  the  Lakes. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  all  these  matters 
into  consideration,  and  will  not,  for  the 
sake  of  Manchester,  limit  the  inquiry  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  prevent  the  Com- 
mittee from  reporting  in  what  way  it 
may  be  possible  to  enlarge  the  storage 
capacity  of  the  existing  Ic^es  or  provide 
additional  reservoirs  in  suitable  locali- 
ties. 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  wiU  not  follow  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
because  I  think  they  have  more  reference 
to  the  debate  which  occurred  the  other 
day.  But  in  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks),  I  think 
he  can  hardly  have  studied  carefully  the 
words  of  the  Instruction.  If  he  had 
done  so,  I  think  he  would  have  found 
that  ''the  line"  to  which  he  has  referred 
does  not  exist  in  the  Instruction.  There 
is  nothing  said  as  to   the  population 
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situated  upon  any  line,  but  there  is 
merely  a  reference  to  the  population 
situated  between  Manohester  and  the 
Lake  District.  It  is  dear,  therefore, 
that  the  Oonunittee  would  haye  a  wide 
discretion  in  considering  what  that 
population  is,  and  the  inquiry  would 
certainly  include  any  town  such  as 
Oldham,  which  he  represents.  As  far 
as  my  view  of  the  Ins£ruction  goes,  that 
would  be  quite  within  the  limits  of  the 
inquiry  proposed  to  be  allotted  to  the 
Gommitteis,  and  I  hope  that  he  will  see 
fliat  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  insert  the 
words  he  proposes.  To  say  "Man- 
chester ana  its  neiffhbournood "  is 
exactly  the  same  as  saymg  "Manchester 
and  the  towns  in  its  neighbourhood." 

Mr.  Sbejeaot  SPDfeS:  After  that 
explanation,  coming  from  such  an  au- 
thority as  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
I  am  quite  willing  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  mthdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  fbr  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Orderedf  That  Five  be  the  Quorum  of 
the  Committee. 

And,  on  Febniaij  IS,  Ortkredy  That  Dr. 
Lton  Playpaik,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Rodwbll, 
Sip  UouTiua)  Kay^Shuttleworth,  and  Mr. 
Knowles  be  Members  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Manchester  Corporation  Water  BilL — 
(Mr,  SclaUr-BootK) 


QUESTIONS. 


METROPOLIS— NEWSPAPER  KTOSQUES. 
QUESTION. 

Sm  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
"Works,  Whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  make  arrangements  for  the 
construction  of  kiosques  at  suitable 
places  in  the  metropolitan  thoroughfares, 
for  the  sale  of  newspapers,  as  is  done  in 
Paris  and  other  continental  cities  ? 

8iB  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG,  in 
reply,  said,  the  thoroughfares  of  the 
metropolis  were  under  the  control  of  the 
Yestries  and  District  Boards,  and  a  Ques- 
tion of  this  sort  would  naturally  come 
before  them.     He  had  no  doubt  the 

VOL.  OCXXXyn.  [thibd  ssbiss.] 


local  authorities  would  be  happy  to  give 
their  best  attention  to  any  proposal  for 
the  comfort  of  the  sellers  and  the  con- 
venience of  the  purchasers  of  news- 
papers. 

EOADS-SOUTH  WALES  DISTRICT. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
there  is  a  eeneral  superintendent  of  the 
Soul^  Wales  Turnpike  Eoads  appointed 
and  paid  by  Government ;  and,  whether 
the  loans  advanced  to  the  South  Wales 
counties  by  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners in  1844  for  the  payment  of 
the  local  debts  on  their  turnpike  roads 
have  been  repaid;  if  so,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  continue  the  office  of  general 
superintendent? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  true  that  there  was  under 
the  South  Wales  Turnpike  Act  of  1844 
a  general  superintendent  of  roads  for 
that  district  appointed  and  paid  by  the 
Government,  and  his  functions  had  been 
discharged  very  much  to  the  advantage 
of  South  Wales.  The  debts  contracted 
under  that  Act  were  paid  off  about  a 
year  ago ;  but  the  officers'  statutory  du- 
ties remained,  together  with  the  other 
provisions  of  the  Act.  As  soon  as  the 
new  arrangement  for  the  management 
of  highways  and  turnpike  roads  had 
been  settled,  he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
should  be  prepared  to  consider  whether 
the  time  had  not  arrived  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Act. 

RUSSIA— POLES  IN  TURKEY. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  OWEN  LEWIS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  following 
statement,  which  appeared  in  the  ''  PaU 
Mall  Gazette  "  of  the  12th  instant  :— 

"The  distress  among  the  Poles  in  Turkey, 
and  especially  in  Constantinople,  is  reported  to 
be  texrible.  A  recent  letter  from  Lemberg 
says, — *  They  have  no  pecuniary  means  what- 
ever, as  they  have  for  some  time  not  received 
any  pay  or  pension.  It  is,  therefore,  not  pos- 
sible for  them  to  escape ;  and,  if  they  remain 
till  the  Russians  come,  a  certain  death  on  the 
gallows  awaits  them.  Many  have  already  pe- 
rished in  this  way ;  among  them  are  not  only 
such  as  have  served  in  a  miHtary  capacity  in  the 
Turkish  army,  but  also  surgeons,  who,  being 
attached  to  the  hospitals,  have  trusted  to  the 
(Geneva  Convention  to  protect  them.  According 
to  our  latest  information,  five  Poliah  surgeona 
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haye  alreadr  been  hAnged  bytheRofldaai— two 
in  Ada  and  three  in  Europe— beiidef  tereral 
Polish  officers  and  soldiers  who  were  taken 
prisoners ;  *  ** 

and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Cte- 
Temment  can  see  any  way  of  rescuing 
these  unfortunate  men  from  suoh  a 
fatef 

Mb.  BOUBEE:  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  we  have  received  Beports  from 
Constantinople  stating  that  certain  Poles 
who  haye  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the 
Bussian  authorities  have  been  hanged ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  we  should  not  be  justified 
in  laying  those  Beports  before  Parliar 
ment  imtil  we  have  received  further  in- 
formation upon  the  subject  from  Con- 
stantinople, which  the  Government  have 
asked  for.  We  have  dso  heard  that  a 
Petition  has  been  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ambassador  at  Constantinople 
asking  for  British  protection  for  certain 
Poles  who  are  anxious  to  go  to  some 
place  of  safety  in  case  the  Bussians 
should  occupy  Constantinople,  and  who 
have  not  the  means  of  doing  so.  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  has  been  told  that 
it  would  not  be  proper  for  him  to  afiEbrd 
British  protection  to  foreigners.  At  the 
same  time,  he  has  been  instructed  to 
afifbrd  them*  his  ^od  offices,  in  case  any 
of  them  were  in  distress,  and  were 
anxious  to  leave  Constantinople  to  go  to 
some  place  of  safety  where  they  could 
carry  on  their  ordinary  occupation. 

Ife.  OWEN  LEWIS:  liay  I  ask 
whether  the  Poles  that  have  been 
hanged  were  acting  as  surgeons  at- 
tached to  the  hospitals? 

Mr.  BOUBKE  :  That  is  one  of  the 
statements  upon  which  we  have  not  had 
accurate  information.  We  have  asked 
for  it. 

Me.  JOHN  BBIGHT:  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  any  information  whatever  ?  If 
you  have  not,  we  had  better  not  let  the 
story  go  abroad.  If  you  have,  let  us 
have  it. 

Mb.  BOUBKE:  I  can  only  repeat 
the  Answer  I  gave.  I  do  not  mink  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  heard  it.  I  said 
that  Beports  had  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government:  that  we  thouorhtwe  should 


POST  OFFICE— THE  IKBIA  KAIL 
C50KTRACT.--QUB8TIOK. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  aaked  the  Port- 
master  General,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  a  letter  which  appeared  in  the 
''  Times"  of  December  28th  1877,  rigned 
by  ''  a  late  Commander  of  a  mail 
steamer," — 

"  That  in  the  last  oooteot  with  tiw  P«Dmnlv 
and  Oriental  Oompany,  the  GorenunaDt  &• 
Uiem  heavily  for  not  deliTeriiig  the  India  Msk 
on  the  contracte'  dates,  making  no  aUowaaee  fa 
fogs  or  bad  weather,  and  not  allowing  (aa  in  a 
previoofl  contzact)  the  give  and  take  syBtem; ** 

and,  if  true,  whether  this  arrangement 
was  made  solely  upon  the  decision  of  the 
Post  Office,  or  whether,  before  altering 
the  terms  of  a  preyious  contract,  ^ 
Post  Office  obtained  the  opinion  of  any 
nautical  authorify  upon  the  subject? 

LoBD  JOHN  MAlfNEBS,  in  lerfy. 
said,  that  the  Department  hsud  consulted 
the  proper  authorities,  and  that  tiie 
other  party  to  the  oontraot  had,  no 
doubt,  done  the  same. 

NAVY— ROMAN  CATHOIilOB. 

QXTESnOK. 

Mr.  STTLLIYAN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Adnuralty,  Whether  he  csa 
state  the  actual  or  approximate  number 
of  Officers,  Seamen,  and  Marines  faro- 
fessing  the  Catholic  religion  now  serrii^ 
in  Her  Majesty's  Navy ;  whether  Gs^io- 
lics  so  serving  in  the  Boyal  Navy  sis 
afforded,  equculy  with  their  Protestant 
brother  officers  and  messmates,  the 
ministrations  on  shipboard  of  a  chaplam 
of  their  own  faith ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  present  intention  of  Her  Majes^s 
Gknremment,  if  no  such  provision  noyr 
exists,  by  the  appointment  of  Cathdie 
chaplains  in  the  Fleet,  to  insure  £» 
Oatholics  who  may  belong  to  the  Naty 
the  spiritual  minii^zations  of  a  ohaplahi, 
such  as  are  already  accorded  to  Ck^io- 
lics  serving  in  the  Army  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  A  good  deal  (tf 
the  information  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  asks  for  is  to  be  fDvad 
in  a  Eetum  for  the  year  1876,  No.  113, 
which  was  presented  to  the  Hcmss  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  ^or  Osr- 
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NaT7  irho  az6  of  tbat  fUih.  The  Bum- 
1>««  of  aeamon  and  miunn^  who  are 
Oaiholioe  ia  5,360 ;  fhe  nmnber  of  mem- 
hem  of  the  Ohuroh  of  England  ia  83,172 ; 
X^lreBbyteriana,  1,748;  and  Froteatanta 
of  other  denominationa,  4,162.  There 
are  no  Boman  Catholio  ohaplaina  in  Her 
Majeair'a  ehipa  afloat,  nor  any  other 
chaplaina  than  those  of  the  Ghnroh  of 
England;  but  at  all  the  chief  naval 
porta  there  are  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lains who  are  paid  by  the  Admirally, 
and  have  free  access  to  the  seamen  of 
that  faith  on  board  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
lEiTery  facility  is  afforded  to  Boman 
Catholic  seamen  or  marines  to  attend 
Divine  Service  at  the  several  naval  ports ; 
but  I  cannot  hold  out  any  prospect  of 
the  appointment  of  Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  to  ships  of  war,  as  I  am  afraid 
there  ia  no  accommodation  for  them. 


TURKEY— THE  WAE^ATTSTRIAN 
INTEEESTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
can  give  to  Parliament  any  information 
on  &e  subject  of  a  statement  from  St. 
Petersburgh  recently  published  in  this 
country,  to  the  effect  that  on  or  about 
dOth  January  the  Austrian  Government 
announced  to  Prince  Gortchakoff  that  in 
the  present  negotiations 

"  the  matten  specially  affectm^  Aiisiaian  in- 
terests  ware  the  situation  of  Bosnia  and  Herze- 
govina,  the  territorial  aggrandizement  of  Servia 
and  Montenegro,  and  the  temporary  occupation 
of  Bulgaria  by  Russian  troops  ?  " 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUES :  No,  Sir ;  we  have  no  informa- 
tion on  this  subject ;  and  I  think  it  is 
hardly  to  be  expected  that  we  should  be 
able  to  ffive  information  as  to  communi- 
cations between  two  foreign  Gtovem- 
znente. 


TURKEY— THE  WAR^RTJSSIAN 
SAILORS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  HANBUET  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  in  a  telegram  from  the 
Vienna  correspondent  of  the  ** Times" 
newsnaDer  in  vesterdav'fl  issue : — 


have  paisad  through  Ronmania  into  Bulgariay 
thougn  it  nuiy  be  impossible  to  aocertain  the 
numbers ; " 

and,  whether  the  Government  have  re- 
ceived any  information  to  the  efiEeot  that 
Buaaian  sailors  have  so  passed  into  Bul- 
garia? 

The  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QIJEB:  We  have  heard  that  about 
1,400  Bussian  sailors  have  been  sent  to 
the  Danube;  but  we  have  no  information 
as  to  their  having  passed  into  Bulgaria. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— THE   KAFFIR    OUT- 
BREAK—QUESTION. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
he  will  afford  the  House  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  present  native 
difficulty  in  South  AMca,  and  make  a 
statement  of  the  policy  which  the 
(Government  intend  to  pursue  in  relation 
thereto  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  personally  he  did 
not  intend  to  raise  a  discussion  on  the 
subject,  but  it  was,  of  course,  open  to 
any  private  Member  to  take  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so ;  when  he  shoula  be 
prepared  to  mfuce  a  statement  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government;  but  he 
thgught  it  better  the  House  should  wait 
until  hon.  Members  had  the  opportunity 
of  reading  the  Correspondence,  which 
would  shortly  be  on  l^e  Table  of  the 
House. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— CONSTAN- 
TINOPLE —  MOVEMENTS  OP  THE 
FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Me.  GOUBLET  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can,  with 
convenience  to  the  public  service,  inform 
the  House  the  names  of  the  European 
Powers  invited  by  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment to  send  ships  of  war  to  Constanti- 
nople, and  whether  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  subjects  of  their  several 
States,  or  in  case  of  need,  the  entire 
Christian  population  located  in  the  city ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  the  nature  of  the 
replies  received? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  :  A  communication  was  made  to 
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applied  for  a  firman,  but  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  has  been  granted.  France 
and  Italy. — {Mr.  GLADSToms  was  under- 
stood to  make  a  communication.] — ^We 
have  been  informed  of  that.  A  commu- 
nication, of  course,  was  made  in  answer 
to  an  invitation  communicated  by  Her 
Majesiy's  Gbvemment  to  certain  foreign 
Powers,  and  these  foreign  Powers  na- 
turally would  inform  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  of  anything  they  did.  The 
Austrian  Government  appUed  for  a 
firman,  but  we  are  not  informed  whether 
it  has  been  granted.  Italy  and  France 
gave  instructions  to  their  Ambassadors 
to  apply  for  afirman  in  case  of  need;  but 
they  have  hitherto  refrained  from  doing 
so.  The  German  Govemm^it  have 
stated  that  they  do  not,  under  present 
circumstances,  intend  to  apply  for  a 
firman. 

THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— BESSA- 
EABIA— QUESTIONS. 

SiE  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
Question,  of  which  he  had  given  him 
private  Notice.  It  was,  Whether  the 
Government  had  received  any  informa- 
tion corroborative  of  a  report  which  had 
appeared  in  I%e  Morning  Post  of  that 
day,  to  the  effect  that  a  formal  demand 
had  been  made  on  Roumania  by  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  for  the  restoration  of 
that  part  of  Bessarabia  which  had  been 
lost  to  Bussia  by  the  Treaty  of  Paris  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  We  have  received  no  such 
information,  and  I  must  give  my  hon. 
Friend  very  much'^the  same  Answer  as 
that  which  I  have  already  given — that 
it  is  not  a  matter  on  which  we  are  likely 
to  have  information. 

Me.  COUBTNEY:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  on  what  day 
Austria  applied  for  a  firman  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  :  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot  give 
the  date  off-hand. 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  can  tell  us  how  it  is  we  have  not 
received  the  Papers  he  promised  last 
night  ?  I  believe  they  were  in  type  last 
night;  but  they  have  not  yet  been 
delivered  to  Members. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  I  am  afraid  the  matter  is  not 
within    my   Department.      I  was  mis- 

Th  Chaneellar  of  the  Excheqmr 


informed  yesterday  in  stating  that  the 
Papers  were  then  ready.  They  are 
ready  now,  and  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  immediately.  I  have  only  just 
received  a  copy  myself. 

Mb.  GOLDSMID:  WiU  the  C^ian- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Government  have 
received  any  answer  from  Bussia  to  Ihe 
despatch  of  the  Earl  of  Derby  objecting 
to  the  entry  of  Bussian  troops  into 
Constantinople  ?  

The  CHANCETiTiOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  No,  Sir. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Dillwtn, 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  it  was  intended  to  proceed 
on  Monday  with  the  County  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  on  Thursday  with  either 
the  Boads  and  Bridges  Bill,  or  the 
Factories  and  Workshops  Bill — ^he  was 
able  at  that  moment  to  say  which. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE, 

Order  for  Conmiittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BURIALS.— EESOLUTION. 

Mr.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honae,  the  time 
has  arriyed  when  the  long-pending  controversy 
as  to  interments  in  parish  churchyards  ong-ht  to 
be  dosed,  by  permitting  snch  interments  either 
without  any  burial  service  or  with  the  servioes 
preferred  by  the  relatives  or  friends  of  the  de- 
ceased, and  conducted  by  persons  chosen  by 
them," 

said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that  I  owe  the 
House  some  apology  for  asking  them  at 
such  a  crisis  as  this  to  discuss  the  Beso- 
lution  which,  thanks  to  the  kindness  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Sir  John  Lubbock),  I  am  enabled 
to  move  to-night.  I  can  only  say  that 
if  it  had  been  possible  to  postpone  it  a 
second  time  I  would  have  done  so ;  as  it 
is,  I  must  throw  myself  upon  your  in- 
dulgence while  I  explain  shortly  the 
reasons  why  I  have  brought  it  forward 
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at  the  present  time  and  in  its  present 
shape.  It  is  in  the  reoollection  of  the 
House  that  early  last  Session  I  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  amend  the  Burial  Laws. 
Subsequently,  the  right  hon.  6bntlem£ui 
the  Home  Secretary  stated  that  the  Go- 
yemment  were  prepared  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  that  pledge  was  in  due 
course  redeemed  by  ^e  introduction  into 
the  other  House,  of  a  Bill  called  the 
Burials  Acts  Oonsolidation  Bill.  Now, 
of  course,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the 
details  of  a  Bill  whi(m  is  not  before  the 
House,  and  is  never  likely  to  be  before 
the  House ;  but  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  in  passing  that  I  think  the  im-» 
pression  produced  by  that  Bill,  as  soon 
as  its  provisions  were  understood,  was 
one  of  general  disappointment.  It  was 
felt,  not  merely  by  Liberals,  but  by 
many  Conservatives,  that  a  great  op- 
portunity of  settling  a  vexed  question 
had  been  missed,  and  it  was  felt  toothat 
the  mode  by  which  it  was  proposed  to 
settle  that  question  was  not,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  very  felicitous.  For  the  Bill 
mixed  up  two  things  which  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  each  other ;  I  mean 
the  sanitary  and  the  religious  parts  of  the 
question,  and,  as  sometimes  happens 
when  people  try  to  do  two  things  at  the 
same  time,  it  succeeded  in  doing  neither. 
The  sanitary  part  of  the  Bill  was  loaded 
with  a  number  of  provisions,  which  cer- 
tainly but  for  the  intrusion  of  the  reli- 
gious difficulty  would  never  have  found 
their  way  into  a  Public  Health  Act, 
while  the  religious  difficulty  was  met — I 
should  rather  say  was  evaded — ^by  con- 
ferring upon  Nonconformists  an  un- 
desired  privilege,  and  by  imposiuK  upon 
Nonconformists  £Uid  Churchmen  clike  an 
unnecessary  burden.  But  although  I 
could  not  hope  much  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Government  Bill,  I  thought  it 
would  not  be  becoming  in  me  to  run  my 
own  measure  as  a  sort  of  opposition  Bill 
to  that  of  the  Government;  nor  did  it 
seem  to  me  very  convenient  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  discussing 
one  Burials  Bill  whilst  the  House  of 
Lords  was  debating  another,  and  con- 
sequently I  withdrew  my  own  Bill,  pro- 
mising that  when  the  Government  JBill 
came  down  to  this  House  I  would  take 
take  the  opportunity  to  move  the  Beso- 
lution  which  I  have  now  placed  upon  the 
Paper.  Sir,  that  opportunity  never 
came,  for  as  the  House  knows,  during 
the  progress  of  the  other  Bill  through 


the  House  of  Lords,  £ui  Amendment, 
which,  although  being  part  of  a  Bill  it 
was  necessarily  much  more  precise  than 
my  Eesolution,  yet  did  involve,  and  was 
on  all  sides  admitted  to  involve,  the  very 
principle  for  which  I  am  now  contending, 
was  carried  by  a  substantial  majority. 
Now,  the  author  of  that  Amendment 
was  not  a  political  Dissenter ;  nor  was 
he  a  professional  agitator.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was.  a  staunch  Conservative,  a 
firm  Mend  of  the  Church,  £uid  the  Father 
of  one  of  the  most  popular  and  respected 
Members  of  the  present  Government. 
Sir,  I  will  only  say  of  that  vote  of  the 
House  of  Lords  tiiat  I  think  that  in 
passing  it,  their  Lordships  gave  an 
example  of  toleration,  aye,  and  of 
courage,  which  I  think  and  hope  will 
not  be  i^own  away  upon  us  to-meht. 

As  soon  as  that  Amendment  had  been 
carried,  the  Government  at  once  with- 
drew their  Bill.  Whether  they  were 
right  or  wrong  in  taking  that  course  I, 
of  course,  cannot  say ;  but  I  think  it  will 
be  admitted  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Bill  left  me  no  course  open  except  to  re- 
deem the  promise  I  gave  last  Session, 
and  to  bring  forward  the  Eesolution  I 
have  the  honour  to  submit  to  the  House 
to-night.  And  I  think  we  may  say  that 
we  are  approaching  the  subject  imder 
circumstances  more  favourable  to  its 
settlement  than  any  that  have  yet  pre- 
sented themselves.  In  the  first  place, 
we  can  appeal  to  the  verdict  of  the 
]dou8e  of  Lords,  a  verdict  the  more 
valuable  because  it  is  that  of  men  con- 
vinced in  many  cases  against  their  own 
wishes.  But  besides  that,  I  think  I  may 
say  that  since  I  last  addressed  the  House 
on  the  subject  two  distinct  steps  have 
been  gained  in  the  controversy.  In  the 
first  pace,  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides — 
it  is  admitted  by  the  Government — that 
the  law  cannot  be  allowed  to  remedn  in 
its  present  condition.  That  is  one  step. 
In  the  next  place,  the  proposal  of  the 
(Government — the  only  alternative  pro- 
posal that  has  ever  been  seriously  enter- 
tained— has  proved — ^I  do  not  want  to 
say  it  oflfensively — a  complete  and  con- 
spicuous failure.  But  even  that  is  not 
all.  Since  the  subject  was  last  before 
the  House  of  Lords,  a  Eetum  which  I 
moved  for  of  the  population  and  burial- 
places  in  England  and  Wales  has  been 
presented  to  the  House ;  and  I  think  it 
will  be  found,  upon  analyzing  that  Ee- 
tum, that  it  completely  cuts  away  from 
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under  the  feet  of  my  opponents  the 
main  gronnd  upon  which  they  relied — 
namely,  that  this  was  a  small  mevance, 
and  one  which,  if  left  to  itsdf,  would 
rapidly  disappear. 

And  now  one  word  more  before  I 
come  to  the  Eesolution  itself.    I  have 
been  told  that  there  are  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  would  have  voted  for 
me  if  I  had  brought  in  a  Bill ;  but  who 
will  not  vote  now,  because  they  cannot 
vote  for  a  [Resolution — -just  as  last  year 
I  was  told  that  I  should  have  secured 
many  more  votes  if  I  had  brought  for- 
ward a  Resolution  instead  of  a  Bill. 
Now,  I  will  ask  those  hon.  Members 
before  they  take  that  course  to  do  me  a 
simple  act  of  justice.    Let  them  look  at 
the  Order   Book  which  lies  upon  the 
Table.    Why,  Sir,  the  Irish  measures 
alone  are  quite  sufficient  to  occupy  all 
the  time  allotted  to  private  Members. 
If  I  had  brought  in  a  Bill  the  chances 
are  three  or  four  to  one  that  I  should 
never  have  got  to  a  second  reading,  and 
as  for  carrying  it — ^why  everyone  knows 
that  one  single  Member  of  this  House  can, 
if  he  likes,  prevent  any  private  Member 
from  passing  any  private  Bill,  no  matter 
how  useful  or  how  harmless  it  may  be. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  what  chance  I 
should  have  had  if  I  h£id  brought  in  a 
Bill  against  those  serried  ranks.    But 
then  it  will  be  said — "If  you  cannot 
legislate  practically  upon  the  question, 
what  is  tihie  use  of  bringing  forward 
Besolutions    which   must  prove  abor- 
tive ?  "    My  answer  to  that  shall  be  very 
short.    Either  this  Eesolution  will  be 
carried,  or  it  will  not.     If  it  is  not,  then 
I  can  only  bow  to  the  decision  of  the 
House,  as  I  have  done  before,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  have  the  some- 
what questionable  triumph  of  having 
adjourned  for  another  year  a  contest 
which  can  only  end  in  one  way,  and 
which  I  should  have  thought  it  would 
have  been  the  interest  of  nobody,  least 
of  all  of  the  Church  of  England,  to  pro- 
long.   On  the  other  hand,  if ,  as  I  hope 
and  trust,  it  should  be  carried — ^for  I 
cannot  believe  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  any  longer  consent  to  lag 
behind  the  House  of  Lords  in  this  matter 
— ^we  shall  be  in  this  position.    Both 
Houses  of  Parliament  will  have  solemnly 
affirmed  their  approval  of  a  particular 
mode  of  settling  the  difficulty,  and  I 
think,  imder  those  circumstances,  I  should 
notbe  asking  toomuchif  Iwere  toapplyto 

Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 


so  eminentty  ConstitutionalaQovermnent 
as  Her  Majesty's  and  request  them  td 
afford  out  of  the  ample  resources  at  their 
command — for  we  are  no  longer  over- 
burdened with  domestic  legislation — a 
few  short  hours  for  the  discussion  of  a 
Bill  founded  upon  this  Eesolution.  I 
do  not  say  that  they  are  to  give  that 
time  to  me.  I  know  that  my  connectioii 
with  this  subject  has  weighted  it  witii  a 
certain  amount  of  impopularity,  and  I 
shoidd  therefore  prefer  myself,  and  I 
think  we  all  should  prefer,  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  up  the  question 
themselves,  and  should  deal  with  it,  not 
from  a  sanitary  point  of  view,  but  ia 
the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be  dealt 
with — ^namely,  upon  the  basis  of  this 
Eesolution.  And  I  can  assure  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  if  he  will  adopt 
that  course,  I  shall  be  only  too  happy 
to  hand  over  to  hiTn  both  the  credit  and 
the  obloquy  of  the  settlement. 

And  now  I  come  to  the  Eeeoluiion 
itself.  And  if  my  grievance  is  a  some- 
what well-worn  one,  I  have  the  consola- 
tion of  knowing  that  at  any  rate  it  is  a 
very  simple  one,  and  one  that  admits  of 
the  simplest  possible  remedy.  I  think  I 
can  state  it  in  three  sentences.  The 
common  law  of  England,  which  vests 
the  freehold  of  a  churchyard  in  the 
incumbent  and  the  churchwardens, 
gives  to  every  parishioner  the  right 
to  be  interred  in  the  churchyard  quite 
irrespectively  of  his  religious  creed, 
quite  irrespectively  of  his  right  to  any 
religious  service,  and  quite  irrespec- 
tiveW  of  the  permission  of  the  in- 
cumbent. The  ecclesiastical  law  of 
Englaaid  in  the  case  of  baptized  per- 
sons who  are  not  labouring  under  cer- 
tain civil  or  ecclesiastical  bans  has 
superadded  to  this  right  the  right  to  be 
interred  with  a  certain  religious  service 
— that  is  to  say,  the  service  of  the 
Church  of  England,  that  being  the  only 
religious  service  which  was  known  when 
the  law  was  inade.  Is  it  right,  is  it 
reasonable,  that  you  should  continue  to 
force  that  second  privilege  upon  those 
who  have  long  since  ceased  to  desire  it? 
Now,  really  that  is  the  question  which 
we  shall  probablv  be  engaged  for  some 
seven  or  eight  hours  in  discussing  to- 
night. Both  these  propositions  are  pro- 
positions of  law,  and  therefore  are  ca- 
pable of  being  established  to  demonstra- 
tion ;  and  I  do  not  observe  that  anybody 
ventures  to  deny,  though  it  is  sometimes 
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oonyenient  for  my  opponents  to  ignore, 
them. 

Now,  first,  as  to  the  first  proposition 
— namely,  the  right  of  interment.  That 
was  decided  200  years  ago  in  the  case 
of  the  King  against  Taylor.  The  Yicar 
of  Davent^,  in  Northamptonshire,  had 
refused  to  allow  a  parisnioner  to  be 
buried  in  his  churchyard  because  the 
deceased  was  not  a  Christian.  Well, 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench  made  very 
short  work  of  that.  The  presiding 
Judge,  in  delivering  judgment,  said — 

''  Every  parishioner  had  a  ri^ht  to  a  bnrial- 
place  in  the  churchyard,  otherwise  they  cannot 
be  buried  anywhere  if  they  have  not  land  of 
their  own,  for  other  persons  are  not  obliged  to 
allow  them  to  be  buried  in  their  own  pro- 
perty.- 

Thereupon  it  was  objected,  that  in  that 
case  the  vicar  was  bound  to  read  the 
Burial  Service ;  but  the  Court  said  the 
two  matters  were  entirely  distinct,  and 
they  refused  to  entertain  that  question 
as  quite  irrelevant  to  the  matter  they 
were  tiyinff.  Well,  I  do  not  think  I 
can  put  me  case  more  clearly  and 
strongly  than  it  was  put  by  one  of  the 
ablest  Ecclesiastical  Judges  that  has 
ever  sat  upon  the  Bench.  Lord  Stowell 
puts  it  thus — *'  All  parishioners  have  a 
right  to  be  buried  in  the  churchyard 
without  the  leave  of  the  incumbent."  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  put  more  strongly 
and  clearly  than  that. 

I  pass,  therefore,  from  the  first  to  the 
second  proposition.  Now,  I  may  re- 
mark that  the  right  to  the  Burial  Ser- 
vice is  frequently  spoken  of  as  if  it  was 
the  right  of  the  incumbent,  or  that  of 
the  Church  of  England.  That  is  a  fal- 
lacy. The  right  is  the  right  of  the 
parishioner — and  a  very  precious  right 
it  was  in  the  days  when  it  was  believed 
that  a  man's  soul  could  not  be  saved 
without  it.  And  although,  b^  a  strange 
perversion  of  circumstances,  it  has  come 
to  be  considered  to  be  the  right  of  the 
incumbent,  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
the  position  of  the  Clergy  in  this  matter 
is,  even  as  the  law  now  stands,  by  no 
means  as  secure  as  they  suppose  it  to 
be.  Now,  if  the  House  will  allow  me, 
I  will  make  that  quite  clear ;  and  I  am 
anxious  to  do  so,  because  the  amount  of 
misconception  that  prevails  on  the  sub- 
ject amongst  the  Clersy  is  quite  astound- 
ing. No  doubt,  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  YI.,  all  unauthorized  services 
came  within  the  ofEenoe  known  as  brawl- 


ing ;  and  as  might  have  been  expected 
fiicm  the  nature  of  the  times,  the  punish- 
ments imposed  by  the  Statute  were  very 
severe,  though  probably  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  consider  them  somewhat 
disproportionate  in  the  case  of  the  first 
and  second  offence.  For  the  first  offence 
a  brawler  might  be  deprived  of  the  pri- 
vilege of  going  to  church  for  the  rest  of 
his  life;  while  for  the  second,  he  was 
liable  to  lose  both  his  ears,  and  be 
branded  in  the  face  with  a  red-hot  iron. 
This  Act  gave  rise  to  great  hardships ; 
and  one  case,  that  of  a  poor  old  woman 
called  Betty  Jones,  who  was  subjected 
to  almost  life-long  imprisonment  for 
some  trivial  ecclesiastical  offence,  made 
such  a  sensation,  that  two  Statutes  were 
passed  to  alter  the  law.  One  of  them 
was  introduced  by  Sir  Eobert  Philli- 
more,  the  present  Judge  in  the  Divorce 
and  Admiralty  Division,  and  the  other 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  Mr.  Pleydell  Bou- 
verie.  That  second  Statute,  Mr.  Bou- 
verie's  Act,  finally  abolished  the  offence 
of  brawling,  and  it  enacted  as  follows : — 

"Any  person  who  shall  be  guilty  of  riotous, 
violent,  or  indecent  behaviour,  in  England  or 
Ireland,  in  any  churchyard  or  burial-ground,  or 
who  shall  molest,  let,  disturb,  vex,  or  trouble, 
or  by  any  other  unlawful  means,  disquiet  or 
misuse,  any  preacher  duly  authorized,  or  any 
clergyman  in  Holy  Orders  ministering  or  cele- 
brating any  divine  service,  rite,  or  office  in  any 
churchyard,  shall,  on  conviction  before  two 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
not  more  than  £6  for  every  such  offence,  or  for 
imprisonment  for  a  term  not  exceeding  two 
months." 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  only  Act  I  know 
of,  now  in  force,  which  prohibits  a 
Nonconformist  from  performing  his  own 
service  in  a  churchyard ;  and,  therefore, 
unless  he  is  guilty  of  indecent  or  riotous 
behaviour,  he  may  perform  any  such 
service  without  exposing  himself  to  any 
penalty  at  all.  Of  course,  it  may  be 
said — **If  that  be  so,  why  do  you  want 
any  change  in  the  law  ?  "  To  a  lawyer 
the  answer  is  obvious.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  friends  of  a  deceased  person 
have  a  right  to  enter  a  churchyard  for 
the  purpose  of  interring  the  body ;  but 
if  they  enter  for  the  purpose  of  cele- 
brating any  form  of  service  which  the 
law  does  not  recomize,  they  would  ren- 
der themselves  liable,  not  to  a  penalty, 
but  to  a  civil  action  for  trespass  at  the 
suit  of  the  freeholders — ^that  is  to  say, 
of  the  incumbent  and  churchwardens. 
And  from  what  I  know  of  these  actions. 
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I  should  say  that,  however  profitable 
they  may  be  to  the  lawyers,  they  would 
be  most  disastrous  to  those  against 
whom  they  were  brought,  and  probably, 
also,  to  those  who  brought  them.  I  was 
talking  on  the  subject  to  an  eminent 
lawyer  the  other  day,  when  he  said — 
'*  For  Heaven's  sake,  if  that  be  law,  do 
not  alter  it ;  for  when  it  is  onoe  known 
what  the  law  is,  we  lawyers  shall  make 
our  fortunes  out  of  it.'* 

Well,  but  there  is  another  reason  for 
altering  the  law,  and  it  is  one  which 
affects  the  Clergy  more  than  the  Non- 
conformists. Probably  few  persons  axe 
aware  that  until  a  very  recent  time 
there  was  no  law  whatever  which  pre- 
vented a  clergyman,  if  he  chose,  m>m 
allowing  a  Nonconformist  to  perform 
any  service  he  liked  in  his  churchyard. 
Now,  I  make  that  statement  upon  the 
authoriiy  of  one  of  the  greatest  lawyers — 
in  fact,  I  may  say,  one  of  the  greatest 
men  who  ever  sat  in  this  House — a  man 
who  bore  a  name  which  is  still  honoured 
in  this  House — the  great  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Plunket.  Mr.  Plunket,  when  he 
was  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  in  a 
speech  which  he  made  in  1824  on  the 
Irish  Burials  Acts,  says  this — 

"Sappose  that  the  Proteitant  parson  per- 
forms  the  rites  of  the  Protestant  COmroh,  or 
that  he  waiyes  their  perfonnanoe,  there  is  no 
law  in  existence  which  in  either  case  prohihits 
the  performance  of  Dissenting  rites  in  a  Flt>- 
testant  churchyard." 

Well,  so  things  went  on  till  the  first 
year  of  the  present  Parliament,  when 
an  Act  passed  which  gpme  hon.  Gentle- 
men may  remember.  It  was  oaJled  the 
Public  Worship  Eegulation  Act.  It  was 
a  highly  penal  Act,  though  I  may  say 
of  its  provisions  what  Lom  BoHngbroke 
said  about  our  laws  generally — ^namely, 
that  they  are  nets  wmch  catch  the  smtJl 
fish,  but  which  the  great  fish  break 
through  with  impunity.  Now,  Sub-sec- 
tion 8  of  the  drd  clause  of  that  Act  im- 
poses very  heavy  penalties  upon  the  in- 
cumbent—- 

*  *  Who  within  the  preceding  twelve  months  has 
failed  to  observe,  or  to  cause  to  be  observed, 
the  directions  contained  in  the  Book  of  Common 
Prayer  relating  to  the  performance  in  such 
churchyard  or  burial  ground  of  the  services, 
rites,  and  ceremonies  oraered  by  the  said  book, 
or  has  made  or  permitted  to  be  made  any  un- 
lawful addition  to,  alteration  of,  or  omission 
from  such  services,  rites,  and  ceremonies." 

And  I  have  the  high  authority  of  my 
Mr.  Oshome  Morgan 


hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General   for    saying  that   imder   that 
clause  a  clergyman  who  has  offered  to 
allow  a  Nonconformist  to  perform  a 
funeral  service  in  his  churchyard  can  be 
prosecuted.    And  to  show  tihat  the  Act 
IS  no  mere  blunt  weapon,  I  may  men- 
tion that  last  year  the  Bishop  of  Lin- 
coln actually  threatened  an  incumbent 
in  his  diocese  with  prosecution  if  he 
gave  that  permission;  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  the  incumbent  was 
obliged  to  withdraw  the  permission,  and 
to  apologize  to  the  Bishop  for  an  in- 
tended violation  of  the  law.     So   tiiat 
the  law  is  in  this  absurd — ^this  ridicu- 
lous— state,  that  a  clergyman  can  be 
prosecuted  and  punished  for  permitting 
that  which  he  cannot  prevent  except  by, 
and  at  the  cost  of,  an  action  for  tres- 
pass.   Well,  after  that,  I  think  I  am 
not  far  wrong  in  saying  that  the  law  re- 
quires to  be  changed  in  the  interests  of 
the  Clergy  themsmves  quite  as  much  as 
in  the  interests  of  Nonconformists.     In 
fact,  nothing  throughout  this  long  and 
painfull  controversy  has  struck  me  more 
than  the  tenacity  with  which  clerg3rmen. 
cling  to  the  present  state  of  the  law. 
Oerteinly,   if  I  were  a  clergyman,  I 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  pain- 
ful— ^I  might  say  more  odious — than  the 
duty  which  compelled  me  to  read  over 
the  body  of  a  man  whom  the  accident 
of  death  had  thrown  into  my  power,  a 
service  which  I  knew  that  the  man  would 
object  to  if  he  could  hear  it,  and  which 
I  know  his  friends  and  relatives  who 
hear  it  do  object  to.    Talk  about  dese- 
cration and  profanation ;  if  that  is  not 
desecration,  1  should  very  much  like  to 
know  what  is.    And  yet  I  am  told  ib&t 
a  memorial  which  I  hold  in  my  hand, 
against  any  change  in  the  law,  has  been 
signed  by  15,000  of  the  Clergy,  or  about 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  of  the  Clergy 
of  England.    Well,  I  hope  I  should  be 
as  ready  as  anybody  to  attribute  the 
greatest  weight  to  a  memorial  ooming 
from  such  a  large  number  of  ministers 
of  religion  and  educated  men;  but  I 
think  &at  the  fact  that  this  memorial 
has  been  signed  by  so  many  of  such 
persons  is  itself  a  proof  that  there  does 
exist  amongst  the  Ciersy  an  astounding 
misconception  as  to  their  present  riffhts ; 
because  I  cannot  conceive  that  so  large 
a  body  of  educated  men  would,  under 
any  ouier  cixoumstanoes,  commit  them- 
selves to  so  utterly  untenable  a  pon- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1745 


Swriali. 


(Febbttary  15,  1878] 


Besohdum. 


1746 


tion.  However,  there  is  one  remark- 
able fact  connected  with  this  memorial, 
and  it  is  this — that  although  no  pains 
have  been  spared  to  circulate  and 
obtain  signatures  for  it,  it  has  been 
signed  by  only  30,000  laymen.  And, 
considering  that  tiiere  are  15,000  pa- 
rishes in  England,  each  of  which  has 
two  churchw^ens,  that  only  gives  two 
signatures  to  each  parish.  So  that  this 
memorial,  though  it  represents  an  over- 
whelming proportion  of  the  clerical  opi- 
nion, o^y  represents  numerically  the 
opinions  of  the  churchwardens  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales !  Or  to  put  it  in  an- 
other way,  every  clergyman  has  only 
been  able  to  induce  two  laymen  to  si^ 
the  memorial,  and  as  there  must  be  in 
England  several  millions  of  laymen  in 
the  Church,  that  does  seem  to  me  a  re- 
markable disproportion. 

Now,  that  memorial  is  in  these 
words — 

*'  We,  the  undersigned  Clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England,  being  averse  to  the  introduction 
of  sudh  services  into  the  churchyards  as  would 
be  sanctioned  by  the  Earl -of  Hairowby's  pro- 
posed Amendment  to  the  Burials  Acts  Consoli- 
dation Bill,  hereby  declare  that  we  consider  the 
churchyards  (subject  to  the  legal  rights  of  the 
parishioners  to  interment)  to  be  thie  property  of 
the  Church  of  England." 

WeU,  now,  you  cannot  make  a  thing 
your  property  by  asserting  that  it  is 
80.  If  you  could,  the  accumulation  of 
wealth  would  be  a  very  simple  and 
easy  process.  But  what  does  this 
statement  me£ui  ?  It  cannot  mean 
literally  what  it  says,  because  we  all 
know  that  the  Church  of  England,  not 
beine  a  corporation,  cannot  hold  property , 
at  aB.  What  it  probably  does  mean, 
and  what  no  doubt  in  a  certain  sense  is 
true,  is  this — ^that  the  freehold  of  the 
churchyard  is  vested  in  the  incumbent 
and  the  churchwardens.  Well,  but  so 
is  the  freehold  of  the  Thames  ihnbank- 
ment  vested  in  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James 
M'Oarel-Hoffg),  and  his  collei^es  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works;  but 
that  does  not  enable  him  to  say  to  me 
that  because  I  am  a  Liberal  I  ^all  not 
ride  over  the  Embankment  of  a  morning 
on  my  way  to  Chambers.  Sir,  let  us 
get  rid  of  these  legal  fictions,  for  until 
we  do  we  shall  not  get  to  the  bottom  of 
this  question.  Believe  me,  the  church- 
yards are  not  in  any  real  sense  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Charon  or  the  incumbent. 


If  the  churchyards  were  the  property  of 
the  incumbent,  then  the  incumbent 
would  be  entitled  to  say — "  I  won't  allow 
any  man  to  enter  here  who  is  not  a 
member  of  my  flock,  or  whom  the  law 
does  not  compel  me  to  acknowledge  as 
a  member  of  my  flock."  But  that  is  the 
very  thing  which  the  incumbent,  ac- 
cording to  every  lawyer  from  Fortescue 
down  to  Lord  Selbome,  cannot  say. 
No  doubt  the  freehold  of  the  churchyard 
is  vested  in  the  clergyman  and  the 
churchwardens,  and  for  a  very  ^ood 
reason ;  because  the  law  of  England  re- 
quires that  the  freehold  of  every  inch  of 
land  shall  be  vested  in  somebody,  and 
when  churchyards  were  constructed,  the 
vicar  and  churchwardens  were  the  only 
persons  in  whom  it  could  be  vested.  But 
it  is  vested  in  him  in  trust,  not  for  the 
Church  of  England,  or  for  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  Eagland.  It  is  vested 
in  trust  for  aU  the  parishioners,  be  they 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  or 
Nonconformists,  or  Eoman  Catholics,  or 
Secularists,  or  Jews,  or  even  Mahom- 
medans — if  any  such  are  to  be  found. 
And  it  is  surely  too  much  to  say  that 
land  so  vested  is  to  be  held  for  purely 
ecclesiastical  uses.  Why  the  very  con- 
tention sounds  like  a  voice  from  the 
Middle  Ages.  And  that  really,  I  think, 
is  the  answer  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour), 
which  purposes  to  limit  the  operation  of 
my  proposal  to  30  years.  Now,  let  me 
ask,  in  passing,  does  my  hon.  Friend 
mean  that  limitation  to  apply  to  lands 
given  by  Nonconformists,  or  to  lands 
which  have  not  been  given  at  all ;  but 
which  have  been  purchased  under  the 
Act  of  George  IV.,  at  the  cost  of  the 
rates,  levied,  of  course,  upon  Churchmen 
and  Nonconformists  alike?  But  there 
is  a  further  answer  to  the  Amendment, 
which  is  this — that  the  law  of  England 
does  not  recognize  any  arrihre  pensie  of 
this  sort  on  the  part  of  donors  of  l£Uid  to 
public  purposes.  If  a  man  dedicates 
land  to  a  public  purpose,  whether  that 
purpose  be  a  road  or  a  churchyard,  he 
must  give  it  out  and  out,  and  he  can- 
not reserve  to  himself  any  rights  over 
it. 

But  it  has  been  said  that  if  you  apply 
this  principle  to  the  churchyard,  it  must 
apply  to  tne  church  also.  Well,  allow 
me  to  say  that  this  is  a  very  dangerous 
argument,  for  it  is  an  argument  which, 
some  day  or  other,  may  be  used  as  a 
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weapon  against  you.  Of  onethingl  am 
sure.  The  Liberationists  will  not  quarrel 
with  you  for  using  it.  They  know  yery 
well  that  to  say  the  surrender  of  the 
churchyard  iuYolves  the  surrender  of  the 
church  itself  is  the  very  way  to  make  it 
BO.  But  I  wish  to  examine  it  in  the 
most  unprejudiced  and  unimpassioned 
way,  as  a  mere  abstract  question.  Does 
the  surrender  of  the  churchyard  as  a 
matter  of  fact  involye  the  surrender  of 
the  church  itself  ?  It  is  said,  no  doubt, 
and  truly  said,  that  both  are  vested  in 
the  incumbent,  but  they  are  vested  for 
entirely  different  purposes.  The  church 
is  intended  for  religious  services;  the 
churchyard  for  the  interment  of  the 
parishioners,  not  necessarily  with  any 
religious  service  at  all.  No  doubt,  as 
things  are  at  present,  the  churchyard  is 
an  appanage  of  the  church;  but  as  I 
pointed  out  when  I  last  addressed  the 
House  on  the  subject,  that  is  quite  a 
modem  innovation.  Some  hundreds  of 
years  aeo,  the  graveyards,  as  they  were 
then  ofuled,  were  outside  the  walls  of 
the  city ;  and  it  waa  only  shortly  before 
the  Reformation,  when  the  monks  and 
priests  became  too  fat  or  too  lazy  to  go 
outside  the  walls  of  the  city  to  recite 
prayers  for  the  dead,  that  they  began  to 
establish  graveyards  around  the  church, 
in  spite  of  several  Statutes,  which  de- 
nounced such  churchyards  as  a  subtle 
device  of  the  Bishop  of  Bome,  and 
within  the  compass  of  the  Statutes  of 
Mortmain. 

But  besides  this,  surely  there  is  a 
practical  difference  between  the  two 
cases.  As  I  have  often  said,  the  use  of 
the  church  is  optional ;  the  use  of  the 
churchyard  is  compulsory.  I  do  not 
suppose  there  is  a  single  parish  in  Eng- 
land in  which  a  man  can  honestly  sav 
that  he  is  compelled  to  enter  the  parish 
church ;  but  alas !  we  all 

''Await  alike  the  inevitable  hour ; " 

and,  as  I  shall  show  you  presently,  in 
nine  parishes  out  of  ten,  every  man 
must  sooner  or  later  ent^  the  parish 
churchyard.  And  if  that  be  so,  does  not 
the  law  as  it  now  stands  compel  Non- 
conformists indirectly— just  as  it  com- 
pelled them  30  or  40  years  a^  to  be 
married  with  ceremonies  to  which  they 
objected — ^to  be  buried  with  righte  of 
which  they  disapprove  ?  Is  that  a  right 
state  of  things  r  Just  let  me  bring  it 
home  to  you,  by  an  illustration  drawn 

Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 


from  what  lately  ooonrredin  Spain,  the 
only  European  country  where  the  English 
law  of  burial  prevails.  Last  autuinn, 
the  wife  of  an  Englishman,  who  was 
settled  in  an  out-of-the-way  parish  in 
Spain,  was  confined  of  a  child.  As  soon 
as  the  Alcalde  and  the  parish  priest 
heard  of  it,  they  came  and  entered  the 
house  of  the  Ikiglishman,  and  insisted 
upon  it  that,  under  some  old  law  of  Spain, 
the  child  must  at  once  be  baptized 
according  to  the  Spanish  law ;  and 
accordingly,  notwithstanding  the  tears 
of  the  mo&er  and  the  protestations  of 
the  father,  who  was  a  staunch  ProtostaiLt, 
they  carried  off  the  poor  little  baby  to 
the  parish  church,  and  baptized  it. 
Well,  the  thing  created  a  great  sensation 
even  in  Spain.  All  the  Liberal  papers 
took  it  up,  and  there  was  a  general 
feeling  of  indication  that  any  nation 
however  bigoted,  or  however  backward, 
could  tolerate  such  a  practice.  But  now 
let  me  ask  you  to  shift  the  scene. 
Instead  of  a  child  of  English  parents, 
bom  in  a  rural  parish  in  Spain,  let  me 
put  the  cajse  of  a  child  of  msh  parents 
dying  in  a  rural  parish  of  England. 
The  English  law,  like  the  law  of  every 
civilized  counter,  provides  that  diild 
with  a  decent  place  of  burial.  But  then 
it  says  totheparente  of  the  child — *'Am 
the  price  of  your  child  being  buried  in 
the  ehurchyard,  which  is  the  only  place 
of  interment — that  is  to  say,  as  the 
price  of  ite  buried  at  all,  we  insist  that 
it  shall  be  buried  according  to  the  rites 
of  the  English  Church."  What  is  the 
difference  between  the  two  cases  ?  To 
the  poor  little  child  I  do  not  suppose 
it  matters  what  the  rites  are.  But  to 
the  survivors,  I  venture  to  think  that  ^e 
insult — I  may  say  the  outrage — is  equally 
gross. 

Now,  I  put  it  to  any  man,  is  that 
a  stete  of  law  which  you  can  pos- 
sibly defend?  I  am  quite  certain  no 
one  will  defend  it.  The  Oovemment  do 
notdefdud  it,  for  they  say — "We  will 
offer  you  two  remedies.  In  the  first 
place,  we  will  permit  you  to  be  buried, 
as  our  ancestors  would  have  said,  '  with- 
out bell  or  book* — ^that  is  to  say,  without 
any  religious  service."  In  other  words, 
they  wul  allow  Nonoonformiste  to  be 
buried  in  a  manner  which,  although  I 
believe  it  is  common  enough  in  Scotland, 
in  this  country  is  generally  beHeved  to 
be  reserved  for  unbaptized  persons,  ex- 
communicated   persons,    suicides^    and 
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murdepGTs.  And  then  you  tutn  round 
upon  my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Granville, 
and  myself,  and  say — "That  is  your  own 
proposal."  So  it  was  our  own  proposal, 
but  we  proposed  it  as  one  of  a  number 
of  alternatives,  and  you  propose  it  as  the 
only  alternative.  We  proposed  it  to 
meet  the  case  of  Scotchmen.  It  is  surely 
one  thing  to  say  to  Englishmen — "  We 
won't  allow  you  to  have  a  service  which 
you  do  want ;  "  and  it  is  another  thing 
to  say  to  Scotchmen — "  We  won't  com- 
pel you  to  have  a  service  which  you  do 
not  want."  If  I  were  to  ask  a  mixed 
party  of  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  to 
dinner,  I  suppose  I  should  take  care  to 
provide  some  of  liiose  dishes  and 
beverages,  which  are  believed  to  be  dear 
to  Scotchmen;  but  that  is  quite  a 
different  thing  from  saying  to  my  guests 
— "Because  some  of  you  are  Scotchmen, 
therefore  I  insist  that  you  shall  all  drink 
Scotch  whiskey  and  eat  oatmeal  por- 
ridge." 

But  the  Gbvemment  in  their  liberality 
do  not  stop  here.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Hubbard),  says  that  Non- 
conformists shall  be  free  to  provide 
cemeteries  for  themselves.  Well,  but 
they  knew  that  before.  The  Gbvemment 
are  more  liberal.  The  Gbvemment  say 
— "Not  only  will  we  allow  you  to  build 
cemeteries  at  your  own  expense,  blit  we 
will  allow  you  to  provide  them  at  the 
expense  of  the  rates,  and  that  whether 
they  are  wanted  or  not."  Now,  my  Motion 
does  not  deal  in  any  way  with  cemeteries, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  enter  upon  the 
question ;  but  still  I  cannot  help  saying 
in  passing,  that  it  does  seem  to  me  that 
this  cemetery  system,  with  its  divisions 
into  Eoman  Catholic  ground,  and  con- 
secrated ground,  and  unconsecrated 
groimd,  does  not  commend  itself  to  me 
as  a  very  ediMng  spectacle,  or  as  one 
very  worthy  of  a  Christian  country.  I 
believe  we  are  the  only  Protestant 
country  in  Europe  where  such  divisions 
exist,  and  I  know  of  cases  in  which  they 
have  produced  the  greatest  distress  of 
mind  by  separating  ^ose  who  in  death 
ought  not  to  have  been  divided.  Will 
the  House  allow  me  to  read  a  letter  I 
cut  out  of  The  Times,  a  letter  which  shows 
to  what  an  absurd  extent  this  state  of 
things  has  gone?  It  is  signed  "A 
Sufferer,"  and  the  writer  says — 

"  My  first  wife,  a  membep  of  the  Church  of 
Englami,  died  and  was  buried  in  the  comeoraied 


portion  of  our  pnblio  cemetery.  My  seoond  wif^ 
was  a  Boman  Gatholio,  and  of  course  I  laid  her 
remains  in  the  Roman  Catholic  portion.  I  am 
neither  a  Churchman  nor  a  Romanist,  but  I  had 
hoped  that  one  of  those  two  graves  at  least  might 
be  made  available  for  myself.  Our  local 
authorities,  however,  say  no,  unless  I  agree  to 
thereUgiouB  service,  and  when  I  complain  of 
the  hardship  of  having  to  pay  for  a  third  grave  in 
a  cemetery  in  which  I  ^ve  alreadvpurohasidd  two, 
I  am  told  that  it  is  my  own  fault  for  not  marrying 
a  Nonconformist." 
\ 
But  I  find  that  these  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  cemetery  system  are  gene- 
tbXLj  acoompanied  by  dlesations,  that 
the  grievance  is  a  very  small  one,  which 
if  len  to  itself  will  soon  disappear.  Now, 
I  always  have  protested,  and  shall  con- 
tinue to  protest,  against  that  way  of  get- 
ting rid  of  the  dmculty.  To  my  mind 
all  these  comparisons  as  to  there  being 
only  30  per  cent  buried  in  the  un- 
oonsecrated  portion,  and  70  per  cent,  in 
the  oonsecrated,  are  quite  beside  the 
mark.  Because  if  a  tmng  is  wrong  or 
unjust,  it  does  not  become  less  wronjp^  or 
less  unjust  because  those  who  suffer  m>m 
it  can  be  counted  by  hundreds  or  thou- 
sands instead  of  by  millions.  Surely 
to  say  to  a  Nonconformist  living  in  Den- 
bighshire, that  if  he  can  only  make  up 
his  mind  to  come  and  die  in  Stoke 
Newington'he  can  be  buried  with  any 
service  he  likes  at  Abney  Park,  is  very 
like  a  cruel  modcery.  Yet,  that  is  what 
hon.  G^ntiiemen  opposite  reaUv  offer  to 
us.  But  I  will  show  you  that  this  argu- 
ment is  not  only  unsound  in  point  of 
logic,  but  that  it  is  quite  unfounded  in 
point  of  fact.  Now  the  way  in  which 
the  Home  Secretary  in  his  speech  dealt 
with  this  question  is  this — **  He  said 
that  the  population  of  England  and 
Wales  was  22,000,000—1  suppose  it  is 
now  28,000,000— and  he  said  that  of 
those  22,000,000,  14,000,000  were  pro- 
vided with  oemeteriBS  under  the  present 
law,  and  that  leffe  only  8,000,000  who 
suffered  from  this  grievance.''  Another 
hon.  Member  carried  it  still  further,  and 
by  some  process  known  only  to  himself, 
arrived  at  the  fact  that  only  one  quarter 
of  the  Home  Secretary's  8,000,000  were 
Nonconformists;  and  so  he  said  triumph- 
antly that  there  were  only  2,000,000 
suffering  from  this  grievance,  and  there- 
fore it  was  an  infinitesimal  grievance ! 
Two  millions  an  infinitesimal  grievance ! 
Why  the  whole  population  of  Wales  is 
notmuohmorethan  half  2,000,000.  The 
population  of  Scotland  is  not  more  than 
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double  2,000,000.  Indeed,  the  popula- 
tion of  our  whole  Australian  £mpire, 
including  New  Zealand,  does  not  amount 
to  2,000,000.  But  I  wonder  what  any 
Queenslander,  or  New  Zealander,  or 
resident  in  New  South  Wales,  would 
say  if  he  were  told  that  a  grievance 
affecting  the  whole  of  the  population  of 
that  great  Empire  was  an  iimnitesimal 
grievance.  But  I  will  show  you  that 
this  grievance  not  only  affects  millions 
of  persons,  but  that  it  is  spread  over  the 
whole  of  England  and  Wales ;  and  for 
this  purpose  I  turn  to  the  Betnm  which 
I  moved  for  in  June,  1875,  but  which  I 
only  got  last  July.  I  think  its  disclo- 
sures will  be  found  to  be  very  startling. 
According  to  this  Beturn,  there  are 
in  England  and  Wales  church  and 
graveyards,  which  would  be  affected  by 
my  Motion,  to  the  number  of  not  lees 
than  14,066.  Of  these  only  1,476,  or 
only  1  in  10,  have  been  closed,  leaving 
12,590  open.  Well,  in  order  to  meet 
the  case  of  these  1,476  dosed  grave- 
yards 639  cemeteries  have  been  opened; 
in  other  words,  one  cemetery  supplies 
the  place  of  more  than  two  churchyards. 
It  will  be  seen  firom  this  that  the 
churchyards  open  in  England  and  Wales 
are  to  the  cemeteries  in  the  proportion 
of  20  to  1.  As  regards  Wales,  the  sta- 
tistics are  even  more  striking.  The 
number  of  churchyards  in  Wales  is 
1,016.  Of  these  48,  or  onlv  1  in  20, 
have  been  dosed,  leaving  still  open  968. 
To  supply  the  place  of  these  church- 
yards oidy  26  cemeteries  have  been 
opened,  so  ^at  the  churchyards  are  to 
the  cemeteries  in  the  proportion  of  40  to 
1.  But  that  is  not  all;  of  these  ceme- 
teries, 14  are  situated  in  two  countieB, 
leaving  10  coimties,  having  among  them 
a  population  of  not  less  than  800,000, 
with  only  12  cemeteries  among  them. 
Well,  now,  these  jpeople  are  aunost  all 
Nonconformists  livmg  in  rural  districts ; 
and  if  you  were  to  teU  them  that  their 
churchyards  on  the  motmtain  aides 
ought  to  be  dosed  on  sanitary  grounds 
they  would  not  understand  you.  That 
is  tlie  difficulty  I  have  found  in  arguing 
the  question  with  Members  who  repre- 
sent populous  dties  and  b(»x)Uffhs.    jBut 


in  populous  districts,  and  not  distributed 
over  the  rural  disteicts,  where  people 
are  not  rich  enough  to  pay  for  them. 
For  instance,  in  FHntshize,  whore  there 
are  55  parishes,  there  are  not  more  than 
six  with  burial-plaoes.  But  besides, 
these  burial-places  are  very  small,  some- 
times not  covering  more  than  two  » 
three  roods ;  and  u  they  were  used  to 
any  extent,  they  would  have  to  be  dosed 
immediatdy.  Moreover,  they  are  not 
open  to  Nonconformists  generally.  Tln^ 
are  as  much  private  property  as  my 
garden.  They  are  vested  in  trustees  for 
tiie  communicants  of  one  particulBT  de- 
nomination ;  and  if  those  trasteee  wece 
to  throw  them  open,  of  course  the  Oouzt 
of  OhancOTy  woukL  restrain  them  fron 
committing  so  gross  an  infiingement  of 
the  rights  of  private  property,  Wdl, 
hon.  Gentlemen  say — '*  Wliy  dcm't  you 
treat  the  churchyards  in  the  aune  wayf ' 
Simply,  because  churchyards  are  not  pri- 
vate property.  The  Church  of  "Rngwnd 
cannot  be  denominational  and  national 
at  the  same  time.  The  Clergy  cannot 
say,  as  they  do  at  the  present  time— 
"  We  are  trusteesfor  the  nation,  and  also 
trustees  for  one  religious  denominatioa." 
That  argument  takes  you  straight  isto 
Disestablishment  without  hope  of  escape. 
Wdl,  now,  I  hope  I  have  said  enoii^ 
to  show  that  it  would  cost  an  enoimoaa 
sum  to  carry  out  the  GoTemm«it  po- 
iKMsal.  The  lowest  sum  at  which  I  have 
heard  it  put  has  been  £2,452,000,  and 
that  is  only  reckoning  £300  for  each 
cemetery ;  and  as  the  only  oemeCoy  I 
know  anything  about  cost  something 
more  like  £5,000, 1  think  it  would  be 
more  likely  to  take  nearly  the  whde  ^ 
the  £6,000,000  which  we  voted  the  otiier 
night.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Chan- 
odlor  of  the  Exchequer  can  see  his  war 
to  spare  any  of  the  sum  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  but  perhaps  a  worse  use  might  be 
made  of  it.  And  I  should  like  to  gife 
the  House  one  example  of  the  impres- 
sion produced  by  the  Bill  in  a  part  <^ 
the  country  where  its  operation  woold 
be  fdt.  Shortly  after  its  introduetioQ 
there  was  an  dection  for  the  Mont- 
gomery Boroughs.  I  am  told  tiiat  the 
Qovemment  Bill  created  quite  a  paaie, 
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should  vote   againat   the   Ooyemment 
Sill.    Well,  of  coarse,  the  amount  of 
XQoney  which  would  be  required  to  carry 
out  the  GoTemment  scheme  is  a  matter 
xnore  or  less  of  conjecture;    but   one 
thing  is  a  matter  of  arithmetical  calcu- 
lation, and  that  is— the  time  it  would 
take  to  dose  all  the  churchyards  at  the 
xate  at  which  they  have  been  closed 
lately.    I  have  taken  the  period  of  the 
laat  20  years — ^between  1855  and  1876 — 
and  to  make  the  case  as  strong  against 
myself  as  possible,  I  have  included  the 
partially-closed  churchyards  as  well  as 
the  wholly-dosed ;  and  I  find  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  rate  at  which  the  church- 
yards  have  been  dosed  during  the  last 
20  years — and  the  rate  is  growmg  dower 
and  dower  every  day — it  would  take,  to 
dose  all  the  churchyards  in  England  and 
Wales,  exactly  304  years  10  months  and 
several  days.    So  that  this  grievance, 
which  according  to  some  hon.  uentlemen 
opposite  would  di8ai^[>ear  in  a  few  years 
if  left  to  itself,  will,  it  seems,  go  on  until 
the  dose  of  the  22nd  century  of  the 
Christian  era — ^if  the  world  lasts  so  long! 
But  then  it  is  said  that  this,  if  not  an 
infinitesimal  grievance,  is  a  sentimental 
grievance,  ana,  therefore,  you  ought  not 
to  regard  it.     Sir,  I  am  afraid  that  in 
this  country,  men,  and  women  too,  have 
faced  the  faggot  and  the  scaffold  rather 
than  submit  to  sentimental  grievances. 
The  poor  Puritan  who  went  to  the  stake 
rather  than  so   to  Mass — ^the  Scotch 
Covenanter  wno  laid  his  head  on  the 
bare  bleak  rock   rather  thaji  worship 
his  Gh>d  in  a  new-fangled  fashion,  were, 
no  doubt,  in  a  certain  sense,  the  victims 
of    a  sentimental  grievance.      A  man 
must  be   a  very  fallow  observer   of 
human  nature  who  comes  to  the  condu- 
raon  that  a  grievance  is  unsubstantial 
because  it  is  sentimental.    But  there  is 
one  very  good  way  of  testing  whelher 
this  is  a  substantial  grievance,  and  it  is 
this — bring  it  home  to  yourselves.    Let 
every  man  who  intends  to  vote  against 
me  to-night  ask. himself,  first — ''How 
should  I  like  to  be  obliged  to  burv  mv 


is  one  of  my  most  honest,  as  he  is  one  of 
my  most  doquent,  opponents,  the  Bishop 
of  Peterborough.  That  right  reverend 
Prdate,  referrine  to  the  subject  at  a 
late  diocesan  conference,  said — 

**  But  he  did  see  that,  though  there  was  not 
a  shadow  of  a  grievance,  there  was  the  reality 
of  a  great  grief ;  and,  ae^g  himself  the  ques- 
tion how  he  would  like,  in  franco  or  Austria,  to 
have  to  bury  a  ohild  with  a  service  he  disliked 
or  silently,  he  owned  that  he  should  like  to  see 
the  Church  retainioff  her  own  rights  and  resist- 
ing all  high-handed  attem^  of  legislation  to 
deprive  her  of  them,  devismg  in  her  charity 
some  means  of  providing  a  remedy.  As  a  trus- 
tee, he  oodd  omy  oppose  the  surrender  which 
was  persistently  demanded." 

Well,  now,  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
while  the  Bishop  feds  compelled  to 
redst  my  Motion,  looking  at  it  as  a 
trustee,  as  a  man  he  admits  the  force  of 
it ;  and,  bearing  in  mind  the  first  golden 
principle  of  Christianity,  he  does  shrink 
xrom  doing  to  others  that  which  he  cer- 
tainly admits  he  would  not  like  to  be 
done  to  him.  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
before  he  approaches  the  question  again, 
I  hope  he  wul  see  a  way  to  reconcile  his 
feelings  as  a  man  with  his  sense  of  duty 
as  a  Bishop ;  because  if  he  cannot  har- 
monize the  two,  it  does  not  speak  very 
highly  for  the  efficacy  of  Apostolic  suc- 
cesdon. 

But  then  it  is  said — "Yes,  but  you 
ought  to  apply  that  rule  to  yourselves, 
and,  if  we  respect  the  prejudices  and 
feelings  of  Nonconformists,  you  ought 
also  to  respect  the  feelings  of  clergy- 
men who  will  be  insulted  by  this  inva- 
sion of  what  they  oondder  their  pro- 
perly." Well,  I  really  think  the  answer 
to  that  was  wdl  given  in  a  previous 
debate  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffidd  (Mr.  Eoebuck), 
whom  we  are  so  glad  to  see  back  in 
his  place.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  there  were  two  kinds  of  senti- 
ments— namely,  good  sentiments  and 
bad  sentiments ;  that  the  sentiments 
that  induced  a  man  to  lay  those  whom 
he  loved  in  the  ground  in  the  manner 
most  consonant  to  their  and  his  own 
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of  h«t  dead  child,  and  in  thai  aupc^oie 
hour  of  her  gri^  ia  not  allowed  e^fen 
the  oonaolatio&  of  hearing  ose  of  her 
own  hynma  sanff  by  hear  own  people, 
who  is  not  even  allowed  flie  oonaolation 
of  hearing  one  word  of  hope  or  oomfbrt 
from  the  lips  of  her  own  minister— do 
you  mean  to  oompare  that  grieyanoe 
with  the  grieranoe  of  the  man  who 
ohooses  that  time  and  that  place  to 
bandy  words  about  what  he  calls  his 
freehold  ?  Sir,  the  Home  Secretanr,  in 
a  remarkable  speech  which  he  made  on 
this  subject  two  years  ago,  charged  me 
with  haying  shown  no  ^^^^  or  respect 
for  the  feelings  of  the  Clergy.  Theti  is 
a  very  serious  char^,  and  u  I  am  ar- 
raigned upon  it  again  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  show  them  what  those 
feeling  are,  and  how  the^  are  expressed. 
Here  is  a  specimen.  It  is  from  the  pen 
of  one  of  tne  most  distinguished  digni* 
taries  of  the  Ohurch,  the  principal  o£  a 
well-known  theological  GoUeffe.  Oanon 
Ourteis,  in  a  paper  read  baPore  the 
Ohurch  Congress,  at  Oroydon,  says — 

**  We  do  find  it  hard  to  forget  the  reiterated 
ftMtooda  with  which  week  after  week  things 
and  penona  dear  to  us  are  aaperaed  by  the 
Liberation  Preia ;  we  do  find  it  hard  to  put  any 
true  Christian  construction  on  the  attempt  now 
being  made,  not  to  reform,  not  even  to  oonfis- 
cate  our  time-honoured  chmx^es  and  their  tran- 
quil, lovely,  burial-grounds,  but  simply  to  spoil 
them  for  our  religious  use,  to  desecrate  them  to 
our  relijgious  sentiments,  and  to  make  them 
hateful  in  our  eyes  as  Babds  of  confusion  and 
discord  where  once  all  was  order  and  peace." 

Are  those  the  sentiments  which  I  am 
to  be  called  upon  to  honour  and  respect  ? 
I  am  far  from  saying  that  this  lanraage 
expresses  the  feelings  of  all  the  Olergy 
on  this  question.  I  wish  publicly  and 
unreservedly  to  thank  the  many  liberal- 
minded  Clergy  who,  at  some  sacrifioe  of 
personalpopularity,  have  supported  me 
in  this  Kesolution ;  and  I  wish  also  to 
thank  those  who,  while  opposing  me, 
have  at  least  given  me  credit  for  common 
honesty.  But  sentiments  such  as  those 
which  I  have  quoted  are  far  too  common 
among  the  Clergy,  and  they  are  to  be 
heard  even  from  the  Episcopal  Bendi. 

Well,  I  think  I  had  better  not  quote 
any  more  such  passages,  because  by  so 


man  bound  and  sets  the  Diasenler  free. 
That  may  bo  a  veiy  good  argnmeni  lar 
leoaeniag  the  ydke  from  the  Beck  <rf  the 
clergyman,  but  is  no  argoment  at  all  In 
leaving  it  riveted  on  the  necks  ol  the 
Nonconformists.  The  Nonoonlamiiili 
are  not  responsible  for  the  OmiehBuial 
Service  any  more  than  they  are  rem»- 
sible  for  the  Ohurch  Commination  8sr- 
vice,  or  the  Thirty-nine  ArUdea.  Surely, 
it  is  not  reasonable  to  aay  that  ike  Koa- 
conformista  must  wait  for  their  own  de- 
liverance until  such  time  as  it  please  1i» 
Clergy  to  emancipate  themaelves. 

But  I  come  to  a  gpraver  objeotion, 
which  I  fed  some  difSeolty  in  deahng 
with,  because  it  involves  a  libel  on  my 
oountiymen,  to  which,  I  am  sore,  no 
other  nation  in  Europe  would  submit 
It  has  be^  said^t  is  stiU  aaid^-that 
die  Nonconformists  of  England  and 
Wales  are  not  fit  to  be  trusted  with  ^ia 
liberty,  because  they  would  be  sue  to 
use  it  for  the  purpose  of  political  demon- 
strations, or  nersonal  attacks  upon  the 
clergyman  and  his  Ohurch.  Have  boo. 
Qentlemen  opposite  so  low  an  opinion  of 
human  nature  as  to  suppose  Uiat  ef«n 
the  worst  of  men  would  select  tiie  apen 
grave  for  a  display  of  party  spite  ?  nm 
tiiey  so  low  an  opinion  of  their  era 
countrymen  as  to  think  that  they  skae 
of  all  the  nations  of  Europe  would  abose 
a  privilege  whidi  so  far  aa  I  know  isnot 
abused  anywhere  else?  Why,  there  if 
not  a  foreig^r  in  London  who  will  not 
be  amazed  to  learn  that  England*— Pro- 
testant, firee,  enlightened  JSn  gland— 
England,  whose  Prime  Minister  goes 
down  once  a^year  to  the  GhuldhaU  to 
thank  Qod  that  Englishmen  are  not  as 
other  men  are— dares  not  entrust  to  hm 
Nonconformist  citizens  a  privilege  whieb 
despotic  Bussia,  which  priest-riddffli  Aas- 
tria,  aye,  even  poor  despised,  and  pio- 
scribed  Turkey  has  com^ded  long  ago. 
The  Members  for  Scotiand  and  InlsBd, 
who  have  for  years  enjoyed  this  pmi- 
lege,  cry  shame  upon  our  En^idi  inte- 
lerance.  But  I  will  not  take  you  to 
Bussia,  or  to  Austria,  or  even  to  Scodand 
or  Ireland,  in  order  to  show  yon  thst 
these  apprehensions  are  as  unfounded  as 
they  are  ungenerous.     I  believe  that  if  I 
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cemetflriefi  are  oonduoted  ynHih.  «ft  least  aa 
mooh  idleimuty  and  deooram  at  ia  the 
ooQBeeraied   portuma — some    aaj   eTen 
more  so.  And  now  I  want  to  know  wb^, 
if  no  oanse    for   this  alajm  eziats  in 
crowded  nrban  districts,  where  Party 
feeling  neoeeaarily  nmshi^hy  jou  should 
anticipate  sooh  a  danger  in  qniet  rural 
distriota?    And  that  bnngs  me  to  the 
Amendment    of  my   hon.    Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford,  whieh,  ad<^pting 
Lord  Harrowby's  olaase,  restriots  the 
sernoes  to  Ohnstian  and  orderly  serrioee. 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  think  I 
am  in  favour  of  irreligious  or  disorderly 
seryioes.    Indeed,  when  I  put  my  Beso- 
lution  on  the  Pax>er  last  year,  I,  too, 
adopted  those  same  words.    But  upon 
weighing  the  matter  sinoe,  I  oame  to  the 
condusicm  that  it  is  not  the  province  of 
a  Beacdution  to  define,  either  the  precise 
nature  of  the  servioes  which  are  to  be 
performed,   or   the   persons  who  shall 
conduct  them.    These  are  questions  to 
be  discussed  in  Oommittee  on  a  Bill. 
And  I  do  think  the  burden  of  proof  lies 
(m  those  who  say  tiiatasafeffutffd  which 
25  years'  experience  has  wown  not  to 
be  necessary  in  the  case  of  cemeteries  is 
required  in  the  ease  of  churchyards. 
Moreover,  if ,  as  I  have  shown,  the  pri- 
vilege is  that  of  the  parishicmer — that  is, 
the  dtizen — ^why  should  there  be  any 
testriotion  at  all  ?  Indeed,  I  have  scMue- 
what  lost  my  £aith  in  the  sinomty  of 
those  who  say  that  they  require  safe- 
guards ;  ior  when,  in  the  last  Parliament, 
I  adopted  in  the  BUI  which  I  introduced 
a  soggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Kent  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot),  limiting 
the  service  to  '^  prayers,  hymns,   and 
portions  of  Scripture,"  I  did  not  gain  a 
aag^  vote  by  that  concession ;  notev^i 
that  of  the  author  of  the  proposal.    And 
when  Lord  Harrowby  brought  forward 
bis  clause  last  year  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
speaker  after  spetik^  got  up  firom  the 
Ministerial  benches  and  aaad  that  the 
words  **  Christian  and  religious  "  meant 
nothing  at  all.    Nay,  more,  the  clerical 
memonal  which  I  have  read  was  di- 
rected, not  against  my  Eesolution,  but 
against  Lord  Harrowby's  clause,   and 
tberefore   against    my   hon.    Friend's 

AmATll^tnAmf  .    ark    fl\a4;    T    Ai\  -n/^^-  -PaaI    ill  a 


not,  however,  want  to  enter  upon  the 
question  in  an  unoonoiliatory  Bfint ;  and 
u  this  Besolution  is  carrie^  aa  I  hope, 
with  the  help  of  my  hon.  Friend,  it  will 
be— and,  indeed,  unless  my  Besolution 
is  canied  his  Am^idment  cannot  be  put 
— and  legislation  in  the  q>irit  of  my  pro- 
posal shmdd  ensue,  I  should  not,  if  it 
be  the  ffeneral  feeling  of  the  House 
were  in  favour  of  it,  take  upon  myself 
the  responsibilify  of  wrecking  the  mea- 
sure for  the  sake  of  those  words,  though 
I  do  not  think  them  ri^ht  or  necessary 
mysel£  The  fact  is,  tnat  we  have  now 
an  opportunity  of  settling  this  question 
such  as  has  never  before  offered  itself. 
If  you  reject  this  Besolution,  I  shall 
despair  of  anything  being  settled  in  this 
matter  for  years.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  you  pass  this  BesdLution,  and  a 
Bill  is  brought  in  embodying  it,  adding, 
if  it  should  be  thought  desirable,  Lord 
Harrowby's  words,  with  a  clause  throw- 
ing on  the  rates  the  burden  of  keeping 
up  the  churchyards,  I  venture  to  think 
you  will  never  hear  of  the  Burials  Ques- 
tion again.  Pass  such  a  measure,  and 
I  believe  that  in  a  very  short  time  men 
will  wonder  that  so  small  a  matter  should 
have  occupied  so  large  a  space  in  the 
annals  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
will  be  the  old  story  over  again — 

"Hi  motuB  axumomm,  atqtie  hoeo  certamina 
tanta 
PolveriB  erigni  jacta  ocnupreMa  quiescent." 

Sir,  I  honestly  believe  that  the  great 
majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  gladly  embrace  this  solution  of  the 
difficulty  if  tiiey  were  not  haunted  by  that 
old  buebear  al>out  this  being  the  thm  end 
of  the  I)isestabli8hment  wedge.  I  have 
already  dealt  with  that  argument,  and  I 
only  recur  to  it  for  the  purpose  of  point- 
ing out  that  whatever  wei^t  it  might 
have  carried  seven  or  eight  years  ago, 
it  cannot  be  expected  to  carry  the  same 
weight  now,  and  for  this  reason — ^While 
the  Nonconformists  have  been  endea- 
vouring to  get  in  the  thin  end  of  the 
Disestablishment  wedge,  a  large  and 
influential  party  in  the  Church  itself 
have  managed  to  get  in  not  only  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge,  but  the  thidk  end 
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in  wliioh  it  is  defended.    For  my  part — 
and  I  have  the  authority  of  more  than 
one  English  Bishop  for  what  I  say — I 
cannot  conceive  anything  more  oalonmted 
to   precipitate    Disestablishment    than 
this  rampant  sacerdotalism  which  com- 
bines the  maximum  of  pretension  with 
the  minimum  of  concession,  which  dis- 
plays the  most  unrelenting  hostility  to 
the  Nonconformist,  and  claims  the  most 
unbridled  licence  for  the  priest.    Why, 
there  are  hundreds — ^I  may  say  thou- 
sands— of  men  in  the  Churdi  who  daim 
a  priyilege  hitherto,  thank   God,  un- 
known to  Englishmen — ^the  privilege  of 
b^g  above  the  law — and  who  would 
yet  strain  the  law  to  the  utmost  against 
those  whom   they  call  their  Noncon- 
formist   brethren — ^men  who,    if   tiiey 
could,   would  turn  the  church   into  a 
milliner's  shop,  and  yet  bar  the  church- 
yard against  the  widow  and  the  orphan. 
I  know  I  am  treading  on  somewhat 
delicate  ground ;  but  might  it  not  be 
well  if  these  zealous  champions  of  the 
Church  were  to  turn  their  attention  from 
this  Burials  Question  to  the   internal 
scandals  which  afflict  and  distract  the 
Church,  and  endeavour  to  cast  the  beam 
out  of  their  own  eye  ?  The  sale  of  eccle- 
siastical benefices,  the  practice  of  auri- 
cular confession,  tiie  "  Priest  in  Absolu- 
tion"— surely  these  are  matters  which 
might  fitly  demand  the  attention  of  your 
Church  Defence  Associations.    But  be 
this  as  it  may,  of  one  thing  I  am  per- 
fectly certain,  that  deeply  interested  as 
every  religious  Bodv  in  the  coimtry  is 
in  the  settlement  of  this  question,  the 
rdigious  Body  most  deeply  interested  in 
that  settlement  is  the  Church  of  England 
herself.    That,  perhaps,  is  an  argument 
which  you  may  scarcely  care  to  hear 
from  me,  though  we  know  that  there 
are  times  when  it  is  not  wise  to  disre- 
gard even  the  counsels  of  an  adversary. 
But  I  will  read  to  you  the  counsels  of 
one  who  is  no  adversary  of  the  Church 
— one  to  whom,  from  his  great  position 
and  high  character,  you  are  bound  to 
listen.    He  says — 

'<  My  opinion  is  that  the  time  has  come  when 
this  matter,  for  the  sake  and  in  the  interests  of 
the  Church  of  Enp:land,  shonld  undoubtedly  he 
settled.  My  reason  is  my  belief  that  it  will  be 
dangerous  to  the  Church  of  England  to  leave 
the  matter  open  any  longer.  I  do  not  say  that 
it  is  desirable  in  the  abstract  to  make  the  con- 
cession, but  I  do  say  that  it  is  inevitable.  If, 
then,  it  must  be  made,  surely  it  would  be  better 
to  make  it  with  a  good  grace." 

Mr.  O^home  Morgan 


Now,   Sir,  tiiese  are  not  my  words — 
they  are  the  words  of  one  whose  ooura- 
g^us  action  in  this  matter  I  shall  always 
remember  with  gratitude  and  reject — 
they  are  the  woras  of  the  Ardibiimc^  of 
Canterbury.      And    now,   before  I  sit 
down,    let    me  make    an    appeal    to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  particu- 
larly to  the  Treasury  Bench,  ana  I  hope 
— ^indeed  I  am  sure — ^it  will  be  met  in 
the  e^irit  in  which  it  is  made.  Of  course 
the  Government,  by  putting  out  their 
full  strength,  can  defeat  this  Resolution. 
But  I  would  ask  them,  would  it  be  wise, 
even  at  the  present  juncture,  to  keep 
open  for  anotner  year  a  question  which 
inflicts  a  wound  on  the  tenderest  f  edings 
of  thousands  and  thousands  of  our  fellow- 
countrymen — ^the  depth  and  poignancy 
of  which  no  man  here  can  probe  or 
measure  ?    I  am  sure  you  will  not  say 
that  we,  on  this  side,  have,  during  the 
last  two  years,  at  least,  shown  any  un- 
due haste,  or  impatience,  in  dealing  with 
this  question.    During  llie  whole  of  last 
Session,  for  15  weeks  and  more,   we 
were  content  to  await  in  silence  the  fate 
of  the  Government  Bill.    Is  it  our  fault 
that  we  can  wait  no  longer  ?    Why,  the 
subject  is  literally  worn  to  rags.  Parlia- 
ment has  debated  it  over  and  over  again. 
Two  Select  Committees  have  reported 
upon  it.    Every  parish  in  England  has 
been  ransacked  for  evidence.      £vezy 
argument  has  been  exhausted,    every 
fact    has    been    sifted,    every   fallacy 
has  been  exposed.    In  the  interests  oi 
justice,  in  the  interests  of  peace,  above 
all,  in  the  interests  of  religion  itself,  it 
is  time  that  the  question  should  be  set- 
tled at  once  and  for  ever.    And  do  you 
really  believe — does  anyone  in  or  out  of 
this  House  really  believe,  that  it  can  be 
upon  any  other  terms  than  on  the  lines 
of  this  Besolution  ?     You  have  done 
your  best.    Animated  by  the  best  inten- 
tions, backed  by  commanding  majorities 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  the  Go- 
vernment have  tried  to  settle  it  in  their 
own  way.  And  they  have  failed.    They 
have  faUed  because  their  plan — the  only 
alternative  proposed  which    has  been 
seriously  suggested — would  have  saddled 
the  rural  dishiots  of  the  country  with  a 
burden  which  was  felt  to  be  intolerable 
because  it  was  felt  to  be  unnecessary. 
Surely,  that  was  an   argument  whidi 
ought  to  carry  weight  wim  men  like  my 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for    Sou& 
Leicestershire   (Mr.  Pell)   and   South 
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Norfolk  (Mr.  dare  Bead),  and  the  lion. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Deron 
(Sir  Maasev  Lopes),  and  the  other  Con- 
senrative  Members  of  the  House  who — 
at  least  when  in  Opposition — so  honour- 
ably distinguished  themselves  by  their 
efforts  to  reduce  the  burden  of  local  taxa- 
tion. But  legitimate  and  weighty  as 
these  arguments  undoubtedly  are,  I  pre- 
fer in  making  what  I  trust  may  be  my 
last  appeal  to  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion, to  rest  that  appeal  upon  higher 
and  broader  grounds.  Sir,  for  eight 
years  and  more  I  have  struggled  to  pass 
this  small  measure  of  justice  through 
the  House  of  Oonmions.  I  am  fufiy 
conscious,  not  only  of  the  difficulties  of 
the  task  which  I  have  undertaken,  but 
of  the  mistakes  which  I  have  made  in 
endeavouring  to  discharge  it.  I  should 
be  the  first  to  admit  that  the  work  might 
have  been  sooner  accomplished  if ,  as  I 
have  offcen  wished,  it  could  have  been 
entrusted  to  other  and  stronger  hands. 
But  this  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say, 
that,,  from  first  to  last,  I  have  striven  to 
the  best  of  my  ability  to  rest  my  case 
on  the  only  grotmds  on  which  such  a 
case  ought  to  be  rested — on  the  grounds 
of  humanity  and  justice.  And  now  that 
the  closing  act  of  the  controversy  seems 
to  have  arrived,  now  that  from  the  least 
expected  quarters — from  noble  Lords 
and  most  rev.  Prelates,  there  has  come 
a  cry  for  its  settiement  which  can  no 
longer  be  stifled,  I  would  end  as  I  be- 
gun, and,  in  the  name  of  that  humanity 
and  that  justice — aye,  and  by  the  first 
golden  rule  of  that  Christianity  which 
has  been  so  often  invoked  against  me — 
I  ask  of  you  to  affirm  this  Resolution, 
not  because  you  fear  that  its  acceptance 
has  become  an  unwelcome  necessity,  but 
because  you  know  that  its  rejection 
would  be  a  cruel  wrong.  Sir,  I  beg  to 
move  the  Besolution  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
would  not  have  addressed  the  House 
had  he  not  been  specially  requested  to 
second  the  Besolution  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  It  embraced  two  dis- 
tinct and  separate  propositions.  In  the 
first  place,  it  affirmed  that  it  was  high 
time  this  question  should  be  settled; 
and,  next,  that  it  should  be  settied 
in  a  particular  manner.  With  regard 
to  the  first  proposition,  he  thought 
there  would  be  no  great  disposition  on 
either  side  of  the  House  to  disagree.    It 
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was  time  the  question  should  be  settled, 
for  it  was  one  which  excited  and  inflamed 
religious  animosities,  which  created 
heart-burnings  and  ill-feeling  among 
neighbours,  and  militated  against  that 
charity  which  they  all  regarded  as  the 
greatest  of  Ohristian  virtues.  But  when 
tiiey  came  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Besolution  the  difficulty  began.  Granted 
that  the  question  should  be  settied,  in 
what  manner  could  it  be  best  and  most 
effectually  settied?  He  desired  to  ap- 
proach the  subject  in  a  most  conciliatory 
spirit.  Speaking  as  a  Ohurchman,  he 
Imew  he  had  the  misfortune  to  differ 
from  a  great  many  of  the  best  and  the 
most  earnest  members  of  his  own  com- 
munion, and  this  alone  would  induce 
him  to  approach  the  subject  with  deep 
humility  as  regarded  his  own  opinions, 
and  with  a  sincere  desire  not  to  offend 
the  feelings  and  susceptibilities  of  other 
people.  The  present  condition  of  the 
question  might  be  concisely  stated.  The 
Nonconformists  said  that  in  every  pa- 
rish a  parishioner,  irreroective  of  his 
creed,  had  a  nght  to  burial  in  the 
churchyard.  "That  is  true,"  it  was 
said ;  '^  but  you  have  to  add  certain  con- 
ditions, one  of  which  is  that  the  service 
of  the  Church  must  be  read  over  the 
dead,  and  that  service  must  be  read  by 
a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England." 
What  the  Nonconformists  asked  was 
that  they  should  be  allowed  to  exercise 
the  right  undog^ed  with  the  condition. 
Many  of  tiie  objections  to  the  exercise 
of  that  right  were  very  weak,  and  might 
be  brushed  away  like  cobwebs  from  a 
window-pane.  Among  these  he  feared 
he  must  include  one  which  appeared 
formidable  at  first  sight,  £Uid  wmch  had 
been  made  by  certain  gentiemen  who 
had  given  sites  for  new  churches  or  for 
additions  to  old  churchyards.  He  had 
that  morning  received  a  protest  which 
contained  the  names  of  many  of  his  per- 
sonal friends,  of  many  good  and  worthy 
persons ;  but  no  more  preposterous  docu- 
ment had  ever  issued  from  the  pen  of 
man  than  their  protest.  They  had  given 
certain  lands  for  national  purposes,  and, 
having  done  so,  they  came  and  wanted 
to  attach  certain  conditions  which  were 
not  attached  in  their  deed  of  gift.  They 
cut  the  ground  from  under  their  own 
feet.  For  what  were  their  own  words  ? — 
that  they  had  made  these  gifts  "  under 
the  Laws  of  the  Bealm."  Precisely  so. 
Under  the  laws  of  this  realm  they  had 
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^Ten  property  to  the  CSuiroh  of  Eng* 
land,  not  as  a  private  corporation,  but 
as  the  Ohnrch  JBstabliBhed,  subject  to 
the  law  of  the  country,  subject  to  any 
widening  of  its  basis,  and  to  be  held,  as 
all  other  national  property,  subject  to  the 
will  of  Parliament,  and  to  the  laws 
passed  by  Parliam^it.  It  was  the  old 
story  of  the  "pious  founders''  over 
again,  only  these  were  "pious  founders" 
still  living  amongst  us  who  already 
repented  of  their  generosity.  Such  a 
plea  would,  if  allowed,  shake  the  claim 
of  the  Ohurch  to  property  which  she 
had,  and  which  was  originally  given  for 
Boman  Catholic  purposes.  If  tiiey  once 
permitted  property  thus  given  to  be  sub- 
ject  to  conditions  not  in  the  mind  of  the 
donor  at  the  time  of  the  gift,  they  would 
be  entering  upon  a  course  which  would 
involve  them  in  endless  difficulty.  An- 
other argument  which  had  been  used 
out-of-doors  was  that  the  Nonconformists 
desired  the  right  of  being  buried  in 
churchyards  without  reciprocating  by 
giving  Churchmen  the  right  to  be  buried 
in  Nonconformist  cemeteries.  That  ar- 
gument, however,  was  not  for  a  moment 
tenable;  for  it  meant  either  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  on  all-fours 
with  the  Nonconformist  Body,  or  that 
they  were  willing  to  put  Nonconformists 
on  all-fours  with  the  Church  of  England 
and  endow  their  Clergy  also.  Otherwise 
Nonconformists  had  only  private  ground, 
while  the  Church  of  England  was  in 
possession  of  the  national  churchyards, 
and  stood  on  a  different  footing.  In  re- 
gard to  the  argument  that  me  Clergy 
were  the  freeholders  of  the  churchyards, 
he  would  not  attempt  to  give  a  lawyer's 
opinion  on  the  matter;  but  he  should 
not  be  surprised  if,  on  a  full  and  fair  in- 
vestigation, it  turned  out  that  the  free- 
hold was  originally  vested  in  the  clergy- 
man, because  he  really  represented  the 
parish.  If  the  Clergy  pushed  the  claim 
too  far  they  might  find  that  it  would  be 
used  against  them.  Then,  again,  it  was 
said  that  the  proposal  might  be  produc- 
tive of  improper  services  and  unseemly 
brawls  in  the  churchyards ;  but  he  con- 
sidered the  suggestion  that  disturbances 
would  take  place  was  not  a  reflection 
solely  on  the  character  of  Noncon- 
formists, or  Nonconformist  ministers, 
but  upon  the  character  of  the  English 
people.  They  were  a  sober  and  orderly 
people,  and  if  there  was  any  moment 
when  they  were  more  so  than  another,  it 


WM  when  they  were  following  tlMir 
dead  to  the  grave.  Ko  doubt  ih«re  had 
been  such  things  as  brawls  and  un- 
seemly disturbances  in  and  outside 
churches,  as  St.  George's-in-the-East 
and  otiier  places  could  testify;  but  them 
were  not  caused  by  wicked  Noncon- 
formists who  went  there  to  attack  the 
Church,  but  they  arose  from  the  oonduct 
of  certain  of  the  Clergy  themsdveswho 
had  attempted  to  introduce  unwelcome 
doctrine  and  ritual.  But,  alter  all,  what 
was  the  great  objection  to  this  Biesdiu- 
tion?  It  was  tms — ^that  such  a  coDoe»- 
sion  to  the  Nonconformists  as  it  advo- 
cated would  militate  against  the  spirit 
of  an  Establishment ;  that  if  they  gave 
up  the  churchyards  they  would  have  to 
give  up  the  churches.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion on  which  there  would  always  be 
great  difference  of  opinion.  One  man 
would  contend  tiiat  if  they  gave  up  tiiis 
outwork  they  would  imperil  their  inner 
defences,  whilst  another  would  maintain 
that  the  outwork  was  indefensible,  and 
that  they  would  be  far  stronger  if  they 
fell  back  at  once  upon  their  main  posi- 
tion. But  these  objections  respecting 
the  Establishment  principally  oame  from 
the  Clergy  of  the  Churdi  of  England. 
He  desired  to  guard  himseK  against 
saying  anything  against  the  Clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England.  Take  them  as 
a  whole,  there  was  no  more  exemplaiy 
and  excellent  body  of  men  than  the 
Clergy.  They  laboured  earnestly  in 
their  Master's  vineyard;  they  devoted 
their  lives  to  the  welfare  of  their  fellow- 
men  ;  and  many  of  them  spent  far  more 
than  they  could  really  afford*  in  reliev- 
ing the  bodilv  necessities  of  those  to 
whose  spiritual  wants  they  were  sent  to 
minister.  Still,  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  the  reason  of  the  derioal  oppo- 
sition to  this  mesBure  and  to  the  views 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  this — 
that  they  fecured  their  own  position  and 
status  would  be  affected  by  the  change 
he  advocated.  Let  it  not  be  supposed 
for  a  moment  that  he  (Mr.  KnatchbuU- 
Hugessen)  was  imputing  any  selfish 
motive  to  the  Clergy.  What  he  meant 
was  that  they  were  of  opinion  that  a 
X>osition  and  status  were  conferred  upon 
them  as  ministers  of  the  Established 
Church  which  were  superior  to  the  posi- 
tion and  status  of  the  Nonconformist 
ministers ;  and  they  could  not  bear  the 
idea  that  a  minister  of  any  other 
Christian  Church  than  their  own  should 
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be  placed  on  an  equality  with  them  in 
the  ohnrehyards  of  the  ootintry.  The 
law  did  giye  to  the  Olet^  of  the  Eetab- 
lishment  a  status  and  position  trhich  it 
did  not  confer  npon  any  other  person ; 
but  if  the  privileges  of  that  position 
were  pess^  too  far — if  they  were 
pressed  so  far  as  to  run  counter  to  pub- 
no.  opinion,  to  cause  irritation,  and  to 
produce  hardship,  or  a  sense  of  hard- 
ship, to  many  toembers  of  the  commu- 
nity, he  could  only  say  those  privi- 
leges, and  together  with  those  privi- 
leges, the  position,  and  the  very  law 
itself,  would  inevitably  be  imperilled. 
Let  them  try  and  take  an  impartial  view 
of  this  question — not  the  view  of  a 
Chnrohman,  or  the  view  of  a  Noncon- 
formist. There  would  be  a  parish  in 
which,  say,  two-thirds  of  the  people  at- 
tended church  and  one-third  the  Non- 
conformist chapel.  They  did  not  inter- 
fere witii  the  Nonconformist  as  long  as 
he  lived.  He  might  go  to  chnrch  or  to 
chapel  as  he  pleased.  One  would  sup- 
pose that  if  the  doctrines  he  would  hear 
in  chapel  were  injurious  to  the  State  or 
to  religion,  it  was  during  the  lifetime  of 
the  hearer  that  they  would  do  harm. 
But,  this  being  a  free  country,  he  might 
hear  what  he  pleased  whilst  he  lived. 
But  the  moment  the  breath  was  out  of 
his  body,  when  no  harm  could  possibly 
be  done  him,  if  his  body  was  brought  to 
be  buried  in  the  parish — the  national — 
burying-gronnd,  they  would  not  allow  to 
be  said  over  his  dead  body  words  of 
.  comfort  and  consolation  from  the  only 
person  who  could  speak  those  words. 
Gould  any  impartial  looker-on  justify 
such  a  state  of  things  ?  He  questioned 
whether  anyone  was  benefited  by  these 
restrictions,  and  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  any  harm  would  be  done  to  anyone  if 
they  were  abolished  to-morrow.  Tjien  let 
them  regard  the  matter  from  a  Noncon- 
formist point  of  view.  What  must  render 
all  this  state  of  things  the  more  bitter  to 
Nonconformists  was  that  they  saw  in  the 
Church  men,  not  teaching  an  uniform 
doctrine,  but  diflfering  as  widely  from 
one  another  as  they  themselves  difPered 
from  the  Church.  They  need  not  go 
out  of  the  metropolis  to  see  men  from 
Church  pulpits  denouncing  their  eccle- 
siastical superiors,  and  refusing  to  ac- 
knowledge the  decisions  of  the  very  law 
which  upheld  them  in  their  places.  He 
had  promised  the  House  to  be  brief, 
and  would  endeavour  to  keep  his  word ; 


but,  before  sitting  down,  he  wished  to 
place  before  the  House  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  a  practical  view  of  this 
question.  They  all  wanted  it  to  be 
settled.  Well,  did  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  think  that  it  was  possible  to 
settle  it  permanently  in  any  other  way 
than  that  which  had  been  suggested 
that  night  ?  They  could  not  expect  the 
NoncoMormists  of  England  and  Wales 
to  abate  one  jot  of  meir  demand,  be- 
cause all  they  wei-e  asking  was  to  be 
put  on  an  equality  in  this  respect  with 
their  brethren  in  Scotland,  Ireland,  and 
the  Colonies,  and  in  every  other  country 
of  Europe.  Then  did  they  think  they 
could  settle  the  question  by  forbidding 
altogether  the  burial  of  Nonconformists 
in  the  parish  churchyards  ?  They  did 
not  wish  to  do  so.  Yet  that  was  the 
logical  sequence  of  the  argument  by 
which  they  contended  that  the  clergy- 
man alone  should  read  the  service ;  for, 
if  so,  surely  those  over  whose  bodies 
he  did  so  should  be  those  only  who  dur- 
ing their  lives  had  admitted  his  pastoral 
authority.  But  if  this  was  done,  they 
would  be  degrading  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land to  the  level  of  a  sect,  and,  more- 
over, they  could  not  go  back,  and  de- 
prive the  Nonconformist  of  a  right 
which,  as  a  parishioner,  he  already  pos- 
sessed. Then  what  valid  reason  was 
there  for  denying  his  present  claim? 
He  would  not  make  any  fervent  or  ar- 
dent appeal,  because  he  did  not  think 
that  such  appeals,  from  whatever  quar- 
ter they  came,  carried  with  them  very 
great  weight.      But  he  had  seen  on  the 

Erevious  day  in  a  newspaper,  under  the 
eading,  '*  The  Churchyards  Question," 
a  strong  appeal,  signed  by  two  gentle- 
men from  Torquay,  to  the  Conservative 
Party,  who  were  told  that  they  were  in- 
vited now  by  "timid  friends  and  de- 
signing opponents"  to  renounce  their 
principles.  [^Cheers.']  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered 
considered  that  he  was  a  **  timid  friend 
or  a  designing  opponent."  He  made  no 
appeal  either  to  the  Conservative  or  the 
Liberal  Party,  for  he  recognized  no 
Party  upon  this  question ;  but  he  would 
appeal  to  his  brother  Churchmen,  and 
he  could  tell  them  very  earnestly  and 
sincerely  that  it  was  as  a  friend  to  the 
Church  of  England  that  he  counselled 
the  concession  of  this  demand.  They 
might  rely  upon  it  that  they  would  ulti- 
mately have  to  yield,  and  let  them  do  so 
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whilst  there  would  still  be  some  grace 
in  the  concession.  Was  he  asking  any- 
thing which  would  damage  the  Estab- 
lished Church?  He  said  emphatically 
no.  He  (Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugessen) 
had  said  before  in  that  House,  and  he 
would  repeat  it,  that  an  Established 
Church  was  only  possible  under  two 
conditions — the  nrst,  which  was  impos- 
Bible  in  free  England,  was  that  a  sub- 
missiye  people  must  accept  their  religion 
from  llieir  Goy^mment,  and  obey  their 
creed  as  they  obeyed  their  code  of  law ; 
and  the  next,  and  the  only  other  condi- 
tion on  which  an  Established  Church 
could  exist,  was  that  it  was  the  religion 
of  the  people,  and  that  it  had  its  ramifi- 
cations in  the  hearts  and  feelings  of  the 
people  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other.  Now,  this  could  not  be  said 
to  be  more  than  yery  partially  true  of 
the  Church  of  England  as  she  existed  at 
present.  To  what,  then,  should  they 
look?  He  maintained  that  the  true 
policy  for  the  Church  was  to  extend  and 
widen  her  basis,  and  not  to  rely  on  the 
enforcement  of  restrictions  which  were 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  and  in 
marked  contrast  with  the  enlightened 
principles  of  Christianity  itself.  Let 
them  consider  for  a  moment  the  millions 
of  human  beings  throughout  the  world 
who  approached  their  Creator  through 
different  creeds  and  yarious  forms  of  re- 
ligious worship.  How  infinitesimally 
small  did  these  petty  disputes  seem  be- 
tween different  schools  of  Christianity 
in  this  island!  Who  was  there  who 
would  dare  stand  up  and  affirm  that  his 
own  particular  Church  was  indubitably 
the  best  in  the  siffht  of  Heayen,  and 
that  his  own  creed  was  assuredly  the 
most  acceptable  to  the  Supreme  Being  ? 
Would  he  not  be  deemed  an  arrogant 
and  presumptuous  man  ?  Was  there,  ti^en, 
nothing  of  arrogance  and  presumption 
in  the  superiority  which  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  seemed  to  claim  oyer 
their  Nonconformist  brethren  in  this 
matter  ?  He  yentured  to  think  it  had 
somewhat  of  that  appearance;  but,  in 
his  humble  judgment,  the  Church  of 
England  should  look  upon  the  Noncon- 
formists, not  as  opponents  and  enemies, 
but  as  fellow- workers  in  the  same  yine- 
yard,  and  as  fellow-soldiers  in  the  battle 
which  Christianity  was  oyer  waging 
against  the  sin  and  ignorance  which 
beset  mankind.  It  was  time  that  this 
question  should  be  settled.    Let  them 

Mr,  KnatchbuU-Eug$9$m 


look  round  upon  the  Nonconformity  of 
England,  whence  did  it  arise?  The 
large  majority  of  Nonconformists  had 
been  driyen  out  of  the  fold  of  the  Church 
of  England  by  her  persecution  and 
neglect  in  times  gone  by,  rather  than  by 
any  bitter  hostility  to  her  doctrines.  He 
would  say  nothing  of  persecutionB  at 
that  moment;  but  could  anyone  deny 
the  neglect?  Li  hundreds  of  localities 
new  yillages  had  arisen,  new  hamlets 
sprung  up,  new  populations  been  called 
into  existence,  which,  owing  to  the  de- 
fectiye  parochial  organization  of  the 
Church  of  England,  would  neyer  haye 
heard  the  name  of  either  Creator  or  Re- 
deemer but  for  the  efforts  of  those  Non- 
conformists whose  children  were  asking 
us  to  alter  our  law  to-day.  Should  we 
not  treat  these  men  with  tenderness  and 
consideration?  Were  we  to  try  and 
make  the  burial-gprounds  of  the  countiy 
the  priyate  property  of  the  Church  ?  He 
objected  to  this  being  done,  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  Nonconformists,  but  in 
that  of  the  Church  of  England  herself^ 
and  in  that  of  true  religion.  Whateyer 
might  be  our  religious  differences  on 
earth,  they  should  be  brought  to  an  end 
when  the  graye  closed  oyer  us.  He 
supported  the  Eesolution,  not  from  any 
Party  feeling,  but  from  a  sincere  belidf 
that  this  concession  would  be  for  the 
good  of  the  Church  and  of  the  conmia- 
nity  at  large  ;  that  it  was  profoundly  in 
consonance  with  the  highest  teachings 
of  Christianity;  and  would,  moreoyer, 
tend  yery  greatly  to  the  adyantage  and 
unity  of  Christian  England. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordc, 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has 
arrived  when  the  lon^  pending  controversy  as 
to  interments  in  parish  churdiyards  ought  to 
be  dosed,  by  permitting  such  interments  either 
without  any  burial  service  or  with  the  burial 
services  preferred  by  the  relatives  or  friends  of 
the  deceased,  and  conducted  by  persons  <^ofiai 
by  them," — (Jfr.  Osbome  Moiyany) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBARD,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  Amendment  which 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  said, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
immense   importance  of  the   questioii 
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which  the  Besolntioii  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbigh  raised; 
and  it  was  not  because  me  alleged 
grievance  was  what  was  termed  a 
sentimental  one  that  it  was  less  worthy 
of  the  most  careful  consideration  by  the 
House.  The  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  been  presented  to 
the  House  with  great  moderation  and  in 
a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  it  was  supported 
with  skill  and  eloquence ;  but  it  behoved 
them  to  consider  how  great  the  innova- 
tion suggested  by  the  Eesolution  would 
be.  That  proposal  involved  a  change  in 
a  law  of  great  antiquity  and  of  great 
importance — a  law  not  only  of  the 
Church,  but  of  the  State  also,  which 
dated  firom  the  earliest  ages  in  our  na- 
tional history.  Both  churches  and 
churchyards  had  passed  into  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Church  of  England,  not  in 
the  form  of  gifts  from  the  State,  but 
through  the  private  munificence  and 
piety  of  individual  landowners,  who 
provided  the  churches  wherein  to  wor- 
ship, and  the  churchyards  wherein  the 
remains  of  the  worshippers  might  be 
laid.  He  was  not  afraid  to  acknowledge 
that  parochial  churchyards  were  pro- 
perly called  national.  It  was,  indeed, 
deemed  safer  by  some  to  contend  that 
the  churchyards  belonged  to  the  Church 
of  England  rather  than  to  the  nation ; 
but  he  knew  no  force  in  the  distinction. 
Churchyards,  like  churches,  were  na- 
tional because  religious.  They  were 
altogether  national  in  the  truest  sense, 
because  they  were  given  and  instituted 
for  religious  purposes,  and  the  moment 
they  ceased  to  be  appropriated  to  reli- 
gious purposes  they  would  cease  to  be 
national.  Accepting  them,  however,  as 
national  property  in  that  sense,  he  would 
ask  why  this  assault  had  been  directed 
against  those  who  were  the  legalized 
guardians  of  both  the  churches  and  of 
the  churchyards?  He  was  anxious  to 
separate  the  consideration  of  the  charges 
brought  against  the  Clergy  in  their  re- 
gulation of  the  churchyards  from  the 
demand  for  a  change  in  those  regula- 
tions by  law.  The  Clergy  had  been 
charged  with  intolerance,  tyranny,  and 
bigotry  because  they  had,  on  the  one 
lumd,  refused  to  bury  with  the  stipulated 
services  of  the  Chiurch  those  who  had 
not  been  baptized;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  had  insisted  upon  using  the  Burial 
Service  at  the  interment  of  persons  who 
had  been  baptized.     The  child  of  a 


Baptist  was  brought  to  the  parish  church- 
yarii,  and  the  clergyman  refusing  to 
use  the  Burial  Service  was  reviled  as 
bigoted  and  uncharitable.  On  another 
occasion  the  child  of  a  Boman  Catholic 
was  brought  for  burial,  and  as  the  clergy- 
man would  read  the  Burial  Service  at  its 
grave,  a  disturbance  was  created,  and  his 
conduct  was  branded  as  intolerant  and 
tyrannical.  In  neither  case  had  the 
clergyman  a  pretence  for  hesitation  in 
his  conduct.  If  he  had  taken  upon  him- 
self to  make  a  deviation  in  either  respect 
from  the  direction  of  the  law,  he  would 
have  been  subject  to  trial  and  punish- 
ment, not  in  virtue  of  any  old  canon  law 
or  antiquated  Statute,  but  of  a  lawpassed 
only  three  or  four  years  ago — the  Fublic 
Worship  Eegulation  Act — for  the  pur- 
pose of  introducing  order  and  uniformity 
into  the  services  of  the  Church.  Clearly 
in  those  cases  the  responsibility  rested 
not  with  the  Clergy,  but  with  the  law 
which  they  administered.  [Mr.  Osbobne 
MoBOAN :  Hear,  hear !]  The  number  of 
difficulties  arising  from  the  refusal  of  the 
Burial  Service  were  comparatively  few  ; 
for  there  were  only  two  sects  in  England 
— the  Quakers  and  the  Baptists — that  did 
not  baptize  their  children ;  and  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends  were  generally  provided 
with  burial-grounds  of  their  own. 
It  was  to  an  alleged  Baptist  grievance 
that  great  prominence  was  given  in  the 
discussion  on  this  question  in  an  august 
Assembly  last  year,  when  a  noble  Earl 
cited  the  case  of  Sir  Morton  Peto,  who, 
having  created  and  endowed  a  church 
and  churchyard,  was,  on  the  death  of  a 
beloved  child,  obliged  to  carry  her 
corpse  to  a  strange  cemetery ;  because 
only  a  silent  burial  would  have  been 
permitted  to  her  in  the  chiirchyard  which 
he  had  presented  to  the  Establishment. 
The  story  was  almost  wholly  untrue,  and 
this  Lord  Granville  subsequently  ac- 
knowledged ;  and  he  alluded  to  it,  tiiere- 
fore,  solely  as  an  introduction  to  two 
remarks.  The  first  was,  that  the  list  of 
grievances  must  be  very  scant  when  the 
grievance  paraded  as  the  most  cruel  and 
most  effective  never  existed.  The  second 
remark  was  one  of  amazement  at  the  use 
made  by  a  most  accomplished  Liberal 
Peer  of  this  apocryphal  history.  For 
the  argument  founded  upon  it  amoimted 
to  thieH-that  an  opulent  Nonconformist, 
contributing  many  thousand  pounds  to 
the  provision  of  a  ohxurch  or  churchyard, 
was  entitled  to  demand,  on  behalf  of  hia 
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own  family,  that  the  ritual  disoipline 
and  doctrine  of  the  national  Church 
should  be  set  at  naught.  Surely  this 
argument  implied  a  most  degraded  view, 
both  of  the  character  of  the  person  as- 
sumed to  make  such  a  claim,  and  of  the 
Church  which  could  accept  benefactions 
upon  such  terms  ?  In  this  hypothetical 
ffrievance,  sympathy  had  been  challenged 
for  a  Baptist — ^would  sympathy  have 
been  claimed  as  eagerly  for  a  Boman 
Catholic  proprietor,  who,  having  for  his 
tenants'  sake  re-built  the  ohurcn  of  the 
parish  he  possessed,  claimed  the  right 
to  have  a  celebration  of  the  Mass  at  the 
interment  of  his  child  in  the  sepulchre 
of  his  ancestors?  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  grief  and  grievanoe. 
Orief  was  a  pain  occasioned  by  circum- 
stances for  which  nobody  was  imme- 
diately responsible;  grievance  was  a  pain 
iuTolying  a  sense  of  wrong  a^^ainst 
some  person  who  was  supposed,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  to  have  originated  the  cause 
of  complaint.  In  the  days  when  the 
whole  community  were  of  one  mind  as  to 
religious  profession  in  this  country,  there 
could  not  have  existed  any  grieyanoe 
so  far  as  the  use  of  the  churchyards  was 
regulated  by  the  Laws  in  which  Church 
and  State  concurred.  Since  then  certain 
persons  had  separated  themselyes  from 
the  Church  and  formed  Nonconformist 
sects;  but  they  claimed,  so  far  as  the 
churchyards  were  concerned,  the  removal 
of  the  inconvenience  th<^  had  incurred 
by  their  secession.  'Ke  fSedled  to  see 
that  this  inconvenience  was  a  matter  of 
which  they  had  any  just  ground  for 
complaint.  No  one  denied  their  right 
to  secede ;  but  he  did  not  think  anyone 
could  maintain  their  right  to  daim,  after 
secession,  the  privilege  of  being  pro- 
vided with  services  in  harmony  with 
their  own  convictions,  to  the  detriment 
of  the  Church.  The  proposal  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  last  year 
was  very  different  from  that  which  he 
now  brought  forward.  Last  year  he 
proposed  that  provision  should  be  made 
for  havingin  the  churchyards  '^Christian, 
religious,  and  orderly  services.''  These 
were  the  qualifying  words  which  gained 
the  assent  of  the  venerable  Earl  of 
Harrowby,  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury,  and  many  other  Teers.  But 
those  words  were  gone.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now  made  an  entrrelj 
different  proposal,  and  would  admit 
every  deceased  person  to  the  ohoroh- 
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yard  for  burial  without  any  servioo  at 
.all,  or  with  such  service  as  his  sor- 
viving  relatives  might  desire.  They 
should  not,  therefore,  confine  their  view 
of  the  future  ministrations  in  the  churdi- 
yard  to  those  of  the  typical  evangelical 
Nonconformist  minister;  the  ohnrdi- 
ywl  was  to  be  thrown  open  to  alL 
He  asked  the  House  to  oonsider  what 
was  involved  in  that  view.  Accord- 
ing to  the  organs  of  the  Noneon- 
formist  party,  what  they  demanded  for 
their  own  ministers  should  be  extended 
to  Jews,  Positivists,  Secularists  —  in 
short,  to  all — ^the  interment  to  be  carried 
out  with  sudi  service  as  the  relatives  of 
the  deceased  thought  proper,  or  withofot 
any  service  whatever.  To  use  the  words 
of  one  eminent  Nonconformist  minister, 
they  insisted  on  the  rights,  not  of  tiie 
ministers  of  their  own  chun^es  only, 
but  ''on  the  rights  of  every  English- 
man, whether  ^liever  or  unbeliever." 
Were  the  churchyards  so  thrown  open, 
there  would  be  no  restraint  whatever,  so 
far  as  ceremonial  was  concerned.  It  was 
said  that  they  might  safely  trust  to  the 
feelings  of  reverence  which  animated 
people  on  those  occasions;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  ttiere  were  a  great  many 
persons  whose  expressed  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  life  ana  of  death  caused  ^reat 
pain  to  those  who  held  different  views, 
and  who  would  not  scruple  to  ridicule  at 
the  grave  the  doctrine  of  the  Beeorreo- 
tion,  which  was  the  very  foundation  of 
the  Christian  faith.  To  the  remark  that 
the  argument  for  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters to  the  diurdiyard  would  have 
equal  force  in  favour  of  their  admissioa. 
to  the  church,  it  had  been  replied — 
''  The  cases  are  not  analogous — a  man 
need  not  enter  the  church,  out  he  most 
enter  the  churchyard  when  he  dies." 
True,  a  man  must  die;  but  it  is  no 
question  as  to  his  admission  to  either 
church  or  churchyard — ^he  was  entitled  to 
the  use  of  either  upon  the  terms  of  their 
foundation.  The  question  was  not  as  to 
the  right  of  interment  for  the  deceased, 
but  as  to  a  right  in  the  survivors  to 
abrogate  the  legal  provision  of  minister 
and  of  service  withm  the  Church's  loe- 
cincts.  And  whom  were  the  services  for  ? 
He  did  not  suppose  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  woula  say  they  were  for  tiie 
dead.  The  services  were  for  the  living 
— ^words  of  consolation  and  instruotion 
for  the  living,  given  to  them  at  the  par* 
ticulsr  moment  when  tluy  were  most 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1778 


JBuHah. 


(Fbbbttaby  15,  1878} 


JSsiolution. 


1774 


oalonlated  to  do  good.  Many  a 
and  woman  had  been  turned  from 
tiioughtleseneBS  and  sin  by  the  Burial 
Seryioe  and  the  prayers  which  accom- 
panied that  very  solemn  ceremonial. 
The  Burial  Service  was  but  one  of  the 
services  imposed  by  the  law  upon  the 
Olergy  of  the  Church  of  England.  The 
series  began  with  the  Baptismal  Service ; 
it  concluded  with  the  service  at  the 
burial  of  the  dead;  but  it,  as  well  as 
the  other  services  were  for,  and  only 
for,  the  living.  The  meaning  of  the 
whole  movement — the  motive  of  the 
whole  matter^— could  be  clearly  traced. 
He  saw  by  the  newspapers  that  some 
few  months  since  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Denbighshire  was  presented 
with  an  address  by  his  constituents, 
which  they  concluded  by  saying  that 
their  special  gratitude  and  devotion  were 
due  to  him  because  his  agitation  of  the 
Burial  Question  had  caused  a  great  ad- 
vance to  be  made  towards  religious 
equality;  or,  in  other  words,  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  of  England. 
He  did  not  find  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  disclaimed  the  soft  im- 
peachment. Well,  disestablishment  meant 
robbing  the  poor  man  of  his  Church, 
and  the  poor  man  would  not  sufier  that ; 
he  knew  his  own  interest  too  well. 
The  Church  of  England  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  poor  man ;  it  was  founded 
for  him ;  its  ministers  were  paid  for  him ; 
and  if  it  were  taken  from  him  he  had 
not,  as  the  wealthier  classes,  the  means  of 
providing  himself  with  religious  teachers 
and  places  for  religious  worship.  The 
demand  for  a  tree  use  of  the  churchyard 
led  logically  to  a  demand  for  the  free 
use  of  the  church,  and  should  the  church- 
yard be  surrendered  and  the  church  be 
asked  for,  and  should  those  who  now 
voted  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbighshire  shrink  from  a  further 
aggression  uoon  the  Church,  they  would 
be  told — and  be  told  with  truth — that 
they  had  surrendered  the  principle  at 
stake  by  their  vote  on  this  occasion. 
Statesmen  surely  should  be  logical,  and 
abstain  from  votmg  for  chances  grounded 
on  arguments  wmoh  would  justify  con- 
sequences they  now  eagerly  deprecated. 
In  the  obligatory  use  of  the  Church 
Service,  and  in  the  occasional  disability 
of  Nonconformists  to  obtain  the  per- 
formance of  a  burial  service  by  a  mini- 
ster of  their  own  community,  he  frankly 
recognised  a  disadvantage^— a  distress — 


a  grief — ^which  he  would  gladly  mitigate 
or  remove ;  but  he  could  not  admit  as 
expedient  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Denbighshire, 
which,  with  the  view  of  relieving  a  few 
Nonconformists,  would  inflict  severe  in- 
jury and  pain  upon  the  great  national 
Church  of  England.  Might  he  remind  the 
House  what  had  been  sSready  attempted 
in  the  way  of  relief.  A  few  years  since, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Den- 
bighshire brought  in  a  Bill  in  which 
he  specially  provided  for  the  correction 
of  the  hardship  involved  in  **  forcing  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Church  upon  reluc- 
tant ears,"  and  he  supported  the  claim 
of  the  Nonconformists  to  the  option  of  a 
silent  burial  with  his  accustomed  earnest- 
ness. Well,  in  the  Government  Bill  of 
last  Session,  the  74th  dause  was  pre- 
pared for  securing  the  omission  of  the 
Church  Service  to  those  who  so  desired ; 
and  how  was  that  clause  welcomed  ?  It 
was  denounced  by  Nonconformists  as 
an  insult,  and  was  consequently  with- 
drawn. Such  a  reception  was  not  en- 
couraging. Yet  an  adjustment  of  the  law 
of  burial,  combining  the  alternatives  of 
(1)  the  Church  Service,  (2)  an  abridged 
service,  and  (3)  a  silent  burial,  could,  he 
believed,  be  ^ected  in  relation  to  the 
existing  churchyards.  The  provision  of 
additional  graveyards,  either  in  connec- 
tion with  such  religious  communities  as 
desired  them,  or  as  public  cemeteries, 
would  complete  whatever  measure  of 
relief  coula  reasonably  be  required. 
The  Besolution  before  the  House  in- 
vited it  to  declare  that  the  long-pending 
controversy  on  *this  subject  should  be 
closed.  That  event  was  one  for  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Denbighshire 
and  his  Friends  to  ensure  by  ceasing 
their  contention ;  it  would  not  be  at- 
tained by  Churdimen  surrendering  the 
inviolability  of  the  sacred  resting  ^Saces 
of  their  beloved  dead.  He  regarded 
this  controversy  as  one  of  the  instru- 
ments through  which  the  political  Par- 
ties acting  with  the  Nonconformists  of 
this  country  were  endeavouring  to  make 
their  existence  felt,  aiming  at  the  ultimate 
consummation  of  their  hopes  in  the  de- 
struction of  the  Church  of  England.  That 
was  the  policy  Nonconformists  had  in 
view  when  they,  year  after  year,  laboured 
for  the  abolition  of  the  church  rates. 
They  succeeded  then,  and  he  wondered 
they  did  not  now  blush  for  the  result. 
Having  disburthened  themselves  of  the 
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oare  of  churohyards,  thej  now  asked 
to  use  them  for  nothing.  He  would  tell 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  would 
fight  this  question  as  often  as  they  ohose 
to  chcJlenge  them,  and  that  they  had  not 
the  slightest  idea  of  giving  in.  They 
believed  that,  the  more  the  question  was 
before  the  country,  the  better  it  would 
be  understood  in  its  right  light,  and  it 
would  then  be  seen  that  this  attack  upon 
the  parochial  churchyards  was  a  viola- 
tion of  the  principle  of  religious  liberty 
— a  blessing  not  to  be  confined  to  those 
who  were  dissentients  firom  the  national 
Ohurch.  His  reply  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  he  begged  to  express  in  the 
words  of  his  Amendment — 


**  That  Englishmen  exercising  their  reli^ons 
liberty  in  separating  from  the  Established 
Ohuroh  are  justly  free  to  provide  themselyes 
vitiii  places  K>r  worship  and  for  burial  with  such 
ceremonial  as  they  approve ;  but  have  no  right 
to  require  changes  in  uie  regulation  of  parochial 
churchyards  which  would  impair  the  legal  secu- 
rity for  Uieir  orderly  and  religious  use  agree- 
ably with  the  purposes  of  their  foundation." 

Mr.  RICHAED:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  tells 
the  House  that  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  is  an  innovation. 
No  doubt  it  is.  But  all  reform  is  inno- 
vation. '  He  seems  to  think  that  because 
the  law  he  defends  is  one  of  great  anti- 
quity, it  must,  therefore,  be  right  and 
just.  But  the  plea  of  antiquity  can  be 
urged  on  behalf  of  some  very  queer 
thingsin  the  history  of  the  world.  Slavery 
is  a  practice  of  great  antiquity,  and  so  is 
religious  persecution.  '  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  misunderstands,  to  some  ex- 
tent, the  character  of  the  complaint  by 
the  Nonconformists.  He  says  that  they 
censure  the  Clergy  because  they  observe 
the  law.  That  is  not  the  ground  of  cen- 
sure. When  a  clergyman  refuses  to 
bury  an  unbaptized  person,  or  insists  on 
reading  the  Church  Service  over  a  bap- 
tized person,  no  fault  can  be  found  with 
him,  because  he  is  doing  that  which  he 
is  bound  by  the  law  to  do.  But  the 
Clergy  are  blamed  because  thev  so  reso- 
lutely resist  such  a  change  in  the  law  as 
would  absolve  them  from  the  necessity 
of  doing  that  which  is  so  repugnant  and 
offensive  to  so  many  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  Nor  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quite  fair  in  the  reference  he 
made  to  the  case  of  Sir  Morton  Peto, 
mentioned  by  Earl  Granville.  Sir  Morton 

Ifr.  J.  O.  JSubhard 


Peto,  so  far  as  I  know,  never  made  any 
complaint  of  any  peculiar  hardship  in  his 
own  case,  or  imagined  that  he  was  en- 
titled to  have  the  doctrine  and  discipline 
of  the  Church  set  aside  for  his  special 
behoof.  The  case  was  cited  merely  to 
show  the  unjust  and  ungenerous  chcrao- 
ter  of  the  law  as  it  exists,  when  a  liberal 
Nonconformist  having  presented  to  tlie 
Church,  at  his  own  expense,  a  burial- 
ground,  was  not  permitted,  because  he 
was  a  Baptist,  to  inter  his  own  child 
with  any  religious  service  whateyer,  in 
the  ground  that  he  had  given.  It  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  through  the  rest  of  his 
speech,  as  all  his  arguments  have  been 
really  answered  by  anticipation  in  the 
able  and  exhaustive  speech  of  my  hon. 
and,leamed  Friend.  I  am  anxious,  in 
the  few  observations  I  shall  address  to 
the  House,  not  to  say  one  word  that  shall 
wound  the  susceptibilities  or  giye  just 
cause  of  offence  to  any  member  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Whenever  on  former 
occasions  I  have  spoken  on  this  subject 
I  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  all  injurious 
and  irritating  language.  And  I  am 
more  than  ever  desirous  to  do  so  to-night; 
because  I  am  bound  to  admit — and  I  do 
so  with  very  sincere  pleasure — ^that  i^e 
liberal  spirit  in  which  we  have  been  met 
by  the  Earl  of  Harrowby  and  the  two 
ijTchbishops,  and  by  very  many  of  the 
lay  members  of  the  Chuiw  of  England, 
deserve  our  warmest  acknowledgments. 
Indeed,  all  the  debates  in  the  House  of 
Lords  were  conducted  in  a  generous  and 
honourable  temper.  Even  Sie  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  who  stated  with  his 
customary  force  the  objections  of  the 
Clergy  to  this  measure,  was  careful  to 
guard  a^inst  being  supposed  to  adopt 
or  identify  himself  with  those  objeotionB. 
He  treated  the  feelings  of  the  Clergy  on 
this  subject  as  "  a  social  phenomenon  " 
which  they  could  not  ignore,  and  with 
which  they  had  to  account.  But  surely 
the  time  will  come — and  is  probably  not 
far  distant — ^when  this  controver^  will 
be  quoted  as  a  far  more  extraordinary 
instance  of  the  pertinacity  of  religious 
prejudice  than  any  of  those  struggles  for 
religious  freedom  in  the  last  generation 
to  which  we  now  look  back  with  mingled 
wonder  and  shame.  Anyone  who  has 
marked  the  extent  to  which  the  eode- 
siastical  world*-or  rather  the  clerical 
world — has  been  convulsed  and  agitated 
by  this  question  for  the  last  two  or  three 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1777 


Buriali. 


(FsBBTTABY  15,  1878}  Jl^otuUon. 


1778 


years — ^the  hot  discussions  in  Convoca- 
tion, at  Diocesan  Boards,  in  Ohuroli 
Congresses,  and  all  assemblies  where 
the  Clergy  most  do  congregate;  the 
pamphlets  and  the  articles  in  Church 
loumals,  the  declarations,  clerical  and 
lay,  the  baiting  of  the  Archbishop,  and 
other  signs  of  feverish  and  extraordinary 
excitement — might  have  thought  that 
the  matter  at  issue  was  one  which 
touched  in  a  vital  manner  some  essential 
point  of  religious  truth  or  social  morality. 
And  yet  what' does  it  amount  to  ?  What 
is  it  we  ask  for  ?  We  ask  that  a  large 
body  of  our  fellow-countrymen  who  are 
acknowledged  to  be  good  citizens  of  the 
State — as  loyal  to  the  Throne  and  Con- 
stitution, as  obedient  to  the  laws,  and 
fulfilling  all  their  civil,  social,  and  poli- 
tical obugations  in  as  exemplary  a  man- 
ner as  any  class  of  the  community,  who 
already  possess  an  unquestionable  and 
unquestioned  legal  right  of  interment  in 
the  parochial  churchyards — should  be 
permitted  to  exercise  that  right  by 
burying  their  dead  with  such  services  or 
no  service  as  shall  be  most  in  accordance 
with  their  own  principles  and  preferences. 
But  to  evade  this  small  concession  to 
common  sense  and  Christian  charity,  we 
find  what  Sydney  Smith  used  to  call 
'*  the  forty-parson  power,"  called  forth 
to  throw  the  whole  country  into  agitation 
and  tumult,  to  prevent  that  being  done 
which  is  already  done  in  Scotland,  in 
Ireland,  in  the  British  Colonies,  in  the 
United  States,  in  France,  in  Germany, 
in  Austria,  in  Hungary,  in  Kussia — ^I 
believe,  in  every  civmzed  country  in  the 
world  excepting  Spain,  and  not  excepting 
Turkey.  And  thus  the  Church  of  JBng- 
land,  which  its  adherents  are  wont  to 
boast,  is  the  most  tolerant  Church  in  the 
world,  is  found,  in  this  point  at  least,  to 
be  the  most  intolerant  Church  in  the 
world.  I  have  said  excepting  Spain.  It 
would  seem,  indeed,  that  our  Govern- 
ment has  had  frequent  communications 
with  the  Government  of  Spain  on  this 
very  (Question.  The  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
speaking  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  1876, 
said — 

"  Wlien  he  was  at  the  Foreign  Office  several 
unpleasant  cases  in  regard  to  burials  arose  be- 
tween Her  M^eety's  Gbvemment  and  that  of 
Spain ;  we  felt  aggrieyed  because  certain  of  our 
countrymen  who  were  Protestants  were  denied 
burial  in  their  own  churchyards  in  Spain  with 
any  funeral  rites  at  the  time  the  body  was  laid 
in  the  graye.  Surely  it  was  perfectly  natural 
that  NODOO^cfrmMU  should    led    aggrievwl 


under  similar  droumstances  P  " — [3  Santardy 
ccxzix.  630.J 

And  so  you  alone  have  the  questionable 
honour  of  being  associated  in  this  war 
with  the  dead,  with  that  country  which 
has  always  been  the  stronghold  of 
bigotry  and  intolerance.  But  what  is 
the  reply  to  our  claims  ?  Some,  indeed, 
go  to  the  root  of  the  matter  by  sa3ring 
that  there  is  no  grievance.  But  is 
there  any  instance  on  record  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  when  anyone  has 
come  down  to  this  House  to  demand 
that  some  injustice  should  be  remedied, 
or  some  wrong  redressed,  but  some  one 
has  been  ready  confidendy  to  deny  the 
existence  of  the  injustice  or  wrong  ?  I 
remember  quite  well,  when  we  were 
agitating  for  the  abolition  of  slavery — 
in  which  in  my  young  days  I  had  the 
honour  of  bearing  some  humble  part — 
there  were  people  to  be  found,  and  to 
be  found  in  this  House  of  Commons, 
who  denied  that  there  was  any  griev- 
ance; or  if  there  were,  that  it  was  a 
purely  sentimental  grievance;  that  the 
slaves  were  perfectly  contented  and 
happy  if  only  the  English  agitators 
would  let  them  alone;  that  they  were 
well  clothed,  well  fed,  well  lodged,  and 
cared  for,  and  only  subjected  occasion- 
ally to  a  little  fatherly  correction  for 
their  own  good.  And  so  has  it  been 
with  regard  to  all  the  efforts  made  by 
the  Nonconformists  to  remove  other  dis- 
abilities under  which  they  so  long  la- 
boured. When  they  were  trying  to  pro- 
cure the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corpora- 
tion Acts — which  excluded  them  from 
the  right  to  serve  their  country  in  any 
office  except  on  the  condition  of  perjur- 
ing their  own  consciences  and  forsaking 
the  faith  of  their  fathers — they  were 
told  that  there  was  no  grievance. 
"Where  is  the  grievance?"  it  was 
said.  "  Let  them  conform  to  the  Church 
and  take  the  oaths,  and  all  offices  will 
be  open  to  them  at  once.'-'  This  was 
precisely  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  to-night.  He  said 
— "You  leave  the  Church  in  order  to 
enjoy  your  freedom,  why  should  you 
complain  of  this  inability?"  That  is 
really  the  argument  of  the  persecutor. 
It  might  have  been  applied — and  pro- 
bably was  applied — ^to  the  Protestant 
confessors  when  they  were  led  to  the 
stake.  You  choose  to  forsake  the 
Catholic  Ohuioh  and  take  your  own 
liberty,  why  should  you  complain  of 
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being  burnt  ?  So,  again,  when  we  were 
striving  to  gain  access  to  the  Univer- 
sities, we  were  told  there  was  no  griev- 
ance. The  Dissenters  have  their  own 
Colleges.  They  have  the  London  Uni- 
versity, established  especially  for  their 
behoof;  there  are  the  Scotch  Universi- 
ties, where  they  can  go  and  take  their 
degrees ;  why  should  they  intrude  into 
our  Universities,  which  are  the  especial 
preserves  of  the  Established  Church? 
But  is  there  no  grievance?  Let  us 
suppose  the  conditions  were  changed — 
that  the  churchyards  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Dissenters,  and  that  in  thousands 
of  parishes  in  this  country  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  had  no  means  of 
being  buried  except  with  tiie  ministra- 
tions of  Dissenting  ministers.  Does 
anyone  believe  that  they  would  tolerate 
that  for  a  year — that  they  would  not 
move  heaven  and  earth  to  get  it  changed, 
as  they  would  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  ? 
I  am  happy  to  say,  however,  that  there 
are  many  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  who  do  firankly  admit  the 
grievance.  The  Archbishop  of  York 
said — **  Speaking  for  myself  I  am 
obliged  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a 
grievance  luis  been  proved  to  exist." 
Bishop  Wilberforce  in  1871  said—"  The 
Dissenters  have  a  real  grievance  which 
it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  re- 
dress." And  what  is  that  grievance? 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  express  it  more 
clearly  or  tersely  than  in  the  language 
of  a  Church  journal — 

"The  Nonconformist  grievance  is  tangible 
enough.  Sects  which  do  not  nse  baptism,  or 
which  delay  it,  often  can  have  no  lervioe  at  all ; 
sects  which  object  to  forms  must  submit  to  the 
Anglican  rite ;  all  sects  see  their  pastors  refused 
access  for  ministerial  purposes  to  the  graves  of 
such  of  their  flocks  as  are  interred  in  an  ordi- 
nary parish  churchyard.  It  is  clear  that  this 
state  of  things  is  intolerable  to  devont  people 
on  both  sidesy  and  that  a  remedy  needs  to  be 
found." 

These  are  the  words  of  The  Chureh  Re- 
view.  But  I  am  bound  in  candour  to 
admit  that  that  paper  does  not  approve 
of  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  But  what  are  the  objections  to 
our  proposal?  We  are  obliged  to 
notice  them,  for  though  they  hove  been 
often  refuted,  they  are  constantly  repro- 


political  and  polemieal  harangues.  I 
feel  ashamed  to  refer  to  audi  an  argu- 
ment, and  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  it 
is  urged  with  nncmty.  Do  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen really  believe  ihaJt  Nonoon- 
formists  are  so  devoid  of  commoD.  aeoua 
and  common  feeling  that  they  wonld 
take  the  opportunity  while  standing 
at  the  side  of  the  grave,  fnurounded 
by  a  crowd  of  mourners,  whose  eyes  sn 
heavy  wit^  tears  and  whose  hearta  an 
breaking  with  grief,  to  launch  fortli  into 
controversy  wiu  the  Church  or  an  attack 
on  the  clergyman  ?  But  we  may  be  i^ 
without  going  so  far  as  that — ^we  may 
hear  thi^^  in  Dissenting  services  whiek 
we  do  not  like.  My  answer  is,  first,  ya« 
are  not  obliged  to  hear ;  and,  seooiidly, 
you  are  not  obliged  to  like  if  yoa  do 
hear  it.  It  is  not  likely,  I  sappose,  tibat 
members  of  the  (Siuich  of  KngJand 
would  voluntarily  attend  a  Diaaentiag 
funeral  unless  it  were  for  the  pleasnre 
of  seeing  a  Dissenter  buried,  as  I  onde 
heard  an  hon.  M^nber  say  in  this 
House — *' As  for  the  burials  of  DisBen- 
ters,  I  should  like  to  see  them  all  buried!  ** 
But  I  say  you  are  not  obliged  to  like  Ute 
Dissenting  services.  They  are  not  de- 
signed for  your  pleasure  and  edifieatiao. 
I  can  imagine  a  Primitive  Methodiit 
preacher  pouring  out  his  heart  in  prayer 
or  exhortation  at  the  grave  with  periiaps 
no  more  grammatical  accuracy  or  more 
elegant  rhetoric  than  mark  some  of 
our  speeches  in  this  House,  whii^ 
might  nevertheless  go  straight  to  the 
hearts  of  the  poor  people  that  are  stand- 
ing around  hun  with  streaming  eyes  and 
swelling  bosoms,  though  his  Tehemoit 
and  umettered  eloquenoe  might  mi^e 
the  right  hon.  Genueman  the  Member 
for  London,  like  Quintilian,  ''  stare  aii^ 
p."    But  we  are  told  that  we  may 


e  infidels  in  the  churchyard 
claiming  their  unbelief.  But  soreiy  I 
may  appeal  to  hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite 
that  it  is  not  the  appearanoe  but  the  ex- 
istence of  such  people  that  is  matter  fior 
sorrow  and  lamentation.  I  know  ne 
persons  on  the  face  of  the  earth  more  te 
be  compassionated  than  those  who  hare 
persuaded  themselves  into  the  dieaiy 
belief  that  the  grave  is  the  be-all  and 
end-all  of  human  existence,  and  if  they 
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Imagine— what  I  am  afraid  has  some- 
times happened,  and  may  happen  again 
—the  hody  of  a  person  brought  to  be 
buried,  who  through  life  has  denied,  has 
assailed,  has  vilified  the  Christian  reli- 
gion, has  held  up  to  soom  its  most 
cherished  doctrines,  its  most  sacred 
hopes.  But  over  that  man  you  innst 
upon  reading  the  beautiful  service  of 
the  Ohuroh  of  England,  eveiy  line  of 
which  is  saturated  with  the  nilness  of 
Christian  faith  and  hope.  Around  the 
grave  stand  liie  Mends  and  associates 
of  the  deceased,  who  perhaps  have  been 
leagued  with  him  in  enmity  to  Chris- 
tianity, listening  with  ill-ooncealed  re- 
pugnance and  with  muttered  sneers  to 
the  words  of  the  service  you  compel 
them  to  hear.  Talk  of  profanity  and 
iesecration!  To  my  feeling  such  a 
jpeotade — such  a  ghastly  mockery  of 
religious  service — would  be  more  of 
profanity  and  desecration  than  the 
inldest  utterances  of  unbelief  spoken 
)ver  the  grave.  But  the  truth  is  that 
he  whole  question  is  simply  one  of 
jlerical  ascendency.  The  other  objec- 
ions  are  pretexts,  and  this  is  the  reality. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
3ambridffe  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  openly 
lYowed  this  while  on  the  deputation  to 
he  Archbishop.  "It  would  be,"  he 
aid,  "a  virtual  recognition  of  Dissent- 
tig  preachers  as  ministers  of  theGbspel." 
Mr.  Bebesfobd  Hope  :  I  said  as  such 
-that  is,  officially.]  Now  I  have 
^eat  respect  for  the  hem.  Gentleman. 
tut  I  am  afraid  I  must  tell  him  that  I 
elieve  that  the  humblest  Methodist  or 
baptist  preacher  in  the  United  King- 
cm  would  not  give  a  brass  farthing  to 
e  recognized  as  a  minister  of  the  Gbspel 
y  him  or  by  the  whole  Bench  of 
tishops.  These  men  believe — ^to  use  a 
hrase  of  Lord  Macaulay — that  they 
re  priests  by  the  imposition  of  a 
lightier  hand  than  that  of  any  Bishop, 
ad  that  they  have  proofs  of  their 
dnistry,  in  the  thousands  and  tens  of 
lousands  whom  they  have  reclaimed 
|om  ignorance  and  sin,  and  trained  and 
iscipuned  to  Christian  service,  far  more 


interfere  to  save  the  Church  from  the  ob- 
stinacyand  fanaticism  of  the  Clergy.  The 
Clergy  are  putting  themselves  in  conflict 
with  forces  and  influences  which  will 
prove  too  strong  for  them.  They  are  fleht- 
mg  against  the  spirit  of  the  age,  whicm  is 
not  favourable  to  exorbitant  priestly 
pretensions.  I  venture  to  believe  that 
this  feeling  is  growine  among  the  laity 
of  the  Church  of  En^and.  As  a  proof 
of  this,  I  commend  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  the  words  of  one  whose 
character  was  more  honoured  and  whose 
authority  carried  more  weight  than 
almost  any  man  whom  I  remember  hav- 
ing a  seat  in  this  Assembly,  and  whose 
attachment  to  the  Church  of  England 
cannot  be  doubted;  I  mean  Lord  Sel- 
bome.     He  says — 

'*  The  feelings  of  those  who  have  no  profes- 
sional view  of  the  matter— the  feelings  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  laity — ^when  it  is  brought 
home  to  them  that  there  is  this  violation  of  the 
established  principle  of  religions  liberty  in 
deaUng  with  interments,  will  go  more  and  more 
with  those  who  complain  of  this  grievance." — 
[3  Hansard,  ccxxix.  667.] 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  that  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  the  advocates  of  the  prin- 
ciple embodied  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  leumed  Friend  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  stood  in  a  stronger  position 
now  owing  to  the  change  of  front  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  fact  that  a 
majority  of  that  body,  including  the 
Arohbi&op  of  Canterbury  and  three 
Bishops,  had  agreed  to  the  Earl  of 
Harrowby's  Amendment,  which  was  in 
effect  the  same  as  ihe  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  It,  therefore,  was 
incumbent  upon  those  who  were  opposed 
it  to  consider  well  and  carefully  their 
position.  Now,  if  he  (Mr.  Forsyth) 
thought  that  there  was  a  real  and  sub- 
stantial grievance  on  the  part  of  the 
Dissenters,  he  should  be  disposed  to 
waive  his  own  scruples  and  vote  for  the 
Motion.  If,  for  instance,  it  was  true 
that  the  Dissenters  generally  were  un- 
able to  possess  or  procure  burial-places 
of  their  own,  and  were  compelled  to  be 
buried  in  churchyards  wit^  rites  of  which 
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the  slightest  difficulty  arising ;  and  the 
number  of  villages  and  rural  districts 
where  Dissenters  had  not  yet  places  of 
burial  or  a  means  of  obtaining  them 
was  very  small  indeed.  In  almost  any 
rural  parish  in  the  country  they  could 
obtain  land  for  a  burying-ground  for 
less  than  £100 ;  and  were  the  Dissenters 
so  poor  that  they  could  not  find  £  1 00  to  re- 
lieve themselves  from  a  grievance  of  this 
kind?  Eefening  to  me  Blue  Book 
quoted  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  he  found  that  in 
Wales,  upon  which  the  case  of  the  Dis- 
senters chiefly  rested,  there  were  1,005 
parish  churchyards  and  not  fewer  than 
937  chapel  yards  belonging  to  Dissenters. 
This  was  talked  of  as  a  national  griev- 
ance, but  where  was  the  evidence  of  it  ? 
There  had  only  been  two  Petitions  pre- 
sented in  favour  of  this  Motion,  and  one 
of  those  had  only  three  signatures.  As 
a  general  rule,  the  Dissenters  did  not 
feel  any  grievance  at  all ;  it  was  not  a 
genuine  grievance,  but  a  manufactured 
one.  It  had  been  said  that  the  Ohurch 
of  England  was  a  national  Church,  and 
the  churchyard  was  national  property ; 
but  in  these  expressions  there  was  a 
great  fallacy.  In  one  sense  the  Ohurch 
of  England  was  a  national  Church.  It 
was  the  national  Church  of  those  who 
were  members  of  its  own  communion ; 
but  it  was  a  contradiction  of  terms  to  say 
that  it  was  a  national  Church  with  re- 
gard to  the  members  of  other  denomi- 
nations. It  could  not  be  said  to  be  the 
Church  of  the  Socinians,  the  Jews,  and 
the  Society  of  Friends.  And  in  what 
sense  could  it  be  said  that  the  church- 
yards of  the  Church  of  England  were 
national  property?  In  point  of  law 
they  were  nothing  of  the  kind.  They 
were  not  national  property  in  the  sense 
in  which  the  Britii^  Museum  was  na- 
tional property.  In  point  of  law  they 
were  vested  in  the  incumbent  for  the 
time  being,  during  the  tenure  of  his  in- 
cumbency, subject  to  certain  obligations 
with  regard  to  tiie  rites  of  the  Church  of 
England.  The  churchyard  of  the  Churdi 
of  England  was  as  much  the  property  of 
the  incumbent  for  the  time  being  as  the 
chapel  yard  of  the  Dissenters  was  the 
property  of  the  trustees  for  the  time 
being.  But  there  were  other  considera- 
tions which  had  to  be  kept  in  view.  iSe 
admitted  that  we  had  no  right  to  deny 
a  thing  which  was  right  and  just  in 
itself  because  unjust  demands  might  be 

Mr.  Fonyth 


made  hereafter.  On  the  contrary,  the 
sooner  we  yielded  to  just  demands  the 
better  should  we  be  able  to  resist  un- 
just demands.  But  there  was  a  distinc- 
tion. If  he  found  that  the  logical  eon- 
sequence  of  conceding  what  was  asked 
for  must  be  to  involve  the  granting  of 
something  to  which  he  had  a  decided 
objection,  then  he  had  a  right  to  say — 
"  I  will  not  grant  you  that,  because  I 
have  no  power  logically  to  deny  that 
which  you  may  awe  afterwards."  He 
should  like  to  have  this  question 
answered  candidly — ^was  it  intended, 
after  this  Motion  was  carried,  and  a 
Bill  was  passed  embodying  its  prin- 
ciples, to  ask  that  the  Churoh  of  Eng- 
land should  be  opened  to  Diasenti^ 
preachers?  Most  distinctiy,  he  main- 
tained, it  was  so,  even  according  to  the 
language  which  had  been  held  by  Non- 
conformists themselves.  Dr.  Landels, 
an  eminent  Baptist  minister,  spoke  a 
short  time  ago  as  follows: — 

*'  Again,  let  me  wiy  finally,  in  spite  of  Go- 
vernment and  in  spite  of  Clergy,  we  will  cany 
OUT  BorialB  Bill,  which  is  the  next  thing  we  have 
in  hand,  and  that  done,  we  shall  be  a  step  nearer 
the  ultimate  goaL  There  will  not  l^  much 
between  us  and  the  citadel  then.  Haring  taken 
possession  of  all  the  outworks,  the  fortress  itself 
will  soon  fall  into  our  hanos ;  for  we  do  not 
ooncttd  the  fact  that  this  is  our  final  aim,  and 
that  we  cannot  rest  satisfied  until  that  aim  has 
been  realized.  Our  clerical  friends,  in.  arguing 
against  the  Burials  Bill,  tells  us,  with  refreahing 
smiplicity,  that  if  we  ^et  into  the  churchyards 
we  will  want  to  get  into  the  churches  next 
What  charming  innocents  they  must  be  to  put 
it  thus!  I  think  that  if  by  getting  into  the 
churches  they  mean  that  we  shall  aemand  to 
have  national  property  employed  for  national 
purposes,  and  not  reeenred  for  the  exdosiye  uae 
of  a  sect,  why  then,  of  course,  we  mean  to  get 
into  the  churches.  And,  what  is  more,  if  our 
right  to  the  churches  be  as  g^d  as  our  right  to 
the  chmxihyards,  we  will  succeed  in  gaining 
what  we  demand.'* 

And  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfiid  Lawson)  said — 

"  WeU,  but  I  will  be  honest.  I  do  not  say, 
'  let  us  get  rid  of  this  and  the  Church  will  be 
stronger/  No.  I  admit  fully — ^let  me  be  honest 
about  it — ^that  if  you  let  the  Nonoonfbnnist  into 
the  churchyard  it  is  only  a  step  towards  letting 
him  into  tiie  church.  It  is  far  better  to  be 
honest  about  the  thing.'* 

Was  the  House  prepared  to  concede 
that?  Hedidnotseewhj, aponexactij 
the  same  kind  of  principle,  the  disestah- 
lishment  of  the  Ohnrch  of  England 
should  not  be  carried  also.  Precisely 
the  same  kind  of  arguments  were  used 
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with  regard  to  the  disestabliahment  of 
a  Church  as  were  UBed  with  regard  to  the 
admission  of  Dissenters  to  the  chnroh- 
yard  and  the  church  itself.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  vote  for  disestablishment, 
which  he  believed  would  prove  a  most 
serious  injury  to  the  Church,  and  not 
less  to  the  Dissenters  themselves.  He 
did  not  at  all  sympathize  with  the  ob- 
jection which  some  urged,  that  the  Dis- 
senters would  abuse  me  liberty  asked 
for  for  the  purpose  of  rioting  or  inde- 
corum. He  had  the  most  perfect  con- 
fidence that  they  would  observe  orderly 
conduct  at  the  grave  of  the  deceased 
relative.  This  country  owed  a  great 
defd  to  the  Dissenters.  But  for  their 
efforts  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Church 
of  England  would  have  exerted  herself 
to  obtain  the  strong  hold  she  had  at  this 
moment  upon  the  people  of  England. 
He  admired  their  sincerity  and  zeal 
which  had  lighted  the  lamp  of  religion 
in  dark  places  in  England,  and  he  wiehed 
them  GK>d  speed;  but  unless  he  was 
satisfied  that  they  were  sufPering  under 
a  real  and  substantial  grievance,  that 
tiiey  had  not  and  could  not  get  land  to 
enable  them  to  have  the  rites  of  burial 
according  to  their  own  persuasion  in 
their  own  churchyards,  he  could  not  see 
why  the  Church  of  England  should  not 
have  the  exclusive  right  to  her  own 
churchyards,  as  the  Dissenters  had  the 
exclusive  right  to  their  own  chapel  yards. 
Eor  these  reasons,  at  the  risk  of  being 
thouffht  illiberal  by  the  other  side,  he 
should  feel  bound  to  resist  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Denbighshire. 

Mb.  a.  M'AETHXTE  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Marylebone,  who 
has  just  sat  down,  has  given  us,  as 
might  be  expected  from  hun,  an  argu- 
mentative, moderate,  and,  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  liberal  speech;  but  it  is 
not  to  be  expected  that  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  agree  with  all  he  has 
said.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
has  asked  several  questions,  to  which  he 
has  requested  an  answer,  and  he  has 
made  some  statements  to  which  I  must 
refer.  He  asks  whether  Dissenters  are 
60  poor  that  they  cannot  pay  £100  for  a 
cemetery  of  their  own  when  one  is 
wanted?  There  is  no  want  of  money ; 
but  Dissenters  do  not  feel  there  is  any 
necessity  for  them  to  spend  their  money 
in  that  way.  The^  believe  they  have  a 
p^eot  ri^ht  to  mter  in  the  national 


burial-grounds.  The  small  number  of 
Petitions  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  easily  accounted  for 
by  the  fact  that  the  public  regard  the 
matter  as  practically  settled  after  the 
decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  last  Ses- 
sion. Were  it  not  for  that.  Petitions 
could  have  been  obtained  in  hundreds, 
or  even  in  thousands.  Beference  has 
been  made  to  the  fact  that  the  Bishop 
of  Lincoln  had  stated  in  his  speech  that 
he  had  not  heard  a  word  of  complaint 
from  any  Dissenters  in  his  diocese.  Sir, 
I  have  no  desire  to  say  a  disrespectful 
word  respecting  the  right  rev.  Prelate ; 
but  it  wUl  not,  I  hope,  be  regarded  as 
offensive  if  I  say  that  he  is  one  of  the 
last  Bishops  to  whom  any  Nonconfor- 
mist would  appeal  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  read  an 
extract  from  a  speech  of  a  Nonconfor- 
mist minister,  intimating  that  not  only 
the  churchyards  but  also  the  churches 
would  be  wanted  next.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  prevent  individuals  from  express- 
ing whatever  views  they  please  upon  the 
question ;  but  I  do  not  believe  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Nonconformists  of  this  coun- 
try have  any  such  wish  or  intention. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  London  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  said 
he  was  surprised — and  I  think  he  added 
amused — at  some  statements  made  re- 
specting the  Liberal  Party.  Well,  Sir, 
if  it  were  not  too  serious  a  matter  to 
treat  with  levity,  it  would  be  rather 
amusing  to  listen  to  some  of  the  fears 
expressed  and  the  evils  predicted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  rev. 
gentlemen  at  Diocesan  Conferences,  and 
on  other  public  occasions,  in  the  event 
of  this  terrible  Besolution  being  carried. 
In  the  opinion  of  some  of  the  opponents 
of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  to  grant  this  boon,  or,  more 
properly  speaking,  to  concede  the  right 
to  Nonconformists  to  bury  their  dead  in 
churchyards  or  parish  graveyards,  and 
to  have  the  option  of  requesting  what- 
ever clergyman  or  minister  they  wish  to 
conduct  the  service,  would  be  an  act  of 
great  injustice,  an  outrage  on  all  pro- 
priety, an  injury  to  the  Church,  and 
would  be  a  long  step  in  the  direction  of 
disestablishment.  Sir,  I  take  a  different 
and  directly  opposite  view  of  the  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  an 
act  of  injustice ;  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
be  an  outrage  on  all  propriety,  or  on  any 
propriety;  nor  do  I  believe  it  would  be 
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favourable  to  didettoblishment)  or  ac- 
celerate that  consammatioii  so  deroutlj 
wished  for  by  many,  and  so  dreaded  and 
deprecated  by  others.  On  the  oostrary, 
my  contidion  is  that  those  who  adrooate 
the  diseetabli^ment  of  the  Choroh  have 
their  hands  greatly  strengthened  by  the 
determination  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
and  their  friends,  to  fight  this  bat^e  out 
to  the  bitter  end,  by  the  continued  agita* 
tion  which  is  thus  rendered  necessary, 
and,  above  all,  by  the  harsh,  unjust,  im- 
charitable,  and,  I  fear  I  must  add,  in 
some  cases,  tm-Ohristian  language  fre- 
quently used  by  those  who  oppose  the 
policy  indicated  in  the  Besolution  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  am  aware 
that  hard  words  have  been  used  by  both 
parties;  but- when  Nonconformists  are 
spoken  of  contemptuously,  when  the 
worst  construction  is  put  upon  their 
motives  and  actions ;  when  it  is  asserted 
that  what  Dissenters  are  asking  fbr  is 
that  the  churchyards  should  be  dese- 
crated by  rant,  rhapsody,  and  the  blas- 
phemy of  infidelily  —  ttie  desecration 
being  the  right  of  Nonconformists  to 
inter  with  their  own  services;  when  it 
is  asserted  that  if  Dissenters  have  a 
grievance  at  all,  which  some  deny,  it  is 
only  a  sentimental  one,  and  that  this 
attack  upon  the  churchyards  is  charac- 
teristicaliy  dishonest;  I  say  when  such 
language  is  used,  and  such  statements 
are  made,  it  is  not  very  surprising  if 
some  of  those  who  are  thus  calumniated 
should  feel  more  disposed  to  answer  a 
fool  according  to  his  lolly,  than  to  obey 
the  higher  precept  that  when  smitten 
upon  the  right  cheek  they  should  turn 
the  other  also.  Will  the  House  permit 
me,  in  confirmation  of  what  I  have  said, 
to  give  a  few  examples  of  the  language 
used,  and  the  sentiments  expressed,  by 
some  of  the  opponents  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  Motion — 

"  Mr.  Morgan's  *  Burials  Bill'  is  a  'Dissent- 
ing Ministers'  Bill ; '  its  real  source  is  Dissenting 
pnde  and  ambition ;  its  great  object  is  to  impair 
the  influence  and  prestige  of  the  Clergy  by  arti- 
ficially forcing  up  the  social  status  and  preten- 
sions of  those  who  have  taken  upon  them- 
selves to  be  ministers  of  Chrirt  without  having 
received  that  ordination  which  Christ  ap- 
pointed. The  secret  fount  and  origin  of  tins 
♦  Burials  Bill'  is  envy  of,  and  ill-will  to,  the 

Church  of  England  and  her  Clergy 

Once  let  this  wise  restriction  be  removed,  and 
Dissenters  of  all  kinds  will  be  permitted  to  use 
their  own  services  by  their  own  ministers  or 
agents,  and  the  churchyard  is  thrown  open  to  every 
desecration,  evei^  fonn  of  falM  d^cbrine,  dvea 

Mr.  A.  M' Arthur 


to  bUwphemy— and  some  false  doctrine  is  blas- 
phemy.   It  is  in^potsiUethe  Ghnroh  eea  sabcDit 

to  this." 

Again— 

"  Such  is  the  Bill  with  which  we  have  to  do.  It 
contains  no  restrictions  or  safeguards  whatever. 
But  let  me  emphasize  the  fitct  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  invent  safeguards  of  the  proper  load. 
You  may  have  sudi  as  will  prevent  openly 
riotous  and  indecorous  conduct;  such  as  win 
prevent  any  breach  of  the  peace.  But  you  can- 
not put  restrictions  upon  men's  political  and 
religious  opinions;  nor,  in  England,  padlock 
the  utterance  ol  them.  Espedally,  yon  could 
not  prevent  the  covert,  subtle,  ill-intentioned 
utterance  of  bilious  and  disappointed  Dissenting 
ministers  against  the  Church  of  England.  H 
Dissenters  St  all  kinds  be  permitted  to  officiate 
in  our  churchyards,  those  churchyards  may,  and 
will,  become  arenas  for  the  utterance  of  all  kinds 
of  heretical,  seditious,  and  even  blasphemous 
opinions ;  of  all  kinds  of  false  docixine,  unbelief, 
and  heresy— especially  of  such  as  are  most 
offensive  to  the  Church  and  her  Clergy ;  and, 
th^«f  ore,  again,  this  *  Burials  Bill '  must  be  op- 
posed uncompromisingly,  no  matter  what  8a&- 
guards  may  be  proposed." 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  sudi  language  haa  been 
used;  and  I  believe  the  House  wiU 
agree  with  me  that  this  is  not  well  cal- 
culated to  promote  kindly  feeling,  or  to 
pour  oil  upon  the  troubled  waters. 
These  extracts  are  from  a  paper  upcm 
the  Burials  Question,  written  by  a  rew. 
yicar,  and  published  by  request.  I 
might  read  other  extracts  in  wnich  sdU 
stronger  language  is  used,  but  I  do  not 
like  to  detain  the  House  by  doing  so.  I 
wish,  howerer,  just  for  a  minute  or  two, 
to  refer  to  a  speech  delivered  a  few 
weeks  ago  by  an  eloquent  Bishop,  who, 
when  addressing  his  Clergy  at  a  IXoceBan 
Conference,  is  reported  to  have  said — 

"  He  had  never  yet  heard  anything  even  ap- 
proaching an  argument  to  show  that  JDissenters 
had  a  real  grievance.  But  he  felt  that  while 
there  was  no  grievance  there  was  a  real  grief; 
and,  therefore,  while  he  did  protest  and  would 
protest  against  any  high-handed  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  State  to  take  from  the  Church  of 
England  the  custody  of  our  own  graveyards, 
and  to  intrude  into  those  graveyards,  under  pro- 
tection of  the  law,  revolting  and  desecrating 
services,  he  had  also  wished,  and  did  stiU 
earnestly  wish,  that  the  Church,  distinctly 
maintaining  her  rights — her  ownerehip  of  the 
graveyardflh—could  by  some  device  of  Christiaa 
charity  and  kindness,  meet  the  real  grief  with- 
out surrendering  what  he  believed  to  be  a  real 
right  and  a  real  duty." 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  quite  possible  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  does  entertain  feelings  of 
Christian  charity  and  kindliness  towards 
his  Dissenting  brethren  ,*  bat  if  he  means 
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to  describe  their  Bemces  m  reyolting 
and  desecratm^^ — ^whioh  I  hope  he  does 
not — I  think  it  must  be  admitted  he 
adopts  a  strange  method  of  manifesting 
his  Christian  charity.  We  hare  heara 
a  great  deal  about  consecration  and  con- 
secrated ground.  Well,  Sir,  if  by  con- 
secration is  simply  meant  setting  apart 
for  sacred  purposes,  I  can  understend 
and  approve  of  the  term ;  but  if  it  means 
-^as  I  oelieve  it  does  in  the  estimation 
of  many — ^that  some  special  virtue  is 
imparted  to  the  ground  by  the  act  of 
consecration,  then  I  hare  only  to  sav 
that  I  regard  it  as  a  relic  of  the  dark 
ages,  and  as  savouring  more  of  Bome 
than  of  Protestant  England.  The 
decencies  and  properties  of  sepulture 
should  be  observed,  and  I  am  far  from 
being  disposed  to  sneer  at  anything  that 
may  properly  be  regarded  as  sacred; 
but  it  is  fortunate  for  the  world  that  to 
be  buried  in  consecrated  ground  is  not 
essential  to  future  happiness,  and  there 
are  many  who  consider  it  of  little  im- 
portance whether  they  are  buried  in 
such  ground  or  not.  Many  die  at  sea, 
and  their  remains  are  committed  to  the 
deep;  many  die  in  the  wilds  of  Aus- 
tralia, Africa,  or  America,  far  away 
from  graveyards.  Multitudes  have  been 
slaughtered  by  the  inhuman  butchery  of 
war;  and  many  have  died  in  so-called 
Christian  lands,  where  the  same  spirit  of 
narrow-minded  bigotry  and  intolerance 
of  which  we  now  complain,  only  in  a 
more  intensified  degree,  rendered  it 
difficult  for  a  Protestant  to  find  a  grave 
either  in  consecrated  or  unconseorated 
ground,  as  was  the  case  in  Spain  a  few 
years  ago,  and  I  fear  is  still  to  a  con- 
siderable extent.  For  my  own  part,  if  you 
will  pardon  a  personal  sJlusion,  although 
not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
nothing  could  be  more  grateful  to  my 
feelings  than  to  be  worthy  of  having  her 
funeral  service  truthfully  read  over  me 
when  my  remains  are  committed  to  the 
tomb.  But  why  insist  upon  having  it 
read  over  the  remains  of  those  who  con- 
scientiously object  to  it  ?  My  principal 
object,  however,  in  troubling  the  House 
on  this  occasion  is  to  refer  to  Ireland. 
It  has  been  said  that  one  fact  is  worth  a 
thousand  arguments;  and  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  Scotkind  and  Ireland  the  privi- 
lege now  asked  for  has  been  enjoyed  for 
many  years  past,  and  I  am  not  aware  of 
a  single  instance  in  which  any  violation 
pf  propriety  has  ooewrred.    I  agree  with 


my  faon.  and  learned  Friend  who  has 
moved  this  Eesolution  that  it  is  a  very 
bad  compUment  to  the  people  of  thu 
country  to  contend  that  they  would  not 
conduct  themselves  as  properly  at  the 
grave,  and  that  they  are  not  so  civilized 
as  Ihe  people  of  Ireland.  I  have  at- 
tended funerals  in  a  cathedral  church- 
yard in  Ireland  when  the  service  was 
conducted  by  Wesleyan,  Presbyterian, 
and  other  ministers,  with  the  greatest 
propriety,  and  there  was  no  objection 
made  by  the  clergy.  The  same  thing 
would,  I  believe,  occur  here.  Formerly 
all  marriaff es  had  to  be  celebrated  in  the 
Church  of  England.  This  is  no  longer 
the  case ;  but  a  large  proportion  of  the 
people  of  this  count^  are  still  married 
in  the  Church ;  and  if  the  Burials  Bill 
were  passed  I  believe  a  similar  result 
would  follow,  and  that  a  great  many 
Nonconformists  would  be  willing  to 
have  the  Church  of  England  service  read 
who  now  object  to  it,  because  they  will 
not  be  compelled  to  use  it.  Before  I  sit 
down  let  me  say  I  willingly  admit,  and 
gratefully  acknowledge,  that  a  large 
number  of  clergymen,  and  a  still  greater 
number  of  Church  of  England  laymen, 
feel  that  we  have  a  grievance,  and  re- 
cognize the  justness  of  our  claim  for 
redress.  I  believe  those  who  resolutely 
refuse  or  oppose  all  reform  are  not  the 
best  friends  of  the  Church;  and  I  am 
fully  convinced  that  the  sooner  this 
vexed  question  is  satisfactorily  settied 
the  better  it  will  be  for  both  the  Church 
and  the  nation. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  that 
since  this  question  was  before  the  House 
two  years  ago  events  had  happened 
which  ought  to  make  them  look  upon 
it  with  all  the  consideration  they 
coidd  command.  The  Qovemment  had 
recognized  the  necessity  of  dealing  with 
this  question  by  themselves  bringing  in 
a  Bill,  as  they  did  last  year ;  and  further 
than  this,  the  House  was  bound  to  take 
notice  of  the  very  unexpected  action  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  way  in  which  they 
dealt  with  the  Besolution  of  the  Earl  of 
Harrowby.  He  thought  what  had  been 
done  pointed  to  this  conclusion — that  the 
opinion  of  educated  Englishmen  was  that 
the  question  ought  to  be  settied  if  it 
could  be  fairly  settied ;  and  that  it  was 
dangerous  and  injurious  to  the  Church  of 
En^and  that  it  should  be  kept  open  as 
it  now  was — dangerous  to  her  existence 
politicallyi  and   also  injurious  to  her 
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spiritually.  HebelieyeditwaatiieLibera- 
tion  Sooietj  which  had  the  chief  interest 
in  keeping  the  matter  open.  He  could  not 
but  think  if  a  fair  solution  were  proposed 
they  would  carry  moderate  men  of  the 
opposite  Party  with  them  and  the  ques- 
tion would  be  settled.  But  wit^  re- 
ference to  this  Eesolution,  he  must  say 
he  thought  they  had  no  choice  but  to 
Tote  against  it;  because  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  and'his  Friends  went  on 
the  assumption  that  Dissenters  had  the 
same  right  to  the  churchyard  as  Ohurch- 
men,  and  they  claimed  to  enter  the 
chuiiohyards  free  from  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  law  on  Churchmen,  and  they 
would  thus  be  put  in  a  better  position 
than  members  of  the  Ohurch.  Now,  as 
a  matter  of  right,  he  did  not  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  a  leg 
to  stand  upon.  This  was  a  question  of 
sentiment  which  did  not  take  any  account 
of  argument  or  logic ;  but  sentiment,  he 
was  convinced,  would  in  the  end  prevail, 
particularly  when  the  question  was  one 
which  had  to  be  argued  before  an  open 
grave.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  was 
wise  for  Churchmen  to  endeavour  to 
meet  the  question,  and  not  to  raise  the 
flag  of  no  surrender ;  for,  as  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  had  said,  no  sur- 
render often  led  to  total  surrender.  It 
was  so  in  the  matter  of  church  rates. 
Compromises  were  offered  and  refused, 
and  in  the  end  they  lost  everything. 
This  grievance — he  did  not  say  it  was  an 
infinitesimal  one — was  of  recent  growth, 
and,  put  before  the  country  as  it  had 
been,  had  excited  a  bitter  feeling  against 
the  Church,  which  they  all  deplored. 
With  regard  to  the  remedy  which  had 
been  so  often  proposed,  of  creating 
cemeteries,  he  did  not  think  the  people 
of  this  coimtry  were  prepared  to  give  up 
their  churchyards,  with  all  their  old 
associations,  for  cemeteries.  The  ex- 
pense would  also  be  very  considerable. 
They  would  much  rather  add  to  existing 
churchyards  than  form  cemeteries  in 
another  place.  If  a  settlement  was  to 
be  arrived  at  it  must  be  by  concession 
on  both  sides ;  and  the  question  was,  if 
Nonconformists  were  to  be  admitted,  on 
what  terms  and  under  what  restrictions 
should  that  be  done?  That  had  been 
partly  indicated  by  two  Amendments — 
one  Dy  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  Balfour),  which  proposed  that 
churchyards  given  within  uie  last  50 

Sir  John  Kinnaway 


years  should  be  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tion of  any  Act,  and  the  other  was  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Surrey  (Mr.  Grantham),  which  proposed 
that  a  certain  time  should  be  given  in 
all  parishes  supposed  to  be  affected— two 
or  three  years — ^in  which  to  proride 
cemeteries  for  others  than  Churchmen, 
such  parishes  then  to  be  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  any  Act  which  might 
be  proposed.  But  there  was  another 
point  which  was  not  dealt  with  by  any 
Amendment  to  which  he  attached  im- 
portance. That  arose  from  the  con- 
tiguity of  the  church  to  the  churchyaid. 
]N^thing  had  so  much  aroused  the  op- 
position of  Churchmen  to  proposals  of 
this  character  as  the  suggestion  made  in 
various  quarters — to  wmch  expression 
had  been  given  in  the  quotation  from 
Dr.  Landels— that  the  concession  of 
entrance  into  the  churchyard  would  be 
made  use  of  by  Dissenters  for  effecting 
an  entrance  into  the  church.  That  had 
been  denied  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last;  but  as  it  had  been  pro- 
minentiy  put  forward,  they  could  not 
complain  if  Churchmen  placed  some 
value  on  this  restriction.  It  would  be 
necessary,  therefore,  that  a  line  of 
demarcation  should  be  drawn  between 
the  church  and  the  churchyard.  That 
might  be  drawn  by  placing  the  charge  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  churchyard  upon 
the  public.  It  would  not  then  be  pos- 
sible any  longer  to  argue  that  entrance 
into  the  churchyard  was  the  first  step  to 
entrance  into  the  church.  With  safe- 
guards of  that  character  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  insist  on  any  other,  such  as 
a  special  service,  to  be  laid  down  by 
those  who  used  the  churchyards.  He 
had  faith  in  his  countrymen,  and  believed 
they  might  fairly  and  safely  be  trusted 
to  do  nothing  contrary  to  decorum  and 
propriety  in  the  churchyard.  He  was 
convinced  if  they  did  it  would  recoil  on 
their  own  heads,  and  that  any  indecent 
performance  in  a  churchyard  would  do 
more  for  the  cause  of  morality  than 
the  best  sermon  that  had  ever  been 
preached.  With  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Clergy  in  their  opposi- 
tion to  this  proposal,  he  believed  they 
were  not  actuated  by  opposition  to  all 
reform,  or  want  of  consideration  for 
what  was  due  to  the  feelings  of  Non- 
conformists ;  but  what  they  £d  feel  was 
that  they  had  a  solemn  trust  placed  in 
their  hands,  and  their  ^eat  fear  was 
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that  bv  ftny  action  of  theirs  they  might 
be  im&ithrol  to  that  trust,  ana  might 
seem  to  relinquish  what  they  had  been 
appointed  to  carnr  out  as  guardians  of 
the  churchyard.  It  was  necessary,  how- 
ever, for  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House 
to  look  at  the  question  from  a  wider 
point  of  view  than  the  Clergy  were  able 
to  do,  and  not  to  lose  opportunities  when 
they  presented  themselves.  It  was  fair 
to  argue  that  the  present  Parliament 
afforded  a  favourable  opportunity  of 
settling  this  question  upon  some  such 
basis  as  that  he  had  sketched.  If  ever  a 
lesson  of  lost  opportunities  was  brought 
home  to  them,  he  thought  it  was  broueht 
home  to  them  on  the  first  day  of  tms 
Session,  when  their  eyes  turned  to  the 
Gallery  and  could  not  fail  to  be  arrested 
by  the  sight  of  a  man  wearing  the 
national  costume  of  Turkey;  one  who 
hardly  a  year  ago  controlled  the  des- 
tinies of  that  great  and  powerful  Empire, 
but  was  now  a  sorrowmg  exile,  lament- 
ing the  overthrow  of  his  country, 
brought  about  by  the  advice  which  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  five  to  his  Sovereign 
to  resist  the  demandsmade  by  the  Powers 
of  Europe.  What  would  not  Midhat 
Pasha  now  give  if  he  had  the  opportunity 
of  acceptingthe terms  which  he  formerly 
rejected?  This  question  would  press 
for  a  settlement.  Let  them  see  if  they 
could  not  effect  such  an  arrangement  as 
he  had  suggested,  which  would  dis- 
appoint the  members  of  the  Liberation 
Society,  but  would  carry  with  it  moderate 
men  whose  desire  was  to  have  fairness 
and  justice  done  to  all.  The  fact  of  a 
compromise  having  been  offered  would 
place  the  Church  in  a  better  position  for 
having  made  the  offer. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  he  thought  from 
the  tone  which  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down  adopted  in  a  few  of 
the  sentences  at  the  commencement  of 
his  speech  that  he  would  have  concluded 
by  saying  he  intended  to  vote  for  the 
Besolution.  Though  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  taken  exception  to  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  he  had  been  unable  to  gather 
from  his  hon.  Friend's  remarks  any  de- 
finite plan  which  he  reconmiended  as  a 
substitute  for  the  Besolution.  He  (Mr. 
Walter)  had  paid  attention  to  this  subject 
for  a  good  many  years,  and  the  more  he 
had  considered  it  the  more  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  lay  in  a  very  small 
compass,  and  that  there  was  only  one 
practical  solution  of  it.    If  they  would 
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only  admit  a  few  principles  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  elementary,  he 
thought  they  must  necessarilv  lead  to 
that  conclusion.  He  supposed  they  all 
admitted  that  one  of  the  first  civil  rights 
that  could  appertain  to  any  being  m  a 
civilized  coimtry  was  the  right  to  be 
buried.  People  might  doubt  whether  a 
man  had  a  right  to  be  bom.  Nobody 
could  doubt  that  a  man  had  a  right  to 
die.  That  being  granted,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  as  a  natural  course  he  had  a 
right  to  be  buried,  and  the  only  question 
was,  where  and  by  whom  ?  The  whole 
question  really  lay  in  the  answer  which 
was  to  be  given  to  that  question — ^Where 
was  the  man  to  be  buried,  and  by  whom  ? 
By  the  law  of  this  country  we  knew  as 
an  admitted  fact  that  the  churchyard,  in 
the  absence  of  ai^  other  cemetery,  was 
the  national  cemetery.  So  far  they  were 
all  agreed.  He  believed  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  London  (Mr. 
Hubbard)  would  go  further,  and  say  a 
man  had  a  risht  to  be  buried  in  a  church- 
yard, and  had  a  right  to  a  private  burial. 
He  recollected  some  years  ago  when  this 
question  first  began,  a  good  deal  was 
made  of  the  argument  that  the  Presby- 
terians in  general  contended  for  private 
funerals ;  that  their  whole  principles 
were  opposed  to  any  demonstration  at 
the  grave,  and  that  their  principle  was 
private  funerals.  It  was  thought  there 
should  be  a  compromise.  It  was  doubted 
at  the  time  whether  there  was  any  right 
to  be  buried  in  a  churchyard ;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  there  was  a  right  to  be  buried 
at  all,  it  must  be  with  a  silent  funeral. 
He  should  like  to  remind  hon.  Members 
what  a  very  great  authority  in  the 
Church  of  EngLeuid — a  name  respected 
by  all — had  to  say  on  this  subject^-- 

"The  greatest  thing  above  all  others  about 
the  duty  of  Christian  bmial  is  an  outward  testi- 
fication of  the  hope  which  we  have  touching  the 
resurrection  of  the  dead.  For  which  purpose  let 
any  inan  of  reasonable  judgment  CKamine  whe- 
ther it  be  more  convenient  for  a  company  of  men, 
as  it  were  in  a  dumb  show,  to  bring  a  corpse  to 
the  place  of  burial,  there  to  leave  it  covered  with 
earth,  and  so  end ;  or  else  to  have  the  exequies 
duly  performed  with  solemn  recital  of  such  lec- 
tures, psalms,  and  prayers  as  are  purposely 
framed  for  the  stirring  up  of  men's  minds  mto  a 
careful  consideration  of  their  estate  both  here 
and  hereafter." 

These  were  the  words  of  Hooker,  and 
he  supposed  no  higher  authority  in  the 
Church  of  England  could  be  cited  in 
favour   of   burials    accompanied   with 
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ftmeral  rites.     Grantiiig,  then,  that  a 
man  had  a  right  to  be  buried  in  the  only 
available  place — the  ohnrohyard— ought 
not  his  mends  to  have  some  right  of 
choice  as  to  the  relieious  rights  with 
which   his   funeral   should  be  accom- 
panied ?    Who  was  to  deprive  them  of 
that  right  ?    The  onus  was  on  those  who 
objected  to  furnish  some  reason  why  they 
should  not  have  it ;  and  he  had  heard 
none  save  the  one  that  outrageous  doc- 
trines might  be  preached  and  outrageous 
ceremonies  performed  at  the  grave  of 
some  infidel.    That  argument  had  been 
urged  ad  invidiam  and  almost  ad  nauseam. 
He  was  sure  no   man  in  that  House 
believed  that  any  lai^e  body  of  Dis- 
senters in  this  country  would  be  guilty 
of  performing  outrageous  ceremonies  at 
a  rimeral.    He  should  like  to  hear  an 
answer  to  the  proposition  that  it  was  a 
natural  ri^ht  or  a  charitable  act  of  grace 
that  the  mends  of  a  deceased  person 
should  have  some  right  of  determining 
what  ceremonies  should  accompany  his 
burial.    He  confessed  that  he  nad  not 
the  slightest  objection,  if  he  believed  the 
privilege  would  very  seldom  be  used,  to 
a  service  being  conducted  in  a  church- 
yard over  the  body  of  a  person  who  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Nay,  he  would  go  ftirther.    He  would 
suppose  the  case  of  a  couple  of  Chinese 
labourers,  whom  we  might  see  some  of 
these  days.    Well,  one  of  them  died. 
Was  he  to  be  buried  in  the  churchyard  ? 
He  could  not  be  buried  with  Christian 
rites ;  but  was  he  (Mr.  Walter)  to  deny 
his  friend  the  right  to  the  utterance  of 
some  words  which  would  convey  comfort 
to  his  soul  over  the  body  of  that  man  ? 
People  talked   about  desecration.     He 
was    surprised    they    did    not    better 
measure  their  words.     The  Bishop  of 
Lincoln,  if  he  was  rightly  reported,  had 
said,  it  would  be  derogatory  to  God's 
truth  if  ^ound  consecrated  to  His  ser- 
vice should  be  desecrated  by  false  doc- 
trines, &c.  Now  he  (Mr.  Walter)  wanted 
to  know  by  what  process  a  piece  of 
ground  set  apart  for  burial  could  be  said 
to  be  desecrated  by  language  used  at  a 
funeral.    They mi^ht  desecrate  air;  but 
how  ground  could  oe  desecrated  he  could 
not  understand.    He  should  like  to  hear 
that  explained.     Then  the  Bishop  of 
Peterborough  drew  a  distinction  between 
a  concession  made  by  the  Church  out  of 
Christian  charity  and  a  concession  made 
by  means  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.    He 
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wanted  to  know  what  l^iat  meant.    The 
whole  of  liie  difficulties  surroonduig  fids 
question  arose  from  the  fetct  f^t  the 
Clergy  ooidd  never  seem  to  get  it  out  of 
their  heads  that  the  Church  was  not  the 
State.  Every  Constitutional  lawyer  knew 
that  Church  and  State  were  merely  two 
aspects  of  one  and  the  same  body.    It 
was  on  that  ground  that  Edmund  Burke 
said  it  was  a  delusion  to  talk  even  of  an 
alliance  between  Church  and  State — the 
Church  being  the  State  in  its  religious 
aspect,  and  me  State  being  the  Church 
in  its  temporal  aspect.    That  he  took  to 
be  l^e  giveat  Constitutional  view  of  this 
point  whidii  was  held  by  every  high 
authority  on  the  subject.    The  Penmate, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  seemed  to  have 
spoken  widi  a    greater   sense    of  tiie 
responsibility  of  his  position,  and  he  w^ 
peared  to  be  in  favour  of  a  general  revi- 
sion of  the  Burial  Laws;  but  he  fdl 
back  upon  the  proposal — ^involving  a 
doctrine  which  lay  at  the  root  of  this 
controversy — ^that  some  concession  shooM 
be  made  to  the  demands  of  the  Dissen- 
ters as  a  matter  of  privilege,  and  not  of 
right.   He  was  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  if  this  questiom  had  been  properij 
dealt  with  at  the  beginning,  and  if  ^ 
Clergy  had  been  willing  to  make  son^ 
concession — ^if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
acts  of  some  among  them  who   were 
more  remarkable  for  zeal  than  for  dis- 
cretion, that  which  was  now  asked  for 
by  the  Dissenters  as  a  ri^ht  might  have 
been  granted,  and  would  have  been  ac- 
cepted, as  a  boon.    He  thought  that  the 
Dissenters  would  now  look  upon  the  re- 
dress of  this  grievance,  not  as  a  conces- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, but  as  a  matter  of  natural  right, 
and  he  looked  upon  the  matter  &t)ni  no 
other  point  of  view  himself.     He  took 
it  to  be  the  fact  that  the  state  of  society 
at  which  we  had  arrived  had  simply  out- 
grown the  provision  which  the  State  had 
made  for  burial ;  and  that,  therefore,  we 
must  make  some  further  provision  in 
order  to  meet  the  present  condition  of 
things.    And  he  must  confess  that  re- 
garding, as  he  did,  the  right  of  inter- 
ment as  a  civil  right,  and  the  ri^t  of 
having  that  interment  accompanied  by 
a  religious  service  as  a  civil  right,  he 
could  not  see  any  other  way  out  of  the 
difficuliy  in  which  we  Were  placed  than 
by  recognizing,  for  the  time  being,  at  all 
events,  the  churchyards  as  being  ceme- 
teries common  to  all  until  other  cwio- 
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terioB  were  provided.  As  an  iSastration 
of  ihe  liardsmp  upon  Dissenters  of  what 
he  might  he  mieht  call  the  clerical  yiew 
of  this  subject,  he  mi^ht  mention  that  a 
few  days  ago  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  clergyman  of  the  Ohurch  of  Eng- 
land, telling  him  that  his  great-grand- 
father was  a  Quaker,  and  that  when  his 
father,  who  was  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England,  •died,  he  was  desirous  of 
being  buried  in  the  Quaker  burial- 
ground  with  his  ancestors,  but  that  per- 
mission to  be  buried  with  them  was  re- 
fused unless  he  consented  that  the 
Quaker  rites  should  be  performed  over 
the  body.  His  Mend  had  argued  from 
that  that  when  permission  to  bury  his 
father  in  a  Quaker  burial-ground  was 
refused  unless  he  consented  to  the 
Quaker  service  being  performed  over 
the  body,  it  was  hard  that  he  should 
himself  be  compelled  to  permit  Dissen- 
ters to  be  buried  in  his  churchyard,  and 
to  have  their  own  service  performed  over 
them.  His  friend,  however,  appeared 
to  forget  that  the  Quaker  burial-ground 
belonged  to  a  private  sect ;  whereas  the 
churchyards  were  the  property  of  the 
nation.  The  only  question  in  this  mat- 
ter was  as  to  the  machinery  for  throw- 
ing open  the  churchyards  as  common 
cemeteries  until  they  were  filled,  or 
until  other  cemeteries  were  provided  in 
their  place.  The  best  course  to  pursue, 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  simply  to  pass 
an  Act  of  Parliament  declaring  that  for 
thfe  time  being  the  churchyards  should 
be  open  for  tiie  burial  of  all  persons, 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  necessary 
supervision  and  regulations.  There  was 
one  other  point  connected  with  this  con- 
troversy Tniich  he  thought  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of.  Without  wishing  to  com- 
mit himself  to  any  definite  opinion  in 
reference  to  it,  he  thought  the  proposal 
that  the  Clergy  should  be  relieved  from 
the  compulsory  duhr  of  performing  the 
Chi^rch  of  England  Burial  Service  over 
infidels  or  notoriously  immoral  persons, 
if  accepted,  would  in  some  degree  recon- 
cile the  Clergy  themselves  to  the  change 
demanded.  That  was  a  question  worth 
while  considering,  and  it  was  a  pity  that 
the  Clergy  themselves  had  not  directed 
their  attention  to  it.  This  was  a  point 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House,  in  order  that,  whenever  a 
measure  on  this  subject  was  brought  in, 
the  matter  might  meet  with  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Qovemment, 


Me.  BALFOUR,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Notice  on  the  Paper— as  an  Amend- 
ment to  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan's  Eesolu- 
tion — to  move,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  "closed,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words — 

**  And  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  such  inter 
ments  should  be  permitted  to  take  place  without 
the  burial  service  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  with  such  other  Christian  and  cnrderly 
religious  service  as  the  friends  or  relatives  of 
the  deceased  may  think  fit,  in  parish  church- 
yards of  older  date  than  fifty  years,  until  such 
time  as  otiier  burial  ground  shall  have  been 
provided  for  the  parish,  and  except  in  those  cases 
when  such  other  ouxial  ground  hais  been  provided 
already," 

said,  that,  as  he  understood  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  his  object  was  to  show  that  no 
other  solution  of  this  question  could  be 
satisfactory,  except  that  embodied  in 
the  Besoluidon  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  The  Amendment  which  he 
(Mr.  Balfour)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper 
appeared  to  him  to  satisfkctorily  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  case.  As  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken  had 
never  alluded  to  his  Amendment,  and 
had  not  attempted  to  show  that  it  did 
not  offer  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  he  presumea  that  he  had  not 
satisfactorily  considered  its  effect.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Eesolution  had  made  several 
strictures  upon  his  Amendment ;  but 
they  related  rather  to  its  details  than  to 
its  principles,  and  therefore  he  should 
reserve  any  observations  in  reply  to 
them  until  his  Amendment  came  before 
the  House  as  a  substantive  Motion.  He 
had  heard  a  great  many  speeches,  and 
he  had  read  a  great  many  more  upon 
this  question,  and  he  supposed  that  all 
hon.  Members  in  that  House  were 
familiar  with  every  argument  that  could 
be  brought  forward  on  either  side  of  this 
question.  There  were  portions  of  the 
speeches  on  each  side  that  were  equally 
unanswerable.  The  main  strength  of 
the  case  of  hon.  Members  opposite  was 
this — they  said  that  when  a  man  was 
buried  it  was  fair  and  it  was  right  that 
he  should  be  buried  with  such  religious 
service  as  he  himself  in  his  lifetime 
would  have  preferred,  and  which  his 
fidends  desired  should  be  used.  If  that 
demand  were  granted,  this  agitation 
would  at  once  cease,  and  he  fully 
approved  its  being  granted.  He  readily 
admitted  that  the  Nonconformists  were 
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at  present  labouring  under  a  grievanoe ; 
but  the  question  was  whether  the  re- 
moval of  that  erieyanoe  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  Besolution  would  not  create 
an  equal  erievance  on  the  part  of  the 
Ohurch  of  England.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  must  admit  that  it  would  be  a 
great  hardship  upon  the  Ohurch  of 
England  if  the  churchyards,  which  had 
been  consecrated  from  time  immemorial, 
and  in  which  no  burial  service  except 
her  own  had  ever  been  used  since  she 
became  a  Ohurch,  were  to  be  thrown 
open  to  all.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  introduced  the  Motion  had  argued 
that  legally  the  churchyards  were  not  the 

Eroper^  of  the  Ohurch,  but  were  only 
eld  in  trust  by  the  clergyman  for  the 
use  of  the  parish.  He  could  not  dispute 
with  him  on  a  question  of  turmicology. 
But  he  supposed  that  when  hon.  Members 
opposite  spoke  of  the  disendowment  of 
the  Church,  they  attached  some  meaning 
to  the  terms  they  used,  and  that  it  involved 
the  admission  that  she  possessed  pro- 
perty'; and  he  contended  that  she  had  the 
same  property  in  the  churchyards  as  she 
had  in  the  churches,  and  to  turn  the 
former  to  secular  uses  would  be  a  great 
hardship  upon  her.  But  she  was  farther 
asked  to  give  up  this  particular  property 
on  grounds  which  made  her  title  to  her 
other  property  altogether  illusory.  He 
did  not  see  how  any  Churchman  could 
accept  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Fnend  in  its  present  form, 
because  of  the  position  in  which  it  would 
place  them  when  the  question  of  dis- 
establishment came  before  Parliament  for 
discussion  and  decision.  On  the  one  hand, 
therefore,  they  had  the  grievance — a  real 
grievance,  he  admitted^-of  the  Noncon- 
formists who  were  buried  with  services 
which  in  some  cases  they  did  not  approve ; 
and  on  the  other,  they  had  the  grievance 
of  the  Churchmen,  who  objected  to 
ministers  of  Nonconformist  denomina- 
tions, or  persons  who  were  not  ministers 
of  religion  at  all,  being  admitted  into 
the  churchyards  in  order  to  perform  any 
sort  of  service  or  ceremony  over  the 
CTaves  of  their  dead  fellows  or  friends. 
There  was  also  involved  the  question  of 
Church  property,  which  could  not  in  any 
sense  of  the  phrase  be  described  as  a 
sentimental  grievance.  The  solution  he 
proposed  was  that  the  Church  should 
admit  to  the  full  the  whole  sentimental 
grievance  of  the   Nonconformists,  but 
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should  not  yield  at  all  on  the  principle 
of  ecclesiastical  property.  If  Ids  pro- 
posal were  adopted,  it  would  admit  to 
the  full  the  right  claimed  by  Dissenters 
to  bury  their  dead  with  any  religious 
service  they  might  prefer.  His  reason 
for  asking  Churchmen  to  submit  to  what^ 
he  admitted,  would  be  a  grievance, 
was  that  it  would  be  a  prudent  and 
generous  course  to  take — g^enerosity  and 
prudence  in  a  case  like  this  bein^ 
synonymous  terms.  It  must  be  allowed 
that  on  the  face  of  it  the  present  state  of 
the  law  appeared  to  exist  chiefly  for  tiie 
benefit  of  the  Qer^ — a  great  and  most 
dangerous  evil.  He  thought  that  in 
recent  jeaxa  there  had  been  a  division 
between  the  Clergy  and  the  Laity,  and 
that  it  was  upon  die  increase.  It  was 
not  a  matter  £)r  congratulation,  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  by  their  cheen 
seemed  to  think ;  but,  on  the  oontraiy, 
it  was  something  to  be  deplored.  The 
fact  was  chiefly  owing  to  the  rash  and 
noisy  section  who  were  supposed  to 
represent  the  High  Church  pcirty  in  the 
Church,  and  they  were  responsible  to  a 
very  great  extent  for  the  disunion  which 
existed.  The  maintenance  of  the  preset 
law  tended  to  increase  that  disoniozL 
For  that  reason  eveiy  man  who  wished 
well  to  the  Church,  whether  he  belonged 
to  it  or  not,  would  desire  to  see  the  caase 
removed.  Further,  he  could  not  see  how 
it  could  be  denied  that  the  existing  law 
savoured  of  intolerance.  He  did  not 
admit  that  it  actually  was  intolerant, 
because  by  an  intolerant  law  he  under- 
stood one  which  offered  to  men  an  in- 
ducement either  to  change  or  to  conceal 
their  opinions,  and  the  existing  law  did 
neither  of  these  things.  The  refusal  of 
the  right  to  a  man,  or  a  particular  set  of 
men,  to  use  what  form  of  religious  ser- 
vice they  chose  on  the  occasion  of  burials 
was  the  chief  strength  of  the  agitation 
which  was  led  by  his  hon.  aud  Teamed 
Friend  who  had  moved  the  Itesolution. 
This  suspicion  of  intolerance  was  a  bur- 
den which  no  institution  could  bear  in  a 
struggle  for  existence;  and  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Motion  was  sup- 
ported by  two  classes  of  persons — those 
who  desired  simply  to  injure  the  Church 
and  those  others  who  were  acting  solely 
with  a  view  to  benefit  the  Nonconform- 
ists. The  battlefield  of  the  question  had 
been  so  skilfully  chosen  that  both  of  theee 
parties  were  united,  and  in  this  fact  lay 
the  strength  of  the  position  taken  up  by 
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liis  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  Defeat 
was,  to  his  mind,  almost  certain  in  the 
long  run.  He  did  not  believe  one  of  the 
15,000  clergymen  who  signed  the  Me- 
morial thought  otherwise  than  that  in 
this  Parliament  or  the  next  the  question 
would  be  settled  in  a  wayto  which  he 
would  strongly  object.  He  therefore 
asked  the  House  to  consider  whether  his 
proposal  did  not  a£Pord  a  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  which,  while  it  might  involve 
a  sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  Clergy, 
would  not  amount  to  a  sacrifice  of  prin- 
ciple, and  would  probably  a£Pord  a  per- 
manent and  satisfactory  solution  to  the 
question  without  calling  upon  the  Olergy 
to  surrender  any  of  their  cherished  prin- 
ciples. 

SiK  EGBERT  ANSTEUTHER 
thought  the  House  had  been  fortunate 
in  hearing  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down.  Before 
he  spoke  they  beueved  he  would  take  a 
wise,  comprehensive,  and  statesmanlike 
view  of  me  question  he  handled;  and 
he  conn*atulated  the  House  on  having 
received  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  advice 
which,  indeed,  it  would  be  weU  for  them 
and  well  for  their  Church,  if  it  would 
be  wise,  to  follow.  In  commenting  upon 
the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  he  was 
obliged,  first  of  all,  to  say  that  in  his 
speech  he  conceded  every  principle  for 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  f^end  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  contended.  It  was  a 
very  remarkable  fact  that  in  every  speech 
he  had  heard  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  there  was  conceded  the  main  root 
of  every  principle  for  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  contended  in  his  able 
speech.  ["No!"]  He  did  not  know 
which  speech  his  non.  Friend  who  said 
"No"  referred  to.  He  had  not  heard 
in  a  speech,  nor,  indeed,  in  any  of  the 
Amendments — ^and  there  were  three  of 
them — ^in  which  the  principle  was  not 
conceded.  It  was  admitted  oy  one  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  John  Kennaway)  that 
circumstances  had  seriously  changed, 
and  that  since  this  question  was  debated 
two  years  ago  events  had  happened 
which  it  behoved  the  House  to  seriouE^y 
consider.  Like  a  wise  man,  he  said,  the 
circumstances  bein?  changed  his  views 
were  altered;  but  he  imfortimately  still 
intended  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gbntleman(Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan).  H^e  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  that 
if  he  wished  his  views,  as  embodied  in 


an  Amendment,  to  be  passed,  he  must 
first  support  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Denbighshire, 
for  if  the  Eesolution  was  lost,  an  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  put.  But  let  it  be 
carried,  and  then  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  could  be  put 
as  an  Amendment  on  a  substantive 
Motion.  It  was  conceded  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  could  not  remain  as 
they  now  were.  Some  of  the  remarks 
of  his  hon.  Friend  were  almost  plaintive. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  admitted  that  the 
end  was  very  near.  He  had  admitted 
that  defeat  was  almost  certain,  and  he 
had  spoken  as  a  man  who  had  wellnigh 
lost  sJl  hopes  of  obtaining  success  in  an 
imequal  contest.  If  the  end  was  near, 
he  (Sir  Eobert  Anstruther),  for  the  same 
reason  given  by  his  hon.  Friend,  rejoiced, 
from  his  love  and  respect  for  the  Church 
of  England,  that  the  end  was  near.  He 
rejoiced  to  think  that  what  had  been  a 
serious  stumbling-block  to  the  Church 
was  about  to  be  removed — ^if  it  was  to 
be  removed — ^for  if  once  it  were  removed, 
he  knew  that  the  Church  would  go  about 
her  holy  duties  with  increased  strength 
and  vitality.  One  or  two  of  the  stock 
objections  had  been  brought  forward  in 
the  present  discussion,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible to  pass  them  over.  It  was  feared 
that  some  evil  consequences  would  ensue 
from  freedom  being  allowed  in  the 
churchyard ;  but  how  often  had  it  been 
demonstrated  in  the  House  that  the 
practical  experience  of  the  last  300 
years,  confirmed  by  what  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  said  that  night,  showed  the 
safety  with  which  this  freedom  might  be 
granted.  In  the  last  debate  on  this 
question  he  took  upon  himself  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  case  of  Scotland, 
and  showed  them,  what  no  one  had  since 
attempted  to  controvert — ^that  not  one 
single  instance  of  misconduct  of  the 
slightest  kind  had  ever  happened  in  the 
churchyards  of  Scotland — not  under  a 
system  of  restrictions,  nor  under  the 
system  indicated  by  the  words  **  Chris- 
tian and  orderly  service,"  in  the  Earl  of 
Harrowby's  Amendment  last  year.  Let 
the  House  mark  that  fact.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  no  objection  at  all,  neither 
had  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  any 
objection,  to  see  those  words  introduced ; 
for  he  believed  they  would  meet  with  a 

geat  support  from  the  other  side  of  the 
ouse.    But  he  wished  them  to  observe 
that  in  the  absence  of  any  such  restric- 
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tion,  with  perfect  imoontrolled  freedom 
of  servioe  in  theoliurclijards  of  Scotland, 
no  man  could  say  that  the  very  d^htest 
misconduct  or  want  of  order  haa  ever 
taken  place  in  any  of  those  churchyards. 
As  to  the  freedom  which  was  demanded 
being  a  source  of  weakness  to  the 
Church,  far  from  that  being  the  oase, 
the  feelings  of  the  Scottish  Sergy  were 
in  no  way  offended  or  hurt  by  clergy- 
men of  other  denominations  coming  into 
their  churchyards  to  officiate  over  the 
graves  of  the  dead.  If  it  was  a  grievance 
-—and  his  hon.  Friend  had  admitted  liiat 
it  was  a  sentimental  grievance — it  must 
be  one  of  the  most  infinitesimal  kind 
conceivable.  He  had  never  heard  it 
argued  that  it  was  for  a  profession  such 
as  that  of  the  Clergy  to  nave  sudi  feel- 
ings. Without  saying  anything  either 
difiorespectful  or  hard,  he  would  venture 
to  state— the  sooner  they  learned  to  get 
rid  of  that  sort  of  feding  the  better. 
They  would  find  in  the  course  of  a  short 
time  that  these  old-fashioned  notions 
would  pass  away,  igid  they  would  see  an 
orderly  Christian  service  conducted  in 
any  of  their  churchyards — if  they  liked 
to  call  them  so,  though  he  maintained 
that  they  were  the  nation's  churchyards 
— they  would  find  that  the  service  could 
be  conducted  without  any  feeling  of 
envy  or  bitterness  whatever.  With 
regard  to  the  charge  of  assault  upon  the 
outwork  of  the  citedd  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  did 
not  think  his  hon.  Friend  shared  the 
feeling,  although  it  had  been  expressed 
in  more  than  one  quarter  of  the  House 
that  night;  but  he  now  referred  to  it 
because  it  was  very  g^ierally  shared. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  every 
word  he  had  said  as  to  respect  to  the 
Church  of  England.  He  was  himself 
deeply  attached  to  the  Church  Establish- 
ment principle  in  this  country,  whether, 
it  was  North  of  the  Tweed  or  South  of 
the  Tweed ;  but  he  was  firmly  convinced 
that  no  more  fatal  mistake  could  be 
made  in  maintaining  the  garrison  of 
that  citadel  than  attempting  to  defend 
the  outworks  which  were  mastered  by 
the  guns  of  the  enemy.  The  moment 
these  outworks  were  assailed  and  aban- 
doned the  defenders  must  retire  into  the 
citadel,  after  suffering  serious  loss  in  the 
foolish  effort  to  support  a  hopeless  posi- 
tion. That>  was  tiie  position  in  Tniich 
hon.  Members  were  placed  with  regard 
to  this  question  on  the  other  side  of  the 

Sir  Rohert  Amtruiher 


House,  and  he  would  say  respeotfdlly  a 
word  to  Ihem,  and  it  was  this— abandon 
at  once  the  position  which  they  knew  and 
which  their  best  friends  admitted  was  no 
longer  tenable.  It  had  been  said  let 
there  be  prudence ;  but  he  would  rather 
say,  without  intending  to  be  harsh  to  his 
hon.  Friend,  let  this  demand  be  granted 
from  a  sense  not  of  prudence  bat  of 
justice.  If  they  would  be  just  they 
would  be  safe,  knowing  that  me  claims 
advanced  by  the  Nonconformists  and 
other  religious  bodies  in  England  were 
sound  and  just  claims  which  bad  beoi 
conceded  already  by  the  House  of  I/ords, 
conceded  by  the  Archbishops,  oonoeded 
by  some  of  our  best  and  wisest  states- 
men. He  said  to  the  opponents  of  thii 
movement — ^No  longer  at^mpt  to  main- 
tain a  position  wmch  they  knew  tiiey 
could  not  long  stand  in,  but  be  wise  in 
time ;  and  for  the  sake  of  this  just  and 
reasonable  demand,  for  the  sake  of  those 
interests  which  they  were  right  in  endea- 
vouring to  uphold,  concede  tiiat  whick 
was  demanded,  support  this  Besolution, 
and  throw  upon  me  (Government  the 
responsibility  which,  he  hoped,  they 
would  not  be  unwilling  to  aoc^t — ^the 
responsibiliiy  of  finding  at  once  a  wide, 
weU-founded,  and  stat^manlike  solntioD 
of  this  neat  question. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  said,  hk 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  had  begun  hie  i^eech 
by  asking  a  question,  and  answering 
it  for  himself  by  saying  liiat  he  oould 
find  no  answer  to  it.  He  would  en- 
deavour to  help  his  hon.  Friend  to 
the  answer.  The  subject-matter  of 
it  was  the  assertion  of  an  old-fashioned 
theory  not  of  a  union  so  much  as  of  aa 
identification  between  Ohurdi  and  State ; 
which  two  expressions,  his  hon.  Friend 
said,  really  only  described  two  phases, 
two  nhenomena,  two  aspects  of  one 
and  the  same  thing.  He  ffranted  that 
there  was  a  time  when  we  condition 
of  the  law  oould  be  quoted  in  favour 
of  this  theory,  and,  aocordinglyy  when 
such  a  daim  as  that  on  the  part  of 
Npnconformists,  and  on  the  part  of 
the  school  of  Ohurohmen  which  his  hon. 
Friend  represented,  had  something  to  say 
for  itself.  He  did  not  admit  the  troth 
either  of  the  theory  or  the  oonsequeot 
daim,  but  he  did  admit  the  plaosiUlity. 
In  order,  however,  to  test  its  preoont 
value,  he  would  look  bade,  not  to  an- 
tiquily,  but  to  the  Session  of  186S ;  and 
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what  did  he  find  ?  He  made  hon. 
Members  opposite  a  present  of  the  exist- 
ence of  a  great  deal  of  grievance  up 
to  that  date,  arising  out  of  the  compul- 
sion of  the  rate  for  church  and  church- 
yard. But  with  the  legislation  of  that 
ye]tf*the  grievance  finally  disappeared. 
PcKonally,  he  accepted,  as  a  right 
settlement,  as  other  Churchmen  had 
done,  the  abolition  of  compulsory  church 
rates  in  1868.  He  had,  previous  to  that 
date,  himself  incurred  some  obloquy  for 
counselling  the  measure.  So,  he,  now 
asked,  how  could  Nonconformists  come 
forward  with  long  faces  to  plead  a 
grievance,  user,  and  riffht  in  that  very 
Durial-groimd  of  which  they  had  di- 
vested themselves  of  any  share  by  de- 
clining all  responsibility  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  churchyards. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  begged 
pardon.  In  his  originalBill  he  introduced 
a  clause  placing  the  expense  of  keeping 
up  the  ^urchyards  on  the  rates,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  opposed 
it. 

Me.  BERESFORD  HOPE  was  sorry 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
given  way  to  such  an  ebullition  of  youthful 
vivacity.  He  was  coming,  when  he  was 
interrupted,  to  that  veir  point.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  suppose  that 
Churchmen  could  then  have  accepted,  or 
coidd  now  accept,  the  dole  offered  by 
him  of  a  little  money  in  order  to  barter 
their  rights  and  position  in  the  church- 
yards which  the  Act  of  1868  had  estab- 
lished ?  Did  he  suppose  that  he  could 
have  persuaded  Parliament  to  re-impose 
the  burden  ?  The  chance  tender  by  one 
hon.  Member  of  a  clause  of  that  kind 
could  not  be  compared  to  the  deliberate 
action  of  the  Dissenters,  an  action  not 
[ic,  but  following  a  long  agita- 


tion throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  land.  That  agitation  had  the 
same  features  as  the  present  agitation — 
annual  Motions,  excited  meetmgs,  ple- 
Uioric  Petitions,  letters  in  the  news- 
papers, and  leadbig  articles  to  suit.  The 
allegation  on  which  it  rested  was  a 
grievance,  not  of  sentiment,  but  of 
pocket;  and  the  Nonconformists  then 
divested  themselves  of  their  grievance. 
More  than  that,  they  threw  upon  Church- 
men the  obligation— one  which  had  been 
loyally  and  voluntarily  discharged — of 
tnftinfftinifig  the  churches  and  church- 
yards Tand,  having  done  so,  how  could 
they  now  come  forward,  and  querulously 


plead  the  continuous  existence  of  a  griev- 
ance as  found  the  state  of  things  which 
they  had  themselves  created,  and  use  it  to 
claim  a  right  in  those  very  churchyards  ? 
After  years  of  agitation,  they  boasted 
that  they  had  won  their  birthright.  They 
came  forward  as  contented  men;  they 
had  crossed  the  Red  Sea,  and  they  were 
in  the  Promised  Land,  where  there  were 
no  church  rates  to  be  paid  to  keep  up 
the  "steeple-houses."    Now,  however, 
they  demanded  that  they  should  have  all 
those  privileges  which  they  had  equitably 
relinquished  10  years  ago,  and  leave  to 
us  the  burdens  which  they  then  had 
saddled  on  us.    What  was  called  the 
policy  of  "no  surrender"  was  thus  forced 
upon  Churchmen  by  every  consideration 
ofdig^ty,  self-respect,  and  prudence.  No 
doubt  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  thought  that  the 
way  of  priidence  lay  in  a  divergent  direc  - 
tion.  People  had  a  strange  idea  now  that 
cowardice  and  prudence  were  convertible 
terms;  but  very  often  the  most  heroic 
act  was  the  most  prudent.    Well,  they 
had  been  told — "  Be  prudent ;  give  up 
in  time ;  you  are  sure  to  be  beaten."    As 
to   this,  he  simply  answered    that  he 
woidd  much  rather  be  beaten  openly 
in  a  division,  and  go  out  like  a  man 
with  self-respect  and  consistency,  than 
lose  both  dig^iy  and  the  strength  of  a 
good  cause  by  accepting  an  unworthy 
compromise.    Hon.  Gentlemea  opposite 
were  wise  in  their  generation.    They 
knew  how  strong  the  Church  of  England 
was,  and  how  much  stronger  she  would 
be  if  welded  toffether  under  a  sense  of 
injury;  and  so  mey  wanted  to  bamboozle 
her  out  of  the  accruing  advantage  of  a 
common  sense  of  wrong,  which  would  be 
more  than  a  compensation  for  the  ma- 
terial advantage  of  which  she  would  be 
deprived  either  bytheplanof  thehon.  and 
learned  Member  or  by  one  of  the  compro- 
mises which  had  been  proposed  in  lieu  of 
it.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Memberfor Hert- 
ford (Mr.  Balfour)  had  been  eloquent  on 
what  he  deemed  a  growing  division  be- 
tween Clerffy  and  Laity.    It  was  weUto 
speak  plainly.  He  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
fully  and  sorrowfully  admitted  that  there 
were  deep    divisions   between   various 
sections  in    the  Church,  and  no  man 
lamented  them  more  than  he  did.    His 
hon.  Friend  made  the  dividing  line  to  be 
one  with  the  Clergy  on  one  side  and  the 
Laity  on  the  other.    He  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  absolutely  denied  that  assertion* 
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It  was  a  division  not  between  Clergy  and 
Laity,  but  between  parties,  each  of  them 
composed  of  Clergy  and  Laity,  forward 
ministers  and  attached  flocks,  working 
on  each  other  to  prop  np  their  sectional 
zeal,  and  encouraged  oy  mistrust  of  other 
parties.  He  repeated,  with  his  strongest 
emphasis,  that  each  party  was  composed 
of  Clergy  and  Laity,  and  that  the  most 
extravagant  and  foolish  minister,  be  he 
High  Church,  or  Low  Church,  or  Broad 
Church,  had  his  enthusiastic  ring  of  fol- 
lowers, probably  more  extreme  and 
intolerant  than  lumself.  As  to  the  idea 
that  there  was  less  confidence  in  the 
Clergy  now  than  formerly,  he  merely 
looked  back  to  the  days  of  his  youth, 
and  he  confidently  averred  that  so  far 
from  the  Clergy  being  less  influential 
now  in  their  chcuracter  of  ministers  of  the 
Qospel — ^for  that  was  in  question — ^than 
they  were  then,  they  had  now  more  in- 
fluence and  more  respect  shown  to  them 
in  such  capacity  than  was  the  case  down 
even  to  the  last  years  of  what  was  called 
the  Georgian  era.  Atthattimethere might 
not  have  been  active  dislike  to  der^man 
A  £,  and  why  not  ?  Because  A  B  was 
not  earnest  enough  to  get  himself  dis- 
liked. On  the  other  hand,  C  D  was  very 
popular  as  a  jolly  fellow,  and  E  F 
shunned  as  a  curmudgeon.  Now,  clergy- 
men were  protninent  as  such,  and  not 
merely  as  members  of  society ;  and  no 
doubt,  as  ihey  had  respectively  their  en- 
thusiastic foUowers,  they  also  had  their 
strong  and  vehement  opponents.  He 
maintained,  however,  that,  taking  the 
average,  there  was  a  respect  shown  to  the 
Clergy  as  ministers  of  religion  all  round 
by  the  members  of  all  parties  much  larger 
than  any  consideration  paid  to  their  pre- 
decessors in  the  days  to  which  he  had 
referred.  A  clergyman  must,  indeed, 
be  very  useless  now  not  to  have  his  lay 
followers,  on  whose  championship  he 
could  rely.  The  15,000  Clergy,  out  of 
20,000,  who  had  signed  the  Memorial, 
comprised  practically  the  whole  Clergy 
of  the  Churdi— excludingmen  who  never 
simed  anything,  nominal  Clergy,  inva- 
lids, and  Clergy  without  specific  parochial 
cures;  and  if  they  analysed  the  sig- 
natures of  the  80,000  Laity,  instead  of 
merely  counting  them,  they  would  find 
that  they  were  eminently  representa- 
tive, and  including  tradesmen,  farmers, 
country  gentlemen,  distinguished  artists, 
members  of  the  Medical  nofession,  law- 
yers and  magistrates.     A  larger,  but 

Mr,  Beresford  Hop$ 


not  so  influential  a  one,  might  have 
been  produced.  The  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  Robert  Anstruther)  had  sug- 
gested that  the  limitation  ''Christian 
and  orderly"  might  be  imported  into 
the  Besolution.  For  his  part,  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  Besolution  could  be 
improved  in  words  for  its  own  most  un- 
lucKy  object;  and  much  as  he  opposed 
it  in  its  present  form,  he  did  not  think 
the  words  suggested  by  the  lion.  Ba- 
ronet would  nukke  it  better.  Bather, 
he  would  say,  they  added  a  just  objec- 
tion. The  reason  was,  that  he  thot^t 
the  words  were  a  mockery,  a  delusion, 
and  a  snare.  They  were  impossible  of 
definition  or  of  operation.  Was  Hie 
unfortunate  gentleman  who  was  to  offi- 
ciate to  have  the  Bector  on  his  right 
hand  to  see  that  the  service  was  Christian, 
and  the  policeman  on  his  left  to  see  that 
it  was  orderly?  This  suggestion  of 
Lord  Harrowby's  did  not  meet  the 
cases  of  those  Nonconformists  who  were 
non-Christians — ^the  Jews,  for  instance— 
whose  objection  must  be  not  only  to  the 
authorized  service,  but  to  any  '<  Ohris- 
tian"  service  at  all.  They  were  then 
to  be  mocked  by  the  proposal  which  was 
intended  to  sacrifice  them — because  they 
were fewerandmore peaceable— in  favour 
of  those  Nonconformists  who  were  both 
more  numerous  and  more  turbulent,  and 
they  would  feel  more  aggrieved  than 
before.  La  the  name  of  justice,  policy, 
and  fair  play,  he  must  give  his  strongest 
opposition  to  the  Besolution. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  that  at  the 
Beformation  in  Scotland,  800  years  ago, 
they  had  the  great  advantage  of  gettmg 
rid  of  the  restriction  now  under  notice 
in  company  with  a  great  many  questions 
which  had  given  trouble  in  England, 
where  the  Beformation  was  of  a  less 
complete  character.  They  had  from  time 
to  time  in  that  House  been  clearing 
away  what  he  might  call  these  relics 
of  the  Middle  Ages ;  they  had  legalized 
marriages,  although  not  celebrated  by  a 
priesthood,  which  claimed  the  Apostolical 
succession,;  they  had  only  recently  re- 
lieved men  who  had  taken  orders  from 
the  so-called  indelibility  of  orders;  and 
in  this  case  a  stop  ought  to  be  put 
to  the  sacerdotal  pretensions  of  the 
Clergy.  He  could  not  help  connecting 
the  vote  in  the  House  of  Lords  last  Ses- 
sion on  the  Burials  Bill  with  the  con- 
demnation which  their  Lordships  had 
passed  on  the  abuses  of  the  Oonfessionali 
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which  was  the  worst  fruit  of  sacerdotal 
pretensions.  Seeing  that  the  establish- 
ment of  cemeteries  was  so  persistently 
pointed  to  as  a  remedy  for  this  admitted 
grievance,  he  would  ask  whether  they 
were  to  be  cemeteries  such  as  were  now 
by  law  provided  ?  K  so,  he  objected  in 
them  to  the  line  of  demarcation  between 
consecrated  and  unconsecrated  ground, 
and  thought  in  future  years  it  would  be 
looked  back  upon  as  an  extraordinary 
illustration  of  the  state  of  religious  liberty 
of  the  19th  century,  that  we  had  our 
cemeteries  divided  into  two  portions. 
For  his  own  part,  [he  should  not  be 
satisfied  until  the  pastors  of  Noncon- 
formist CHiurches  had  equal  right  with 
the  Clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
perform  their  burial  services  even  in  the 
consecrated  portions  of  our  public  ceme- 
teries. Silent  burial  was  offered  as  a 
concession,  but  this  did  not  concede  the 
principle  he  contended  for;  because  a 
catechism,  which  was  issued  by  a  cler- 
gyman of  the  very  highest  order  in  re- 
gard to  those  sacerdotal  pretensions  of 
which  he  had  spoken,  contained  ques- 
tions and  answers  implying  that  it  was 
presumptuous  of  those  who  were  called 
Dissenters  to  address  the  Throne  of 
Ghrace,  and  thereby  usurp  the  ministerial 
office ;  and  it  was  to  pretensions  such  as 
these  that  sanction  was  given  by  the 
present  state  of  the  law  in  regard  to 
churchyards.  He  contended  that  all 
parties  had  an  equal  right  to  bury  in 
the  churchyards,  and  to  have  read  over 
the  bodies  of  their  friends  the  services 
of  their  respective  Churches,  and  he 
thought  it  unworthy  of  a  Protestant 
country  that  she  should  so  long  leave  a 
reform  of  that  kind  unaccomplished. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  If  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  should  like  to  attempt 
a  plain  statement  of  the  position  of  the 
Laity  of  the  Church  of  England  on  this 
question.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson)  need  fear  no 
sacerdotalism  on  my  part.  The  position 
appears  to  me  to  be  this — ^For  years  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  has,  with 
the  greatest  possible  ingenuity,  at- 
tempted to  assail  the  Church's  right  of 
property  in  the  churchyards.  He  has 
stated  with  perfect  truth  that,  as  an 
unofficial  Member  of  the  House,  he 
could  not  hope  to  carxr  a  Bill  to  effect 
his  purpose,  as  in  a  former  Session  he 
attempted.    What  is  to  be  thought  of 


the  difficulty  of  the  question  when,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  having  given 
up  all  hope  of  carrying  such  a  measure. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  last  Session  in- 
troduced a  Bill  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  they  also  failed  to  carry  through 
their  measure  ?  They  seem  this  Session 
to  have  abandoned  the  attempt.  The 
question  is,  no  doubt,  one  of  some  dif- 
ficulty. The  claim,  that  their  ministers 
shall  be  permitted  to  officiate  in  the 
churchyards,  is  advanced  by  several 
sections  of  Nonconformists,  for  whom 
I  entertain  the  most  sincere  respect, 
and  in  whose  intentions  I  have  the  most 
profound  confidence;  but  the  object 
thev  have  in  view  cannot  be  attained 
without  importing  a  vast  mass  of  other 
persons  in  whom  we  have  not  the  same 
confidence.  The  question  is  one  of  prin- 
ciple ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fifeshire  (Sir  Robert  Anstruther)  and 
other  Scotch  Members  hold  up  the  ex- 
ample of  Scotland,  where  no  burial 
service  is  habitually  performed,  I  cannot 
forget  that,  while  the  property  in  the 
graveyards  of  Scotland  is  not  secured 
to  the  Church,  as  is  that  in  England,  the 
Established  Church  of  Scouand  has 
been  once  rent  asunder,  and  at  this 
moment  stands  in  danger  of  disestablish- 
ment— a  position  in  which  I  should 
deeply  regret  to  see  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land placed.  Then,  too,  we  have  been 
referred  to  the  example  of  Lreland, 
where  a  similar  measure  to  that  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbigh  for  England,  has  for  years 
been  in  operation.  But  we  have  before 
us  this  suggestive  and  striking  fact,  that 
the  passing  of  that  measure  fbr  Lreland 
was  the  forerunner  of  the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Lreland.  Can  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Denbigh 
claim,  with  any  show  of  reason,  from 
those  who  are  attached  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  England,  that  they 
should  not  look  upon  ms  proposal  with 
deep  suspicion,  as  an  invasion  of  a  valu- 
able principle^a  principle  that  Church- 
men hi^hlv  value— the  principle  of  an 
Established  Church?  To  illustrate  how 
the  matter  stands,  I  will  state  the  case 
of  the  Church  of  England  as  a  denomi- 
nation. As  a  denomination  it  is  the 
largest  in  England ;  and  what  we  of  the 
Laity  daim  is,  that  we  should  retain  our 
property  in  the  churchyards,  upon  the 
same  security  on  which  the  property  of 
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eyeij  other  denominatioii  is  retained  to 
them.  Then,  take  the  case  of  the  Dis- 
senters. Their  cemeteries  are  secured 
to  them  on  the  same  principle  as  our 
parish  churchyards  are  secured  to  us; 
so  likewise  their  chapels  are  secured  to 
them,  jusfc  as  the  churchyards  are 
secured  on  the  same  title  as  the  church. 
There  is  a  case  in  point.  Lady  Hewley 
left  a  large  property  to  a  Presbyterian 
church  and  congregation,  and  it  hap- 
pened, in  the  course  of  time,  that  tne 
larger  or  more  influential  part  of  the 
congregation  became  Unitarians ;  but 
the  Courts  decided  that  that  property 
could  not  be  held,  except  in  accordance 
with  the  religious  doctrine  and  discipline 
of  the  denomination — namely,  the  Pres- 
byterian— ^to  whom  the  property  was 
originally  devised.  I  have  just  been 
turning  to  an  abstract  of  that  case,  and 
I  And  that  the  law  stands  thus — ^In  order 
to  identify  property  for  spiritual  pur- 
poses— and  properly  must  oe  identified 
in  order  to  identify  the  ownership  of 
such  property — ^the  use  of  the  property 
must  be  connected  with  a  particular 
form  of  religion  or  a  particular  form  of 
discipline,  or  both.  And  what  is  the 
common  law  tide  to  the  churchyards? 
Just  the  same.  The  old  common  law 
right  of  the  Church,  as  a  religious  com- 
munity, can  be  identified  only  through 
the  serrices  of  the  Church ;  the  same 
proof  of  title  under  which  every  other 
denomination  holds  its  denominational 

roperty  applies  to    the    churchyards. 

'et  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Denbigh  and  his  Friends  come  to 
Churchmen  and  say — ''Abandon  this, 
which  is  the  essential  and  final  proof 
of  your  title  to  the  churchyards,  by 
admitting  other  services  to  be  conducted 
within  those  churchyards."  Theypretend 
that  the  property  in  the  churchyards 
would  be  as  safe  as  before  the  common 
law  title  was  thus  invalidated.  Thus, 
the  right  and  title  to  the  fabric  of  the 
churches  is,  by  common  law,  the  same 
as  the  right  or  title,  or  proof  of  title,  of 
each  denomination  to  its  chapels.  Gk> 
to  any  denomination  of  Dissenters  and 
ask  them  to  acknowledge  the  right  of 
others  to  the  performance  of  other 
services  than  their  own  in  their  chapels 
or  cemeteries,  and  they  would  rise 
against  you  in  bevy,  and  would  say  at 
once,  or  their  legal  advisers  would  say 
— **  We  should  sacrifice  our  title  at 
common  law,  as  defined  by  the  decisions 
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ofthe  Court  of  Chancy."  The  Hewley 
case  was  nine  years  in  litigation.  It 
was  commenced  in  the  year  1833,  and 
finally  decided  in  the  House  of  Loids  in 
1842 ;  that  decision  settled  the  law  as  to 
the  proof  of  title,  and  what  Churdimen 
are  now  asked  to  do  is  to  give  up  their 
common  law  title  to  that  which  is  their 
property.  We  naturally  resist  you — 
resist  you,  at  all  events,  until  some  Go- 
vernment introduces  a  measure  which 
will  give  us  a  new  title  to  this  property, 
and  ensure  that  we  shall  not  be  deprived 
of  it.  This,  then,  is  the  ground  on  which 
we  defend  our  rights  in  the  churchyards^ 
and  not  in  any  selfish  sense.  Our 
danger  arises  from  the  fact  that  we  are 
members  of  an  Established  Church,  in- 
tended for  the  use  of  all  who  will  accept 
her  services,  ^d  which  is  for  this  pur- 
pose most  tolerant.  Our  danger,  in  fact» 
liee  in  this  very  tolerance  of  our  Ghordi ; 
for  it  is  the  duty  of  her  ministers  to  per- 
form the  burial  service  over  the  body  of 
a  parishioner,  whether  Churchman  cor 
Nonconformist,  when  brought  into  a 
parish  churchyard  for  interment,  and  to 
express  ''the  humble  hope"  which  our 
reu^on  enjoins,  that  through  the  mercy 
of  (tod  the  soul  of  the  departed  will 
share  in  "  the  resurrection  unto  eternal 
life."  Than  the  Burial  Service  of  the 
Church  of  England  you  could  have 
nothing  more  tolerant,  nothing  mora 
humane,  nothing  more  charitable.  But 
what  do  you  now  ask?  You  ask,  on 
behalf,  not  of  one  or  two  denominations, 
but  for  all  denominations,  and  for  aU 
whose  sense  of  religion  is  undefined,  that 
we  should  admit  into  the  churchyards 
every  and  any  person  whom  somebody 
may  select  to  perform  some  unknown 
services ;  who,  in  pronouncing,  perhaps, 
some  imdue  and  unwarrantable  emo- 
giums  on  their  departed  friends,  would 
cast  reflections  upon  all  those  over  whose 
remains  the  Church  of  England  only 
ventures  to  express  a  confident  but  hum- 
ble hope  that  they  are  saved.  This  is 
where  you  touch  our  feelings.  We  wish, 
as  a  denomination,  to  retain  the  same 
security  for  our  property  that  others  have 
for  theirs,  and  not  to  be  damaged  by  the 
fact  that  we  belong  to  a  national  Church, 
through  the  toleration  of  whidi  all  your 
relatives,  as  Dissenters,  if  you  do  not 
object,  may  hear  the  voice  of  prayer  and 
hope  over  your  dead.  I  desire  to  put 
the  case  fairly,  because,  of  all  the  Mem- 
bers in  this  House,  perhaps  I  should  be 
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the  most  ungrateful  if  I  did  not  acknow- 
ledge my  debt  for  the  support  and  kind- 
ness of  Protestant  Dissenters  on  many 
occasions.    I  believe  this  to  be  a  senti- 
mental grievance  on  their  part ;  but  if 
we  agreed  to  this  concession,  it  would 
not  be  to  them  alone.    We  should  open 
the  door  to  persons  of  a  very  different 
character.     We  should  open  it  to  the 
full-blown  sacerdotalism  of  the  Church 
of  Bome,  the  most  intolerant  of  all  de- 
nominations, at  once  the  most  exclusive 
and  the  most  aggressive.    I  ask,  then, 
as  a  layman  of  the  Church  of  England, 
whether  I  should  not  pause  before  taking 
such  a  step  as  is  now  proposed,  until,  at 
all  events,  some  competent  legal  autho- 
rity has  framed  a  measure  that  shall 
five  me  some  security  that  I  shall  not 
e  deprived  of  my  r^ht  in  the  church- 
yard during  my  lifetime ;  for  within  the 
last  few  years  I  have  given  land  to  in- 
crease the  areas  of  two  churchyards,  and 
I  a^,  that  I  should  not  be  deprived 
during  my  lifetime  of  my  security  in  the 
appropriation  of  the  property  that  I  have 
given  to  the  church  m  whidi  I  worship, 
and  for  the  exclusive  appropriation  of 
which,  and  the  sacred  service  to  which 
it  is  by  law  devoted,  I  have  the  same 
feeling  that  actuates  every  member  of  a 
Dissenting  sect  towards  his  chapel ;  and 
we  know  that  the  Nonconformists  gene- 
rally would  vigorously  resist  any  attempt 
to  throw  open  their  chapels  or  grave- 
yards in  the  manner  in  wnich  it  is  now 
proposed  to  throw  open  the  churchyards. 
Sucii,  Sir,  is  the  case  of  the  Laity  of  the 
Church  of  England  plainly  stated.    And 
here  let  me  assure  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  especially  some 
of  the  junior  Members,  that  they  will 
gain  nothing  by  running  away  from  this 
position.     When    the    First    Napoleon 
found  his  armies  involved  in  difficulty, 
he  used  to  send  the  Young  Guard  to  the 
fronl^    and  the  French   xoung  Guard 
dashingly  responded  to  his  call.    I  am 
sorry  to  hear  the  Young  Ghiard  on  this 
side  of  the  House  debating  about  com- 
promises in  the  face  of  tMs  attack ;  it 
seems  as  if  the  English  Young  Guard 
were  about,  instead  of  going  to  the  front, 
to  lead  the  rout.  Depend  upon  it,  there  is 
no  safety  for  the  Church  of  England 
but  by  standing  upon  her  ancient  and 
honoured  title — until,  at  all  events,  acting 
under  competent  legal  advice,  some  GK>- 
vemment,  as  I  have  already  said,  is  able 
to  devise  a  measure  which  will  secure 


not  only  the  churchyards,  but  the  fabrics 
of  the  Church,  against  the  danger  of 
invasion  which  the  adoption  of  such  a 
proposal  as  that  before  us  would  entail. 
Me.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  shall  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  only  a  very  short  time,   as  I  have 
said  before  nearly  all  I  have  to  say, 
and  what  was  on  my  mind  with  regard 
to  this  question.    I  am  very  glad  to  find 
that  in  this  House,  whatever  may  take 
place  outside  it,  a  question  of  this  kind 
can  be  discussed  with  great  calmness, 
and  with  a  general  sense  that  we  are 
not,  as  some  people  seem  to  imagine  out- 
of-doors,  discussing  a  subject  of  tremen- 
dous national  importance.     Outside,  the 
discussion  of  it  has  caused  much  heat 
and  much  temper ;  but  I  do  not  know 
exactly  why  the  Clergy  should  be  so 
very  much  annoyed  and  disturb  them- 
selves so  much,  except  that  generally 
they  act  in  a  position  in  which  nobody 
is  able  to  contradict  them.    Now  I  have 
read  a  good  many  things  that  the  Clergy 
have  said,  and  if  any  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  had  chosen  to 
make  a  collection  of  them,  he  might 
have  amused  the  House  for  half-an-hour 
more  than  it  is  generally  amused  by  the 
speeches  which  are  delivered  within  these 
walls.    They  tell  us — I  judge  by  their 
speeches  at  the  various  Church  meet- 
ings and  by  letters  that  have  appeared 
iu  the  newspapers  written  by  clerg3rmen 
— ^they  tell  us  that  this  proposition  is  not 
only  an  attack  on  the  Church,  but  they 
describe  it  in  terms  that  are  really  un- 
civil.   They  say  it  is  veiy  unjust,  and  a 
very  insolent  attack,  and  they  stand  up 
as  if  they  were  about  to  defend  one  of 
the    dearest   privileges  of  their  lives. 
They  say  that  the  claim  is  dishonest,  and 
that  even  the  persons  who  promote  it  have 
other  intentions  ;  and  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  they  do  not  care  very  much  for  this, 
only  it  is  a  step  to  sometmng  a  good  deal 
more,  and,  as  they  think,  a  great  deal 
worse.  Theysay,  infact,thatitisintended 
by  this  step  to  come  a  little  nearer  to  the 
overthrow  of  the  great  partly  political, 
partly  ecclesiasticaL  and  religious  Insti- 
tution, with  which  they  are  mainly  con- 
cerned.   I  have  great  sympathy  with 
persons  who  are  in  fear  and  danger,  even 
though  the  fear  or  danger  be  purely 
imagmary.    It  seems  to  me  that  almost 
everybody  connected  with   the    Estab- 
lished Church  isnow  in  a  state  of  fear. 
There  is  no  institution,  so  far  as  I  know. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1815 


BuriaU, 


{COMMONS) 


Re%oh4um. 


1816 


in  this  country,  that  for  so  long  a  period 
has  been  in  so  great  fear,  and  in  such  a 
condition  of  imminent  danger,  as  the 
Church  Establishment  of  England  and 
Wales.  The  Nonconformist  chapels  are 
never  in  danger.  Nonconformists  never 
have  any  false  panics.  They  go  on 
their  way,  and  do  all  the  good  tiiey  can. 
They  do  not  rend  the  air  with  complaints 
of  the  dangers  that  beset  them,  and 
which  to  Churchmen,  with  regard  to 
the  Church,  seem  so  dreadful  and  so 
appalling.  I  recollect  one  clergyman  in 
the  West  of  England — I  forget  his  name, 
but  I  read  his  speech — said,  if  this  Re- 
solution passed,  or  a  Bill  founded  on  this 
Besolution,  that ''  life  itself  to  him  would 
no  longer  be  worth  having."  One  can- 
not withhold  one's  sympathy  from  a 
man  who  is  in  that  state  of  terror  about 
what  is,  after  all,  such  a  trifling  matter 
as  that  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
What  is  the  case  ?  It  is  this — there  are 
thousands  of  parishes  in  England  and 
Wales  in  which  there  is  only  one  grave- 
yard, and  that  graveyard,  according  to 
law,  belongs  to  the  parish.  According 
to  law,  it  IS  much  more  the  gravevazd 
of  the  parish  than  the  gravey  wrd  of  the 
Church,  and  although  a  man  may  have 
been  to  church  every  Sunday  for  the 
last  40  years,  he  has  no  more  right  to 
that  churchyard  when  he  is  living,  or  to 
be  buried  in  it  when  he  is  dead,  than  a 
PEurishioner  of  the  parish  who  has  not 
been  inside  the  church  during  the  whole 
of  that  period.  That  is  the  state  of  the 
law,  which  nobody,  I  presume,  will 
contradict.  But  it  happens,  unfortu- 
nately, that  these  parochial  graveyards 
are  in  the  possession  practiccdly  of  only 
one  Church.  That  is  a  misfortune, 
because  in  the  parish  there  are  many 
Churches — that  is,  there  are  persons 
among  the  population  belonging  to  many 
different  Churches.  The  graveyard  is 
in  the  possession  of  one  Church,  and  the 
population  is  a  population  distributed 
among  many  Churches.  The  question, 
then,  we  have  to  solve  is  between  the 
preference  right,  if  it  be  one,  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  the  parochial 
and  immemorial  and  absolutely  un- 
deniable right  of  the  parishioners  of  the 
parish.  Now,  what  tne  Church  is  able 
to  do,  having  practically  the  command 
of  these  graveyards,  is  to  force  all  its 
services  upon  everybody  who  comes 
there  to  inter  the  remains  of  any  person 
who  is  dead,  and  not  only  to  enforce 
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certain  services,  but  to  enforce  that  tiie 
services  shall  be  performed  or  conducted 
by  one,  and  only  one,  minister.  The 
claim  of  the  parishioners  is  that  aa 
they  have  a  right  of  interment  in  the 
churchyard,  therefore,  in  a  country 
where  there  is  that  kind  of  freedom  that 
we  boast  of,  every  man  coming  there, 
although  he  is  not  a  Churchman,  yet 
being  a  parishioner,  has  undoubtedly 
a  claim  and  a  right  that  his  funeral 
shall  be  conducted  according  to  ^e 
service  which  he,  when  living,  would 
have  approved,  and  which  his  friends 
approve,  now  that  he  is  dead,  and  by  a 
minister  that  would  have  been  more 
satisfactoiT  to  him,  and  is  more  satis- 
fEictory  to  his  friends.  That  is  the  sample 
claim  that  is  made.  Now,  the  law  gives 
to  every  parishioner  the  right  to  enter, 
and  the  right  to  bury  ;  but  the  Chuidi 
practically  imposes  a  test,  and  the  law 
permits  it  to  be  imposed.  Now,  why 
should  there  be  a  test  of  this  kind — 
one  minister  and  one  service  only-^that 
is  the  test  ?  We  have  abolished  almost 
every  other  kind  of  test.  We  had  a  t^ 
a  very  short  time  ago  against  coming 
into  this  House,  and  a  member  of  my 
sect  could  not  have  appeared  at  that  box, 
and  have  been  admitted  into  the  House, 
unless  he  took  an  oath.  There  were 
many  in  this  House  that  defended  ^e 
practice — the  taking  of  oaths  and  the 
taking  of  the  particular  oath.  Bat  the 
test  was  abolished,  and  members  of  the 
sect  of  which  I  am  a  member,  and  many 
others,  of  course,  who  were  not  then 
admitted,  have  since  been  admitted  to 
this  House,  the  test  having  been  re- 
moved. Then  there  were  tests  with 
regard  to  the  holding  of  office;  and 
persons,  I  believe,  could  not  hold  office  in 
the  Army  unless  th^y  could  show  that 
they  belonged  to  the  Church  of  Eneland. 
But  these  tests  have  been  gradually 
abolished,  and,  having  been  abolished, 
who  is  the  worse  for  it?  Why,  then, 
should  this  test  be  continued?  The 
Church  had  a  preference  in  those 
days,  but  the  Chimsh  has  no  prefer- 
ence now ;  there  is  greater  freedom  in 
the  country,  and  she  nas  in  no  way  suf- 
fered by  the  change  that  has  taken 
§laoe.  Among  the  speeches  which  were 
elivered  to-night  was  one  I  Hstened  to 
with  much  pleasure,  and  which  appeared 
tome  to  go  most  directly  and  in  the 
fewest  woras  towards  the  settlement  of 
this  question — it  was  the  speech  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter). 
I  heard  him  explain  the  same  yiew  to 
the  House  two  or  three  years  ago.  He 
touched  the  ri^ht  principle  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  askc^  the  House  to  a^ree  to 
the  principle  as  one  that  would  settle 
the  question  with  the  least  disturbance 
to  aiwbody,  and  would  give  the  greatest 
satismction  to  those  on  whose  behalf 
this  claim  is  made.  I  think  the  sugges- 
tion he  threw  out  to  be  a  really  practical 
one,  which  the  Church  would  do  well  to 
adopt.  Now,  we  are  accustomed  to  call 
the  burial-ground  of  the  parish  the 
churchyard ;  but  it  is  a  mere  geographi- 
cal term.  The  churchyard  is  a  grave- 
yard, and  it  must  be  rememberea  that 
graveyards  were  not  always  in  former 
times  near  the  church,  as  they  are  at 
present.  There  were  graveyards  wher- 
ever it  was  convenient  to  establish  them, 
as  cemeteries  are  placed  where  conve- 
nient for  the  population.  It  was  found 
convenient,  also,  in  former  times,  that 
the  graveyards  should  be  near  the 
church,  and  the  more  the  people  be- 
came superstitious,  the  more  they 
would  wish  the  graveyard  to  be  near 
the  church.  So  we  are  accustomed  now 
to  speak  of  the  graveyard  as  a  church- 
yard, and  not  as  a  graveyard ;  but  we 
know  now  that  there  are  in  this  country 
— as  I  suppose  hon.  Gentlemen  know — a 
good  mair^  burial-grounds  in  connection 
with  the  Established  Church  which  are 
not  adjoining  the  church;  and  which 
are,  therefore,  in  the  condilion  of  being 
Church  cemeteries  apart  from  the  build- 
ing of  the  church.  Now,  suppose  we 
were  to  consider — and  this  was  the  view 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire — 
that  all  these  churchyards  are  grave- 
yards, as  'cemeteries  are — at  present  the 
graveyards  are  almost  entirely  confined 
to  members  of  the  Established  Church 
by  this  test  which  I  have  complained  of 
— graveyards  which  belong  really  to  the 
parish,  and  which  all  parishioners  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  come  and  make  use 
of,  and  that  the  freedom  which  we  have 
extended  to  all  sects  and  classes  in  so 
many  ways,  should  not  be  withheld 
from  them  in  this  matter  of  burial. 
Now,  if  the  present  graveyards  are,  as 
I  suppose  they  all  are,  consecrated,  it 
would  make  no  difference  with  regard  to 
Nonconformists.  They  probably  do  not 
believe  that  consecration  is  of  any  value. 
If  it  had  the  effect  of  preventing  any 
iilterference  with  the  graveyards  and 


with  the  graves,  of  course  to  that  extent 
it  would  be  of  some  advantage ;  but  as 
a  religious  ceremony,  or  as  having  any 
effect  upon  the  ground,  or  upon  the 
dead,  or  upon  the  living,  the  Noncon- 
formists have  no  regard  for  that 
rite,  and  believe  it  to  be— as  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  believe  it,  and,  no 
doubt,  many  Churchmen  believe  it  to 
be — wholly  a  superstition.  But  Non- 
conformists, I  believe,  have  no  objection 
that  I  know  of  to  be  buried  in  conse- 
crated ground.  They  are  quite  certain 
they  wul  not  be  made  any  flie  worse,  if 
they  are  none  the  better  for  it;  and, 
therefore,  if  these  graveyards  were  by 
Act  of  Parliament  made  cemeteries  of 
parishes,  and  if  all  persons  in  the  pa- 
rish— as  they  can  now  where  there  are 
public  cemeteries — could  come  and  bury 
their  dead  with  the  same  rites,  and  the 
same  ceremonies,  and  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  is  now  practised  in  the  pubHo 
cemeteries,  why,  then,  the  whole  of  this 
question  would  be  settled.  But  then  we 
come  to  a  point  which  has  been  men- 
tioned by  several  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  to-night — ^that  is,  the  sort  of 
grievance  which  the  Clergy  would  have 
to  suffer.  Several  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  say  that  we  who 
advocate  this  measure  are  not  suffi- 
ciently considerate  of  the  feelings  of  the 
Clergy.  Well,  I  believe,  in  contests  of 
this  nature,  feelings  are  often  a  little 
disregarded ;  and  u,  in  consequence  of 
the  political  character  of  the  Church, 
these  Church  questions  come  into  the 
political  arena,  it  is  almost  certain  they 
will  be  discussed  very  much  with  the 
same  kind  of  freedom  with  which  other 

r>litical  questions  are  discussed.  But 
can  quite  understand  that  the  Clergy 
must  feel  in  many  cases  averse  to  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House — 
[Mr.  J.  G.  HuBBAED :  And  the  Laity.] 
WeU,  as  to  the  Laity,  we  have  not  much 
proof  of  that.  The  Laity,  in  no  great 
numbers,  have  represented  their  views 
in  accordance  with  that  of  the  Clergy ; 
but  a  very  large  number  of  the  Clergy 
have  protested  strongly  against  it.  In 
regard  to  the  Laity,  I  think  one  might 
say  that  the  view  taken  by  a  consider- 
able majority  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  may  be  said  to  go  a  long 
way  to  prove  the  fact  that  the  Laity  of 
the  Church  are  not  strongly  against  the 
change  which  is  proposed ;  and  it  is  a 
very  great  satisfaction,  no  doubt,  to  all 
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those  who  wish  a  reasonable  and  early 
settlement  of  this  question  that  the 
highest  dignitaries  of  the  Church  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  have  sup- 
ported a  proposition  like  that  now  be- 
fore the  House.  Still,  I  admit  the 
Clergy  have  that  feeline;  I  believe  it 
impossible  that  many  of  uiem  should  not 
have  it;  they  live  in  a  condition  of 
ecclesiastical  and  almost  of  social  su- 
premacy. In  many  parishes  the 
churchyard  is  very  near  the  house  or 
houses  in  which  they  live.  They  have 
considered  it  their  freehold,  which  by 
law  it  is  in  a  limited  manner  only,  and 
they  have  been  supreme  in  regard  to 
eveiything  concerned  with  that  plot  of 
ground ;  and  they  have  been  taught — 
not  taught  intentionally,  but  taught  by 
the  circumstances  of  their  position — ^to 
look  down  upon  the  Nonconformist  mi- 
nisters and  members  of  the  various 
free  Churches  by  whom  they  are  sur- 
rounded. I  think,  therefore,  it  is  quite 
likely  that  the  Clergy  may  look  upon 
this  measure^even  mose  who  are  lust 
enough  to  feel  that  it  is  just — still  I 
think  it  is  likely  that  the  great  bulk  of 
them  would  feel  that  it  is  a  matter 
which  they  would  much  rather  not  have 
had  stirred;  but,  having  been  stirred, 
and  this  ^eat  feeling  and  this  move- 
ment havmg  been  created,  I  think 
many,  and  the  most  just  of  the  Clergy, 
would  be  happy  to  have  the  question 
settled  and  taken  out  of  the  region  of 
public  discussion.  There  is  one  griev- 
ance the  Clergy  complain  of  very  much. 
It  has  been  complained  of  in  the  House 
of  Lords  and  at  many  of  the  Church 
meetings.  I  have  haa  it  represented  to 
me  in  severalletters  from  clergymen,  par- 
ticularly after  the  debates  in  Parliament 
on  this  question.  They  say — **  If  you 
are  going  to  open  our  graveyards  to 
Nonconformists — that  is,  to  the  pa- 
rishioners to  whom  they  belong — what 
would  happen  would  be  this — ^that  we 
should  have  to  bury  everybody  that  the 
other  people  did  not  choose  or  were  not 
asked  to  bury.  We  should  have  to 
bury  all  they  refused  to  bury — the  re- 
probate characters,  the  murderers, 
drunkards,  and  men  of  gross  notorious 
immorality,  men  whose  characters  have 
been  an  utter  discredit  to  a  Christian 
country."  Those  men  the  Church 
Clergy  would  still  have  to  bury,  and 
have  to  bury  them  with  a  service  which 
is  so  worded  that  now,  I  supposCi  there 
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is  scarcely  a  clergyman  in  the  coimtiy 
who  does  not  feel  it  would  be  a  great  re- 
lief to  him  if  in  some  way  it  could  be 
changed.  ["No,  no!"]  I  hope  hon- 
Gentiemen  who  say  *'  No  *'  do  not  think 
I  am  stating  it  too  broadly.  It  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  who  reads  the  public 
papers  not  to  ]biow  that  such  is  the  fdd- 
ing  of  a  great  many  of  the  Clergy.  If 
any  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  ever 
taken  the  trouble  to  r^ad  the  Burial 
Service — ^I  mean  with  a  view  of  a8C8^ 
taining  what  it  means — he  will  see  that 
the  language  of  it  is  such  as  most,  on 
many  occasions,  shock  very  much  the 
sense  of  propriety  of  those  who  stand 
around  the  grave,  as  weU  as  the  sense 
of  propriety  of  the  person  who  has  to 
read  it  over  the  grave.  Well,  I  admit 
the  Clergy  have  that  grievance,  and  I 
think  it  is  one  that  ought  to  be  reme- 
died ;  but  I  think  the  remedy  proposed 
in  the  House  of  Lords  last  year  was  not 
one  it  was  possible  to  entertain,  becanse 
it  would  make  the  clergyman  pronounce 
an  opinion  at  certain  funerals  as  to  the 
character  of  the  person  whose  burial 
was  then  in  progress.  That,  I  think, 
would  be  an  intolerable  state  of  things 
to  the  cler^^men  and  to  the  parish^ 
and  what  I  should  recommend — ^it  is 
not  before  the  House  now,  but  as  this 
is  a  grievance  often  represented  to  us, 
and  as  we  are  charged  with  caring  for 
the  grievances  of  Nonconformists  and 
neglecting  those  of  Churchmen,  I  may 
be  pardoned  for  making  the  suggestion 
— what  we  require  is  that  the  Clergy 
should  confess  that,  magnificent  and 
solemn  as  is  the  Church  of  England  Ser- 
vice, yet  it  is  conceivable  that  that 
which  was  written  and  proclaimed  800 
years  ago  may  not  be  absolutely  suit- 
able to  the  opinions  of  our  times.  And, 
therefore,  they  should  propose  that  cer- 
tain changes  should  be  made — changes 
which  no  persons,  I  suspect,  would  object 
to,  and  that  everyone  would  applaud 
12  months  after  they  were  made- 
changes  that  would  entirely  relieve  the 
Clergy  from  the  difficulty  which  they 
feel,  and  which  I  admit  to  be  real,  and 
at  the  same  time  would  leave  the  Ser- 
vice quite  as  powerful  for  exhortation, 
instruction,  and  comfort  to  the  friends  of 
the  persons  who  are  being  buried.  I  re- 
commend that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard),  whom  I 
take  to  be  the  greatest  and  most  zealous 
Churchman  in  this  Bouse,  whose  speedi 
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I  listened  to  with  great  pleasure,  thougli 
I  disagreed  with  nearly  every  part  of  it. 
I  recommend  to  him,  with  his  great  in- 
fluence with  the  Clei^,  to  propose  to 
make  that  change,    i  make  him  the 
offer  of  it,  and  it  will  relieye  them  from 
the  nieyance  so  greatly  and  widely  felt ; 
but  I  hope  they  will  not  object  to  our 
doing  what  we  can  to  relieve  the  griev- 
ance of  our  Nonconformist   brethren. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  especially 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hubbard) 
were  very  much  afraid  of  what  would 
happen    to  the    Church,   and  he  pro- 
nounced in  anticipation  what  I  Inight 
almost  say  was  its  epitaph ;  but  I  believe 
that  before  the  close  of  his  speech  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  notmng  ever 
could  touch  the  Church,  because  it  was 
so  firmly  set  in  the  affections  of  the 
people.    Now,  I  ask  him  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sit  near  him,  can  he  or  any 
of  them  tell  any  single  thing  which  hasyet 
been  done  at  the  request  of  the  Noncon- 
formist Party  in  this  country  which  has 
really  injured  or  weakeneathe  Estab- 
lished Church  ?    I  believe  there  is  not 
one  thing  which  has  weakened  it  even 
politically ;  but  I  am  certain  that  not  one 
has  injured  it  religiously  and  in  regard 
to  the    highest  purposes  for  which  it 
exists.    AU  tests  have  been  abolished, 
but  the  Church  is  no  weaker  ;|  Church 
rates   have    been    abolished,    but    the 
Chuch  is  still  no  weaker ;  run  over  all  the 
measures  in  this  House  with  regard  to  edu- 
cation, but  the  Church  is  still  no  weaker. 
I  believe  that  in  all  these  matters  the 
more  generous,  and  liberal,  and  fair,  and 
just  is  the  Church  of  England  established 
by  law — I  object  whoUy  to  Establish- 
ments of  this  kind  by  law,  but  the  in- 
stitution is  here,  and  therefore  we  may 
judge  of  it  and  speak  of  it — I  say  the 
more  it  exhibits  those  great  quaUties, 
the  more  it  shows  that  it  is  not  a  Church 
merely  of  monopoly  and  restriction,  but 
in  favour  of  all  that  beauty  and  breadth 
and    freedom    which    belongs    to    the 
Christian  reli^on — the  more  I  am  per- 
fectly certain  it  will  prolong  its  existence 
as  an  Establishment  and  the  more  useful 
it  will  be  to  the  coimtry.    That  which; 
will  weaken  the  Church,  and  unless  re-  \ 
moved  will  ultimately  one  day  destroy ' 
it,  is  the  narrow-minded  animus  which 
some    men    display,    the   superstitions 
which  some  men  seem  to  crave  for,  as 
if  they  wished  to  bind  them  more  closely 
rouna  their  Church,  and  the  divisions —  | 


the  growing,  the  melancholy  divisions — 
whidi  now  prevail  in  the  Church  ;  and 
which,  I  am  afraid,  whilst  you  are 
fighting  for  small  things  like  this,  which 
are  of  no  consequence  whatever  to  its 
existence  or  usefulness,  are  sapping  its 
strength,  and  are  doing  more  to  over- 
throw it  as  a  political  institution  than 
ten  times  ten  times  all  the  efforts  of  the 
Nonconformistscan  possibly  work  against 
you.  I  believe  that  some  hon.  Member 
— I  think  it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour),  in  a  speech 
which  everyone  listened  to  with  great 
pleasure — said  to-night  that  all  the  argu- 
ments had  been  used  over  and  over  a^ain. 
But  tiliere  remains  this  one — Half  the 
population  of  England  and  Wales  are 
Nonconformist.  Half  the  persons  who 
on  Sunday  mornings  will  be  foimd  in  the 
places  of  worship  in  England  and  Wales 
are  not  in  connection  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  That  half  is  of  opinion 
that  a  great  injustice  is  upheld  by  Par- 
liament so  long  as  this  measure  is  re- 
fused ;  they  discuss  this  question  in  the 
country ;  they  come  here,  and  they  ask 
that  this  justice  shall  be  rendered. 
You  yourselves  are  divided  upon  it. 
The  Government,  I  suspect,  would 
rather  willingly  if  you  would  allow 
them,  go  with  us  on  this  matter.  The 
House  of  Lords,  more  than  half  of  whom 
voted  in  the  large  division,  representing 
in  the  main — ^as  that  House  does  re- 
present in  the  main — that  side  of  the 
House  rather  than  this — that  majority 
took  the  view  which  we  take.  Are  you 
not  able  to  see,  therefore,  that  the  ques- 
tion on  our  side  is  as  good  as  won,  and 
that  the  battle  on  your  side  is  pretty 
nearly  as  good  as  lost.  K  you  will 
come  forward  generously  and  freely  to 
do  this  act  of  justice  to  the  half  of  the 
nation  who  believe  that  they  are  injured, 
depend  upon  it  the  Church  you  love  so 
much  womd  not  suffer,  and  tibe  religion 
which  on  both  sides  of  the  House  I  hope 
we  care  for  would  be  strengthened  and 
advanced  in  the  minds  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  all  sects  and  classes  of  the 
population  of  this  country. 

Me.  GRANTHAM,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Notice  on  the  Paper: — As  an 
Amendment  to  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan's 
Besolution,  to  move — 

''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  in  every  parish  or  union  in  England 
and  Wales  proyision  should  be  made  whereby 
intennents  may  take  place  without  the  burial 
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service  of  the  Churoh  of  England,  and  with  soch 
other  religions  or  orderly  aerrioe  m  the  friendB 
or  reUtiTesKjf  the  deoeased  may  think  fit,  to  be 
condocied  by  aooh  person  or  persons  as  may  be 
chosen  by  them ;  and  to  enabfd  such  interments 
to  take  place,  it  is  desirable  in  those  parishes  in 
whidi  tnere  is  sufficient  aooonmiodation  in  the 
existing  churchyards  for  the  requirements  of  the 
said  parishes,  and  there  is  no  other  public  buriid- 
ground  providing  sufficient  acoonmiodation  in 
use  in  the  said  puishes,  or  which  shall  be  pro- 
vided in  the  said  parishes,  within  such  time  as 
shall  be  thought  fit  oy  this  House  that  provioon 
should  be  made  whereby  interments  may  take 
place  without  the  burial  service  of  the  Church 
of  England,  and  wiUi  such  other  religious  or 
orderly  service  as  the  friends  or  relatives  of  the 
deceased  may  think  fit,  to  be  conducted  by  such 
person  or  persons  as  may  be  chosen  by  them," 

said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  John  Right)  had  asked  how  it  was 
that  Ohurchmen  were  always  calling  out 
that  the  Church  was  in  danger,  while 
no  one  ever  heard  Dissenters  uttering 
similar  complaints?  The  reason  was, 
that  while  mere  were  societies  for  dis- 
endowing and  disestablishing  the  Church 
of  England,  there  were  no  similar  so- 
cieties for  attacking  Dissenters'  chapels. 
He  (Mr.  Grantham)  on  that  occasion  was 
sorry  to  say  that,  for  the  first  time,  he 
differed  from  most  of  his  Friends  around 
him,  who  felt  bound  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  **  No  surrender,"  for,  to  his  mind, 
that  was  not  a  wisecondusionor  onelikely 
to  lead  to  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question.  It  must  be  settled  some  day, 
and  soon,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
better  for  the  Clergy  and  Lai^  to  deter- 
mine, first,  if  a  grievance  existed ;  and 
if  it  did,  then  freely  to  settle  it.  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  had  proved  his  case 
as  to  the  existence  of  a  real  grievance. 
Where  a  man's  position  was  affected, 
and  his  liberties  of  burial  were  larger 
or  smaller  according  to  the  district  in 
which  he  lived  or  died,  he  must  think 
that  that  man  had  a  grievance  which 
they,  as  Churchmen,  were  bound  in  duty 
to  alter.-  With  regard  to  Wales  es- 
pecially, he  thought  the  grievance  was 
a  very  extensive  one,  ana  he  was  only 
surprised  that  an  attempt  was  not  made 
years  ago  to  settle  the  grievance,  so  far  as 
Waleswas  concerned,  in  thesameway  that 
it  was  settled  in  Ireland,  where  Boman 
Catholics  were  in  a  majority ;  while  in 
England  it  was  much  less  extensive — only 
affecting,  indeed,  those  rural  parishes 
in  whidh  there  were  no  cemeteries — ^and 
where  in  most  cases  the  Dissenters  pre- 

ifr.  Grantham 


ferred  to  be  buried  by  the  parish  der^- 
man.  With  regard  to  the  merits  of  Ihe 
question,  all  that  had  been  proved  was 
mat  every  parishioner  had  a  Common 
Law  rifi;^ht  to  be  buried  in  llie  church- 
yard subject  to  the  service  of  the  Church 
of  England  being  performed  over  him. 
It  was  asked  to  oe  assumed  that  Dis- 
senters as  parishioners  had  the  same 
right  to  have  their  own  service  read  over 
them;  but  there  he  joined  issue  with 
the  supporters  of  the  Besolution.  The 
churchyard,  it  was  admitted,  was  vested 
in  the  clergyman,  and  all  the  proba- 
bilities of  the  case  were  against  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  and  in 
favour  of  the  view  that  it  was  vested  in 
him  for  Church  purposes.  He  thought, 
however,  that  a  settlement  might  be 
discovered  which  should  not  harrow  the 
feelings  of  the  Clergy  and  of  a  great 
many  of  the  Laity,  and  which,  while 
not  acceding  to  the  demand  as  a  right, 
would  willingly  give  it  as  a  favour.  In 
the  coimtry  districts  the  Dissenters  were 
by  no  means  so  strongly  and  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  this  proposal  as 
those  who  resided  in  town  and  populous 
districts,  and  who,  therefore,  did  not 
need  the  privilege.  In  most  of  the 
country  districts  where  the  Clergy  did 
their  duty  it  would  be  found  that  the 
parishioners,  Churchmen  and  Dissenten, 
one  and  all,  invariably  preferred  to  look 
to  the  dergyman  of  Uie  parish  in.  their 
hour  of  trial,  and  to  perform  the  last 
offices  over  their  departed  friends.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  had  said  he  did  not  believe 
in  consecration ;  but,  so  long  as  the  Clergy 
and  the  Laity  of  the  Church  did,  there  was 
surely  reason  for  treating  their  feelings 
with  respect.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  remember  this  when  they  daimed 
to  have  such  conscientious  feelings  on 
the  subject  themselves.  Let  them,  then, 
see  if  there  was  no  plan  by  which  the 
conscientious  feelings  of  Dissenters  could 
be  studied — if  there  was  not  some  plan 
by  which  graveyards  could  be  established 
in  every  moderate  area  throughout  the 
country,  in  which  Nonconformists  and 
their  friends  could  be  buried.  Let  it  be 
treated  as  a  parochial  matter,  and  not 
as  a  national  one.  The  churchyards 
were  the  property  of  the  parish,  and  not 
of  the  nation.  He  would  suggest  that 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  to  the 
Clergy  and  Laity  of  every  parish  where 
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there  waa  no  cemetery  to  proyide— by 
fi;ift  or  subaoription,  &ee  and  open — a 
burial-ground  lor  all  persuasions.   Then 

g'ye  a  period  of  one  or  two  years,  as  the 
ouse  might  decide,  in  which  period 
Ohurohmen  should  decide  whether  they 
would  provide  public  burial-erounds  for 
every  parish,  or  a  union  of  pari^es, 
where  there  were  no  cemeteries.  If  any 
declined  to  make  this  provision,  then  he 
thought  arrangements  must  be  made  by 
which  the  churchyards  in  such  cases 
should  be  treated  as  cemeteries,  in  which 
Dissenters  ought  to  be  allowed  equal 
rights  with  Ohurchmen. 

Mb.  J.  a.  TALBOT  said,  he  was  glad 
to  notice  the  moderate  tone  which  nad 
prevailed  throughout  the  debate — a  more 
moderate  tone  than  had  prevailed  in 
previous  years.  Ohurohmen  had,  how- 
ever, been  challenged  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  it  had  been  said  that 
they  had  brought  forward  no  proposition 
of  &eir  own.  In  answer  to  that  asser- 
tion, he  would  point  to  a  Bill  which  he 
introduced  two  years  ago,  which  was 
at  once  opposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  and 
like  many  other  measures  instituted  by 
private  Members,  was  sacrificed  for  want 
of  time  to  discuss  it.  He  would  also 
point  to  the  Government  Bill  of  last 
year,  which  certainly  was  treated  with 
some  amount  of  contumely  from  the 
other  side.  They  had  been  told  not  to 
use  acrimonious  language,  with  which  he 
quite  agreed;  but  there  ought  tobea  give- 
and-take  in  this  matter,  and  he  thought 
hard  things  had  been  said,  especially  of 
the  Olergy.  He  would  read  a  few  words 
from  a  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  always 
spoke  in  that  House  with  moderation  and 
conciliation  towards  his  opponents.  At 
a  meeting  in  Edinburgh  in  November 
last  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  said — 

« I  need  not  detain  you  by  speaking  of  the 
miserable  failure  of  the  attempt  of  the  Conser- 
▼atire  Party  to  parry  the  attack  which  has  been 
made  by  English  Liberals  upon  that  most  odious 
privilege  claimed  by  the  clergy  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Exigland  in  respect  to  burial- 
grounds." 

He  did  not  stop  to  challenge  the  state- 
ment as  to  ''the  miserable  attempt," 
but  he  thouffht  it  was  rather  hard  lan- 
guage, and  hardly  fair  to  speak  of  what 
was  merely  an  attempt  to  maintain  a 
right  which  the  Olergy  of  the  Ohurch  of 

YOL.  OOXXXVn.  [thibd  series.] 


England  were  bound  to  maintain,  as  an 
"  odious  privilege."  He  thought  hon. 
Members  who  taU^ed  so  much  of  strong 
language  would  do  well  to  exercise  a 
little  more  moderation  on  their  own 
side.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  spoken  of  clergymen  main- 
taining these  rights  as  something  per- 
sonal to  themselves.  That  was  not  the 
case.  The  Clergy  maintained  these 
rights,  not  for  themselves,  but  as  trus- 
tees ;  and  it  was  an  invidious  thing  to 
speak  of  them  as  if  they  were  maintaining 
rights  personal  to  themselves.  There 
was  only  one  other  subject  to  which  he 
would  refer.  A  Eetum  which  he  had 
moved  for  last  summer  had  only  just 
been  presented;  that  Eetum  was  far 
from  complete,  but  it  yielded  some  re- 
markable results.  It  showed  that  in  13 
dioceses  in  England  and  Wales  of  the 
additions  made  to  churchyards  since 
1863,  there  had  been  purchased  by 
the  parish  178,  by  voluntary  subscrip- 
tion 83,  while  no  fewer  than  510  had 
been  made  by  free  gift.  During  the  30 
years  before,  according  to  a  Eetum 
moved  for  by  Lord  Salisbury  when  he 
was  in  the  House,  the  number  pur- 
chased by  the  parish  was  745,  by  volun- 
tary subscription  239,  while  the  free 
gifts  were  1,593  —  making  a  total, 
mough  onlv  incomplete,  of  923  pur- 
chased by  the  parisn,  322  by  voluntary 
subscription,  and  2,103  proceeding  from 
free  gift.  That  showed  that  during  the 
time  to  which  the  Eetum  referred  con- 
siderable additions  had  been  made  to 
the  churchyards,  and  the  main  sources 
from  which  they  had  been  derived  were 
voluntary  contributions  and  free  gifts. 
These  were  not  '^  national  property," 
in  the  sense  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
used  the  words.  He  could  not  under- 
stand how  any  property  could  be  national 
which  had  not  been  acquired  by  the 
nation,  or  given  or  bequeathed  to  the 
nation.  But  these  additions  to  the 
churchyard  had  been  given  as  gifts  to 
the  Ohurch  itself,  as  was  the  land  which 
had  been  given  for  the  building  of  new 
or  the  enlargement  of  old  churches,  and 
the  Ohurch  nad  as  much  right  to  say 
that  none  but  the  Ohurch  services  should 
be  performed  thereon.  If  Nonconform- 
ists could  not  be  satisfied  with  the  rites 
of  the  Ohurch,  he  thought  they  should 
do  as  all  other  people — ^they  should  pay 
for  what  they  wanted  out  of  their  own 
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pockets.  He,  however,  did  not  beliere 
that  one  Dissenter  in  100  really  objected 
to  the  seryices  of  the  Ohurch  of  England 
in  the  hnrial  of  the  dead,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  not  agree  to  this  Ee- 

solution.  

The  OHANOELLOE  op  the  EXOHE- 
QtJER :  Sir,  I  have  no  intention  to  tres- 
pass much  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House  with  any  elaborate  argument  on 
the  present  occasion.  I  simply  rise  be- 
cause I  feel  it  would  not  be  respected  to 
the  House  if  this  discussion  were  to  con- 
clude without  some  observations  from  a 
Member  of  the  Government.  At  the 
same  time,  I  feel  that  the  debate  has 
been  so  ably  conducted,  and  that  the 
arguments  repeatedly  put  forward  have 
been  so  forcibly  urged  to-night  by  va- 
rious speakers,  especially  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Hubbard),  that  it  would 
be  presumption  in  me  to  take  up  time  in 
trying  to  add  force  to  what  has  been  so 
well  stated.  However,  it  is  my  duty  to 
say  on  behalf  of  the  Government  that 
we  see  nothing,  either  in  the  circum- 
stances adverted  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  or  in  the  arguments 
which  he  has  adduced  to-night  in  his 
very  able  and  temperate  speech,  that 
should  in  any  way  change  the  views  we 
have  taken  of  this  question.  We  feel 
that  the  subject  is  one  of  great  interest, 
and  that  it  aeserves  to  be  discussed,  as 
it  has  been  discussed  to-night  and  on 
other  occasions,  in  a  spirit  of  temperate 
and  moderate  argument.  There  is  no 
occasion  for  heat  or  strife  in  the  matter, 
for  the  question  is  one  which  ought  to 
be  discussed  with  a  careful  regara  for 
the  feeling  of  those  who  are  interested 
in  the  subject  on  both  sides.  We  have 
had  a  great  deal  said  to  us  as  to  the 
necessity  of  having  regard  to  the  feel- 
ings of  Nonconformists  who  are  inte- 
rested in  the  matter.  I  am  always 
anxious  on  all  occasions,  and  certainly 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  to  ezerdse  the 
most  scrupulous  regard  for  the  feelings 
of  a  body  of  men  for  whom  I  have  a 
sincere  respect.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
I  would  venture  to  suggest  that  a  small 
.  share  of  the  same  spirit  of  considera- 
tion should  be  manifested  to  another 
body  of  men  whose  claims  upon  our 
consideration  are  certainly  not  the  less 
entitled  to  our  respect ;  and  who,  I  think, 
in  this  debate,  moderate  and  temperate 

Mr.  J,  G.  Taiht 


as  it  has  been,  have  been  rather  hardly 
treated — I  mean  the  Clergy  of  tiie 
Ohurch  of  England.  I  will  not  attestpl 
to  enter  into  the  controversy  whicih  has 
been  initiated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Denbighshire,  and  whii^ 
has  been  pursued  by  others,  especially 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tlw 
Member  for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Grant- 
ham), as  to  the  legal  rights  of  this 
question.  I  am  not  prepared  to  ffo  into 
the  discussion  as  to  what  may  be  the 
precise  bearing  of  the  Oommon  Law 
and  the  Eodesiasdcal  Law  in  re^^eot  of 
this  question.  But  whether  vou  aete  to 
take  the  one  or  the  other  view  of  the 
ori^n  of  the  position  of  the  Ohurdi 
wim  relation  to  the  churchyards,  we 
must  at  least  take  it  for  certain  that  for 
many  centuries,  for  all  the  fime,  in  fEM!t, 
that  we  can  count  back,  if  not  almost 
from  time  immemorial,  the  position  dis- 
tinctly has  been  that  the  Ohurch  has 
been  charged  with  the  duty  of  conduct- 
ing services  which  are  performed  in  the 
churchyard,  and  unquestionably  the 
diurchyard  is  the  freehold  of  the  Oleigy 
and  the  churchwardens.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Denbighshire  told  us  that  it  was  not 
until  the  Public  Worship  B^nlation 
Act  was  passed  two  or  three  years  ago, 
that  the  right  and  the  hold  of  the  Olergy 
was  really  fastened  tightly  on  the  ohnrcS- 
yards ;  that  it  was  not  until  this  Act  was 
passed  that  he  was  subject  even  by 
Ecclesiastical  Law  to  the  compulsion 
which  now  prevails  against  him.  But 
it  is  certainly  not  since  that  time  that 
the  question  has  been  raised,  because 
the  agitation  of  which  tibis  debate  forms 
a  part,  and  which  has  been  going  on  ifor 
some  time,  dates  long  before  the  incep- 
tion or  the  idea  of  the  Public  Worriup 
Begulation  Act.  Therefore  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  new  circumstances  have  arisen 
which  render  it  necessary  for  us  to  enter 
into  a  new  phase  of  the  question.  We 
have  the  old  question  before  us,  and  I 
am  afraid  that  the  more  we  come  to 
examine  it  we  shall  find  Ihat  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  we  differ  are  princij^es 
on  which  it  is  not  easy  for  us  to  come  to 
any  common  understanding  or  agree- 
ment. You  say  the  churchyard  is  tiie 
freehold  of  the  incumbent  and  tike 
diurchwardens ;  but  you  say  it  is  their 
freehold  only  for  the  sake  of  preserving 
it,  and  subject  to  a  trust.  Of  course  it 
is  subject  to  a  trusti  and  that  is  tibeTeiy 
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point  that  proMes  bo  muoh  on  tboeo 
14,000  «r  15,000  of  the  a^rgj  who 
fligned  the  memorial  whiob  has  been  re* 
fenred  to  to-night.  Thej  feel  that  they 
are  charged  with  a  truBt  which  they 
dare  not  nefflect.  In  this  respect  you 
cannot  speax  of  them  as  if  they  were 
ezeroiaing  some  selfish  or  arbitrary  nri- 
Tileg[e  of  their  own.  To  say  that  they 
are  inaistinff — ^to  use  the  expression  of 
the  noble  Marquess— on  ''an  odious 
pri^ile^  "  is  not  only  to  use  language 
which  is  auite  unftdr  and  unwarrant- 
able, but  also  to  ignore  the  real  grounds 
on  which  they  raise  their  objection. 
It  is  not  that  this  or  that  individual  cler- 
gyman insists  on  the  exclusire  privilege 
of  burying  all  his  parishioners  in  the 
churchyard ;  it  is  that  he  feels  himself 
bound,  in  tiie  position  in  which  he  is 
placed,  to  maintain  the  rights  and  pro- 
perty cf  the  Ohurch,  and  to  see  that  they 
do  not  suffer  in  his  hands.  And  the 
Qlergy  feel  that  they  are  subject  to  a 
very  unfair  pressure  when  they  are 
called  upon  to  take  steps  which  are  in 
violation  of  their  duty  and  their  ordina- 
tion vows.  If  that  be  the  case,  let 
us  consider  for  a  moment  what  are  the 
Mguments  that  are  brought  against  them. 
We  are  told  that  their  position  differs 
altogether  from  that  of  other  trustees — 
from  the  trustees  of  private  cemeteries 
belonging  to  Nonconiormists.  Why  is 
a  fiiimlar  demand  not  made  upon  the 
private  trustees  of  cemeteries  belonging 
to  Nonconformists?  The  hpn.  and  learned 
Member  for  Penbighshire  says  the  dif- 
ference is  this — they  are  private,  the 
others  are  public,  institutions ;  the  oi^e 
dass  of  trustees  are  exercising  §  private 
trust,  the  others  a  public  trust.  When 
we  proceed  in  the  argument,  we  see  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  mean  to  con- 
tend that  because  churchyards  are  in  the 
nature  of  public  institutions,  therefore 
they  are  national  in  a  sense  which  throws 
them  open  to  every  member  of  the  nation, 
every  parishioner,  irrespective  of  their 
religious  opinions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  went  even 
further ;  for  a  little  while  ago  he  con- 
tended that  it  was  not  a  question  of 
Ohurohmen  or  Noncpnformists,  or  even 
of  one  description  of  Ohristianity  or 
another — ^but  that  in  the  case  of  two 
Ohinamen  in  a  parish,  and  one  dying, 
iiie  survivor  would  have  the  ri^ht  to  go 
into  the  churchyard  and  bury  his  fellow- 
Ghinaman  with  any  service  he  might 


think  fit.  The  hon.  Member  put  it  on 
that  biroad  and  extreme  issue.  He  said 
we  are  not  putting  this  as  a  question  of 
sentimeilit ;  we  are  putting  it  as  a  matter 
of  right— that  every  parishioner,  whether 
Churchman  or  Dissenter,  Christian  or 
Chinaman,  has  an  equal  claim  to  be 
buried,  and  to,  have  any  burial  service 
read  over  him  in  the  churchyard  whidi 
his  relatives  mi^  prefer.  Now,  that  is 
a  very  large  demand  to  make,  and  I 
believe  there  are  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons who,  though  they  would  \>e  veiy 
glad  to  see  some  compromise  in  this 
matter,  are  not  prepared  to  trust  to  the 
hope  that  a  seemly  and  orderly  service 
would  in  all  cases  be  maintained.  I  am 
bound  to  say,  if  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  sound,  I  cannot  see,  if  the 
question  is  to  be  treated  as  a  matter  of 
right,  where  the  line  is  to  be  drawn — to 
say  here  is  a  class  of  persons  who  have 
a  right  to  any  particular  service,  and 
there  is  another  who  have  none.    The 

C'tion  is  simply  this-^very  parishioner 
a  right  to  DC  interred  in  the  church- 
yard— there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt 
about  that,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  service  to  be  read  over  him  is  that 
prescribed  to  be  used  in  the  churchyard. 
And  so  with  tegard  to  the  church,  every 
parishioner  has  a  right  to  go  into  the 
church;  but  when  ne  goes  into  the 
church  he  has  only  a  right  to  enjoy  the 
service  prescribed  to  be  read  in  the 
church,  and  he  has  no  right  to  insist  on 
another.  The  argument  of  right  is  a 
dangerous  one  to  use ;  but  it  is  used  on 
the  other  side — ^I  am  not  using  it.  The 
Liberation  Society  have  used  it  pretty 
broadly.  I  need  not  make  quotations 
from  speeches  or  pamphlets  to  show  that 
it  is  the  avowed  intention  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Liberation  Society  to  use  the 
arguments  which  are  now  to  gain  the 
free  use  of  the  burial  grounds  for  any 
service  in  order  to  obtain  on  the  same 
grounds  the  use  of  the  church.  All  I 
can  say  is,  if  we  consent  to  the  argu- 
ment put  forward  for  the  churchyards, 
we  cut  from  our  feet  all  the  grounds  on 
which  we  could  resist  the  argument  with 
regard  to  the  churches.  Gentlemen  ought 
to  take  notice  of  the  particular  form  in 
which  this  question  is  submitted.  It  is 
not  submitted  in  the  form  of  a  Bill.  A 
person  might  have  various  reasons  for 
supporting  a  Bill,  and  might  say  there 
are  changes  which  might  be  made  in 
Con^nittee  which  will  render  this  Bill 
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one  not  altogether  unpalatable,  and  that 
we  might  make  a  ooncesaion  here  and 
another  there  for  the  sake  of  peace.  Bat 
that  is  not  the  position  in  which  the 
House  is  placed  at  the  present  moment. 
The  House  is  not  asked  to  pass  a  Bill, 
but  to  affirm  a  principle.  If  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  affirm  that  principle  they 
will  find  it  will  be  used  against  them. 
They  will  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
altering  and  changing  it,  as  they  would 
a  Bill  in  Committee.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  Besolution  is  that — 

**  The  time  has  arrived  when  the  long-pending 
controversy  as  to  interments  in  parish  chnrch- 
jrards  ought  to  be  closed,  by  permitting  such 
interments  either  without  any  burial  service  or 
with  the  services  preferred  by  the  relatives  or 
friends  of  the  deceased,  and  conducted  by  persons 
chosen  by  them.*' 

That  is  a  very  particular  laying  down  of 
the  principle  which  is  to  be  adopted.     I 
was  sometimes  puzzled  by  the  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
conducted    himself   with    reference    to 
Amendments  and  suggestions  made  to 
him.    A  suggestion  was  made  that  there 
should  be  such  a  restriction  as  **  Chris- 
tian and  orderly  service."    He  intimates 
that  he  is  prepared  to  consider,    and 
perhaps  to  accept,  such  proposals.  Other 
suggestions  are  made,  and  he  seems  to 
hold  out  his  hand  to  them  or  to  offer  a 
compromise.    But  in  all  that  he  is  de- 
parting from  the  principle  which  he  is 
himseu  laying  down  ;  and  I  do  not  see 
how  it  is  possible,  if  he  asks  us  to  affirm 
that  principle,  to  make  the  changes  which 
have  been  suggested.  We  have  never  said 
that  there  is  no  grievance— that  there 
are  no  inconveniences  or  difficulties  in 
this  matter.     On  the  contrary,  we  have 
admitted  that  there  are  inconveniences 
and  that  there  are  difficulties,  and  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  very  great  satisfac- 
tion to  us  if  we  saw  our  way  to  a  mea- 
sure likely  to  be  of  use  for  the  remedy- 
ing of  those  grievances.   But  it  must  be 
a  remedy,  in  our  opinion,  that  must  be 
looked  for,  not  in  the  direction  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  but 
in  the  opposite  direction.     We  assume 
that  it  is  perfectly  right  and  reasonable 
that  provision  should  be  made  to  enable 
interments  of  Nonconformists  to    take 
place  with  such  religious  services  as  are 
suitable  to  the  wishes  and  opinions  of 
the  deceased  and  of  the  friends  of  the 
deceased ;  but  we  say  that  that  provision 
is  not  to  be  made  by  taking  the  church- 

Th4  Chanoelhr  of  the  Exchequer 


yard  forcibly  and  inlaroducing  .into  it 
other  services  than  those  of  the  Ohurdi 
to  which  it  belongs.    We  say  that,  if  a 
remedy  is  to  be  found,  it  must  be  found 
in  the  same  way  as  a  remedy  was  found 
in  the  case  of  marriage  when  it  was  a 
grievance    that    Dissenters    should    be 
called  upon  to  be  married  in  the  Ohnzdi. 
An  Act  was  passed  by  which  Diaaenters 
were  exempted  from  uiat  necessity.    So, 
with  regard  to  burials,  a  similar  provi- 
sion could  be  made  tJiat  would  enable 
interments  to  take  place,  and  in  a  man- 
ner that  would  be  in  harmony  with  tiie 
feelings  of  those  who  are  to  be  interred 
and  of  their  relatives.     But  I  contend 
that  we  ought  entirely  to  resiat  a  pro- 
posal being  made  that  a  solution  of  this 
question  is  to  be  found  in  the  direction 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Besolution.    We  made  an  attempt  to 
solve  the  question  in  another  direction 
by  making  provision,  in  a  Bill  last  Ses- 
sion, for  cemeteries.    I  do  not  say  it  was 
the  best  that  could  be  found.     If  that 
Bill  had  come  down  to  this  House,  we 
should  have  been  perfectly  willing  to 
accept    Amendments ;    but    upon    tiiis 
point  we  take  our  stand — ^that  a  remedy 
IS  to  be  found,  not  in  compelling  the 
Clergy  of   the  Church  of  England  to 
abandon  the  churches  they  hold   and 
throw  open  the  churchyards,  but  rather 
in  making  provision  of  another  kind. 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  any 
more  observations.    The  question  is  one 
on  which  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  use 
any  language  that  could  impart  bitter^ 
ness.    I  thmk  the  question  has  been 
well  debated  to-night.    It  has  been  de- 
bated in  a  calm  and  temperate  spirits 
I  hope  that  is  the  spirit  which  is  to  ani- 
mate us  in  discussions  with  each  other, 
and  may  induce  a  littie  more  considera- 
tion for  the  feeling  of  the  lai^e  bodj  of 
the  Clergy  outside.    I  hope  that  in  the 
proceedings  we  may  hereafter  take  we 
may  proceed  in  that  spirit  of  charity 
which  is,  perhaps,  more  or  less  in  dan- 
ger of  bemg  set  aside  in  favour  of  what 
I  think  a  rather  false  sentiment.     I  am 
far  from  denying  the    importance    of 
having  regard  to  what  are  called  senti- 
mental grievances ;  but  I  think  we  are 
too  apt  to  say  that  a  sentiment  which  is 
satismctory  to  ourselves,  is  good,  and 
that  a  sentiment  which  makes  against 
us,  is  bad.     I  trust  we  may  not  be  re- 
garded as  wanting  in  our  sense  of  what 
is  due  in  charity  or  in  point  of  oonsidera* 
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tion  for  the  feelings  of  others,  when  we 
say  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  ^ve  our 
assent  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman. 

The  Mabqtjbss  op  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  hope  that  I  shall  find  it  necessary 
to  delay  the  House  for  a  very  few 
minutes  only,  while  I  make  one  or  two 
obserrations  on  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  while  admitting  that  due 
respect  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  feelings 
of  our  Nonconformist  brethren,  claimed 
that  equal  respect  should  be  paid  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Clergy  in  this  matter.  I 
think  that  that  is  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Members  generally  who  hare  taken  part 
in  this  debate,  ana  I  am  sure  that  in  the 
speeches  which  hare  been  made  on  this 
side  of  the  House  there  has  been  no 
disposition  to  disregard  those  feelings. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Kent  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot)  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman have  made  use  of  expressions  as 
if  I  was  disposed  to  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject in  an  unbecoming  manner  ;  and  I 
am  reported  to  have  spoken  of  the  re- 
tention of  thisexclusiye  privilege  of  burial 
in  the  parish  churchyards  as  an  odious 
privilege.  That  adjective  may  possibly 
not  have  been  well  chosen ;  but  I  en- 
tirely repudiate  the  idea  that  in  using  it 
I  intended  to  impute  any  improper  act 
upon  the  part  of  me  Clergy.  It  is  per- 
fectly possible  that  a  privilege  may  be 
odious  in  itself,  while  no  blame  can  be 
attachable  to  the  person  putting  it  in 
force,  as  he  may  be  only  strictly  within 
his  rights  and  within  the  law.  I  may, 
however,  say,  as  has  been  already  pointed 
out  by  the  rig^ht  hon.  Member  &r  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  that  by 
nearly  halt  of  our  fellow-countrymen 
this  privilege  is  regarded  as  an  odious 
one.  I  am  not  surprised  that  a  tone  of 
great  moderation  has  characterized  most 
of  the  speeches  delivered  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  because  no  less  was  to  be  ex- 
pected after  looking  at  the  nature  of  the 
Amendments  upon  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Besolution  which  have  been 
placed  on  the  Notice  Paper.  Of  the 
three  Amendments  which  appear  upon  the 
Notice  Paper  two  are  in  the  direction  of 
a  compromise.  I  should  be  very  happy 
if  I  thought  that  there  was  any  prospect 
of  a  compromise  on  this  question  being 
arrived  at.  Thexight  hon.  Gentleman  has 


just  made  some  criticisms  upon  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  he  has  pointed  out  that  by  that 
Motion  we  are  asked  to  assent  to  a  prin- 
ciple, and  not  to  a  Bill,  which  could  be 
altered  in  Committee.  But  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  take  measures  to  secure  that  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  shall  be  brought  forward  as  a 
substantive  Motion,  they  will  not  find 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  unwilling 
to  co-operate  with  them  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  question.  I  may,  at  all 
events,  claim  the  votes  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  placed  those  Amendments 
upon  the  Paper,  inasmuch  as  they  desire 
to  amend  and  not  to  reject  this  Kesolu- 
tion.  But  I  have  no  great  hopes  that 
any  compromise  on  this  subject  will  be 
arrived  at,  and  for  this  reason.  Com- 
promise has  been  already  attempted, 
and  has  been  taken  in  hand  by  a  body 
of  Gentlemen  who  represented  pretty 
accurately  the  feeling  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  the  Government  brought 
in  a  Bill  last  year  which  was  intended 
to  be  a  compromise,  but  which  we  know 
did  not  succeed.  I  therefore  doubt  very 
much  whether  any  Gentleman  or  any 
body  of  Gentlemen  who  may  [take  the 
matter  in  hand  will  be  able  to  bring  it 
to  a  more  successful  issue  in  the  way  of 
compromising  it  than  did  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  We  have  not  heard  as 
much  as  I  expected  about  the  Govern- 
ment Bill  of  last  year ;  but  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  introduction  of  that  mea- 
sure has  utterly  and  completely  changed 
the  whole  aspect  of  this  question.  It 
seems  almost  a  waste  of  time  for  us  to 
go  on  arguing  this  matter  over  and  over 
again  in  the  old  lines,  because  the  whole 
of  those  old  arguments  have  been  swept 
away  by  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  introducing  the  measure  of  last  year 
with  the  consent  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
just  now,  if  they  agreed  to  this  Besolu- 
tion, where  they  were  to  stop  ?  I  should 
like  to  ask  him,  in  reply,  whether  he 
thinks  that  it  is  possible  for  us  to  stop 
where  we  are  now?  It  was  evident 
that  the  Government  did  not  think  so 
last  year  when  they  introduced  their  Bill 
in  order  to  get  out  of  tilie  difficulty.  I 
should  even  like  to  know  if  it  is  a  posi- 
tion in  which  the  (Government  think  we 
can  remain  much  longer  ?  The  Govern- 
ment Bill  of  last  year  was  intended  to 
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be  a  oompromisey  but  it  failed  ?  How 
did  it  fail  ?  By  whom  was  it  rejected  ? 
It  was  not  rejected  by  the  factious  body 
of  Liberals  which  is  said  to  exist  in  this 
House,  nor  was  it  rejected  by  the  so- 
called  intolerant  political  Dissenters  of 
whom  we  hear  so  much.  No ;  the  com- 
promise came  to  an  imtimely  end,  owing 
to  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords — 
a  majority  reinforced  largely  from  ttie 
Episcopal  Bench — and  it  was  by  that 
means  the  proposal  for  a  compromise  re- 
ceived its  fatal  blow.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  majority  in  the  House  of 
Lords  represents  the  Conservative  feel- 
ing of  the  country  as  that  feeli^  found 
expression  at  the  last  Q-eneral  Mection ; 
but  I  certainly  think  it  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  ihe  House  of  Lords,  as  a 
body,  represents  in  a  very  high  degree 
the  real  Conservative  feeling  of  the 
country,  which,  while  not  liking  change 
in  the  abstract— on  the  contrary,  dis- 
liking it — ^is  not  opposed  to  changes 
which  it  sees  to  be  mevitable,  and  is 
indienposed  to  ofiPer  a  rash  resistance 
which  would  in  the  end  bring  about 
still  wider  changes.  It  is  by  such  a 
body  as  this  that  the  compromise  pro- 
posed by  the  Gbvemment  last  ^ear  was 
rejected,  and  that  is  a  oonsideration 
which  ought  to  frimish  matter  for  re- 
flection to  the  Gbvermnent  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
What  was  it  that  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords  said  last  year?  They 
not  only  said  that  they  rejected  the 
proposea  compromise;  but  they  went 
rorther,  and  indicated  the  only  mode  in 
which,  in  their  opinion,  a  settlement  of 
the  question  could  be  brought  about. 
That  mode,  if  not  identical  with,  was, 
at  all  events,  very  similar  in  principle 
to,  that  which  is  proposed  to-night  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  This  may  be 
the  last  opportunity  which  the  Hoiise 
will  have  in  the  present  Parliament  of 
considering  and  settling  this  question ; 
and  for  some  reasons  I  am  not  unwilling 
if  it  be,  politically  speaking,  the  desire 
of  hon.  G-entlemen  opposite  that  the 
settlement  should  be  adjoumed  over  an- 
other Election.  I  should  be  glad  in  tiie 
interest  of  peace  and  quiet,  and  in  the 
interest  of  a  cessation  of  religious  strife, 
that  the  quei^on '  should  be  settled 
quickly ;  but,  in  the  interest  of  the  poli- 
tical Faxty  with  which  I  am  connected, 
I  do  not  Imow  that  it  is  matter  of  ygsj 
great  desire  it  should  be  so  settlea. 

The  Marquess  ofHartington 


At  all  events,  it  must  be  recoikeled, 
when  this  question  comes  again  to  be 
discussed  before  the  country,  that  H  is 
no  longer  a  question  between  Noncon- 
formists and  Churchmen,  or  between 
Liberals  and  Conservatives — the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Lords  last  year 
settled  that  question,  if  it  settled  notfaiag 
else.  It  is  now  a  question  between  the 
moderate,  fair,  and  calm  Conservatism 
which  is  represented  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  tnat  other  kind  of  Conserva- 
tism which  it  is  n<^  necessary  to  de- 
scribe, but  which  finds  its  representtttioa 
in  some  parts  of  this  House.  As  I  Yultb 
said,  I  have  no  desire  to  shiink  f^om 
having  this  issue  onoe  more  placed  be- 
fore the  country.  I  do  not  think  it  will 
be  to  our  disadvantage  that  it  should  be 
so  placed.  All  that  I  desire  is — and  I 
think  the  debate  of  this  evening  will 
greatly  conduce  to  that  end — that  when 
3ie  issue  is  raised  and  &irly  placed  be- 
fore the  country,  it  will  be  stated  in 
such  a  manner  as  that  it  can  be  ialtj 
understood'  by  the  people  before  wkom 
it  will  be  laid,  and  by  whom  it  will  have 
to  be  decided. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dMded :— Ayes  242 ;  Noes 
227:  Miqcmty  15. 


AYES. 


Adderley ,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Allen,  Major 
AUsopp,  0. 
Arkwnght,  A.  P. 
Arkwright,  F. 
Assheton,  B. 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Bagge,8u"W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Ball olir,  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Bame,  P.  St.  J.  N. 
Barrington,  Viwonnt 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 
Bateeon,  Sir  T. 
BathtiTst,  A.  A. 
Beach,  rt.hn.  Sir  M.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Benett-Stanford,  Y.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  fan.  O.  0. 
Bentinck,  G.  W.  P. 
Bereeford,  G.  dela  Poer 
Beresford,  Colonel  M. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackhnme,  Ool.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bonrke,  hon.  B. 
Bourne,  Colonel 
Bright,  B. 
Brise,  Colonel  B. 
Broadky,  W.  H.  H. 


Brooks,  W.  O. 
Bruen,  H. 
BrynLer,  W.  B. 
Bmwer,  J.  B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Buixell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Butler-Johnstone^HA. 
Buxton,  Sir  B.  J. 
Oartwright,  F. 
Care,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Cecil,  Lord  £.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaplin,  S. 
Charley,  W.  T. 
Christie,  W.  Ii. 
dive,  Col.  hoti.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Clowes,  S.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  0. 
Cole,  Col.  hon.  H.  A. 
Cooped  0.  B. 
Cordes,T. 
Criohton,  Visooont 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  B.  A. 
Cuhitt,  G. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
I)eedM,W. 
Deniseii,  C.  B. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Deoison,  W.  £. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  CoL  hon.  B. 
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Dyott,  Colonel  B. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,  Admiral 

SirW. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Egerton,  hon-  W. 
Elphinstone,  SirJ.D.H.^ 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Eslington,  Lord 
Estooart,  G-.  S. 
Fellowefi,  E. 
Finoh,  G.  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscoimt 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forsyth,  W. 
Fraser,  Sir  W.  A. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Gardner,  J.  T.  A^g- 
Gardner,  B.  Bichard- 

Bon- 
Gamier,  J.  0. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  K 
Gifferd,  Sir  H.  S. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goldney,  G. 
Gk)rdon,  W. 
Grantham,  W, 
Greene,  E. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
HaJl,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hamond,  C.  F. 
Hanbury,  B.  W. 
Harcourt,  E.  W. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardy,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Hardy,  8. 

Hay,rt.hn.SirJ.C.D. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon,  E. 
Heygate,  W.  U. 
Hick,  J. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Holford,  J.  P.  G. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
HoUand,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holmesdale,  Viscount 
Holt,  J.  M. 
Home,  Captain 
Hood,Capt.hn.A.W. 

A.N. 
Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hubbard,  K 
Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Isaac,  S. 

Jenkmson,  Sir  G.  8. 
Johnson,  J.  G. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
JoUiffe,  hon.  8. 
Eavanaffh,  A.  MacM. 
Kennaid,  Colonel 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Enightley ,  Sir  B. 
Enowlee,  T. 
Lawrence.  Sir  T. 
Leannontn,  A. 
lioohmere,  Sir  £.  A.  H. 


Lee,  Miyor  V. 
Legard,  Sir  C. 
Leprh,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leig^ton,  8. 
Leslie,  Sir  J. 
Lindsay,  Col.  B.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lloyd,  8. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Majendie,  L.  A. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  J.  W. 
MandeYille,  Viscount 
Manners,  rt.  hn.Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Mellor,  T.  W. 
Merewether,  0.  G. 
Mills,  A. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 
Naghten,  Lt.-Col. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colenel 
Northcote,  rt  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  B.  H. 
PfiOk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt.-CoL  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  B. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Poploe,  Major 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Plunkett,  hon.  B. 
Praed,H.  B. 
Price,  Captain 
Baikes,  H.  C. 
Bead,  C.  8. 
Bendlesham,  Lord 
Bepton,  G.  W. 
Bodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Bound,  J. 
Bussell,  Sir  C. 
Byder,  G.  B. 
SackviUe,  8.  G.  8. 
8alt,T. 

Sanderson,  T.  K. 
Sdater-Boothf  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scotl^  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.  J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shirley,  8.  E. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 

flmitH,  A. 

Smith,  F.  C. 
Smith,  8.  G. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 


Smollett,  P.  B. 
Somerset,  LordH.  B.  C. 
Spinks,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Stanhope,  hon.  £!. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  8. 
Stanley,  Col.  hon.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  B. 
Starkie,  J.  P.  C. 
Steere,  L. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt.  hon.CoL 
Thomhill,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Torr,  J. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Trevor,Lord  A.E.  Hill- 
Tumor,  E. 
Twells,  P. 
Vemer,  E.  W. 


Walker,  0.  0. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  B. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Waterhouse,  8. 
Watney,  J. 

Welby-Gregory,SirW. 
Wheelhouse,  W.  8.  J. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wihnot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wynn,  O.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Yorke,  J.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
Winn,B. 


NOES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adam,  rt.  hn.  W.  P. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  G. 
Anstruther,  Sir  B.- 
Ashley, hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 

Baxter,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  Colonel  F. 
Bell,  I.  L. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bi£»ar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 

Blennerhassett,  B.  P. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  T. 
Brig«8,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bristowe,  8.  B. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  0. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brown,  J.  C. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
Bruce,  Lord  C. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  -  Bannennan, 

H. 
Carington,  CoL  hon.  W. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Cave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  0. 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Chad  wick,  p. 
Chamberlain,  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cbilders,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  H. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Clive,  O. 
Cole,  H.  T. 
Oolebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins,  E. 


Colman,  J.  J. 
Conyngham,  Lord  F. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Daliyin^e,  C. 
Davies,!).  v 
Davies,  B. 
Belahunty,  J. 
Bilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Duff,  B.  W. 
Dunbar,  J. 
Dundas,  J.  C. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Egerton,Admiralhn.F. 
ElUce,  E. 
Enington,  G. 
Ewing,  A.  0. 

Eyton,  P.  E. 

Fawcett,  H. 

Ferguson,  B. 

Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 

Forster,  Sir  C. 

Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 

Glad8tone,rt.hon.W.E. 

Gladstone,  W.  H. 

Goldsmid,  Sir  F. 

Gbldsmid,  J. 

Gbrdon,  Sir  A. 

Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 

Gourley,  E.  T. 

Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 

Grant,  A. 

Grey,  Earl  de 

Grosvenor,  Lord  B. 

Hamilton,  Marquess  of 

Hankey,  T. 

Harcourt,  Sir  W.  V. 

Hanison,  J.  F. 

Hartington,  Marq.  of 
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Havelock,  Sir  H. 

Hayter,  A.  D. 

Herbert,  H.  A. 

Herschell,  F. 

Hibbert,  J.  T. 

HiU,  T.  R. 

Hinchingbrook,  Viict. 

Holland,  S. 

Holms,  J. 

Howaitl,  hon.  C. 

Howard,  £.  S. 

Haichinson,  J.  D. 

Ingram,  W.  J. 

Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 

James,  W.  H. 

Jamee,  Sir  H. 

Jenkini,  D.  J. 

JonJcixLS,  £• 

Johnstone,  Sir  H. 

Kay    -    Shuttleworth, 
SirU. 

Kenealy,  Dr. 

Kensington,  Lord 

Kingscote,  Ck>lonel 

Kirk,  G.  H. 

Laverton,  A. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 

Lawson,  SirW. 

Leatham,  E.  A. 

Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 

Leith,  J.  F. 

Lewis,  C.  E. 

Llovd,  M. 

Locke,  J. 

Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lush,  Dr. 

Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Maodonald,  A. 
Maodu£f,  YiBCount 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M* Arthur,  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Lu^sn,  D. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Marjoribanks,  Sir  D.  0. 
Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Meldon,  0.  H. 
Middleton,  Sir  A.  E. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Montagu,rt  JuLLord  R. 
Morley,  8. 
MundeUa,  A.  J. 
Muntz,  P.  H. 
Mure,  Golonel 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
Noel,  E. 
Nolan,  Major 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Byme,  W.  R. 
O'Clery,  K. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
O'SuUivan,  W.  H. 
Parker,  0.  8. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 


Peel,  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
Perkins,  Sir  F. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Plim8oll,S. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  W.  E. 
Ram,P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Robertson,  H. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
RylandB,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Samuelflon,  B. 
Sandlord,  G.  M.  W. 
Seely,  C. 
SheU,  E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Simon,  Mr.  Seijeant 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  E. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Smyth,  R. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Staxisfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stuart,  CJolonel 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Temple,  right  hon.  W. 

Cowper- 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  0.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Wait,  W.  K. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Walter,  J. 
Ward,  M.  F. 
Waterlow,  Sir  8.  H. 
Watkin,  Sir  B.  W. 
Weffuolin.  T.  M. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
WUhams,  W. 
7eaman,  J. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELLBBS. 

Knatchbull  -  Hugessen, 

rt.  hon.  E. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 


Main  Questioii  proposed,  '*  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Ohair." 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


CRIMINAL    LAW    PRACTICE    AMEND- 

MENT  BILL— [Bill   69.] 

(Mr,  Sery'eant  SimoHy  Mr.  Chr^goryj  Mr.  StrteMl, 

Mr.  Cole.) 

SEOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  his  object  was  simplj  that 
it  should  reach  the  same  stage  which  it 
had  done  last  Session.  He  had  no  inten- 
tion of  pressing  it  farther  atpresent^  but 
would  wait  until  the  House  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  the  large  and  com- 
prehensive measure  consolidating  and 
dealing  with  the  whole  question  of  the 
Criminal  Law  which  had  been  promised 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.') 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  wonld  pro- 
bably find  that  many  of  the  questions 
dealt  with  in  the  present  Bill  were  in- 
cluded in  the  measure  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  introduce.  On  the 
understanding  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  proceed  with  the  Bill 
further  without  previously  consulting 
the  Government,  he  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  its  being  read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  intimated  his 
willingness  to  give  an  undertaking  to 
that  effect. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiitod 
for  IHday,  15th  March. 

Home  adjouxned  at  a  quaztar 

before  Six  o'dook  tfll 

Monday  nfloct. 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
Monday;  ISthl^hruary,  1878. 

MINTJTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr#<  Seadm^^ 
Oonsolidated  Fond  (£6,000,000)*;  Exchequer 
Bondg  and  Billa  (£6,000,000)  • ;  Hoiue  Ocoa- 
piers  Disqualifioation  BsmoTal  (Scotland)* 
(29). 

60eond  i^MM^V— Parliamentary  Eleotions  (Me- 
tropolis) (12). 
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mentary  experience  would  think  it 
prudent  to  encounter.  There  was  no 
room  for  deliberation  on  the  point; 
but  as  to  noble  Lords  who  might 
be  disposed  to  criticize  his  Notice,  and 
whose  language  might  create  an  incorrect 
impression  out-of-doors,  he  would  take 
this  opportunity  of  adding  that  the  drift 
and  design  of  the  Motion  was  merely  to 
place  their  Lordships  in  accord  with  the 
House  of  Oommons,  which  had  lately 
put  on  record  a  Vote  of  Credit  to 
strengthen  them  against  an  orerbearine 
Power.  As  to  the  Motion,  he  postponed 
it  in  deference  to  the  appeal  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Foreign  Secretary,  as  he  would 
always  do  on  similar  occasions;  reserving 
to  himself  a  perfect  right  to  move  in  the 
same  or  in  a  different  form  a  Eesolution, 
to  the  same  effect,  whenerer  the  obstacle 
referred  to  by  the  Gt>Temment  had  been 
disposed  of. 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  ARMIS- 
TICE—THE TREATIES  OF  1866  AND 
1871.— OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY:  My  Lords, 
seeing  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Camp- 
bell), who  has  a  Motion  on  the  No- 
tice Paper,  in  his  place  now,  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  him,  with  which, 
I  think,  he  will  not  be  indisposed 
to  comply.  The  subject  of  that  Notice 
has  been  considered  by  myself  and  my 
Colleagues,  and  we  are  satisfied  that  a 
discussion  relating  to  the  terms  of  the 
Armistice  entered  into  between  the  two 
belligerent  Powers  in  a  war  in  which,  so 
far,  Her  Majesty's  Goremment  have 
remained  neutrals  would  not  be  a  discus- 
sion calculated  to  advance  the  public 
service,  and  certainly  would  not  be  one 
in  which  any  Bepresentative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Gbvemment  in  this  House  could 
take  a  part.  My  noble  Friend,  of  course, 
may  proceed  with  his  Motion  or  not,  as 
he  thinks  proper ;  but  I  think  it  riffht 
to  inform  him  before  he  begins  nis 
statement  that,  in  the  event  of  bis  doing 
BO,  we  do  not  intend  to  take  part  in  any 
debate  that  may  ensue  and  shall  meet 
the  Motion  by  the  previous  Question. 

Eabl  GBANYlTiTiE :  My  Lords,  I 
entirely  agree  in  the  observations  tiiat 
have  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl.  I  am 
not  aware  whether  this  Motion  is  in- 
tended as  a  Motion  for  a  Vote  of  Confi- 
dence in  the  Government  or  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence ;  but  I  can  only  say 
for  myself — and  I  believe  I  speak  also 
for  my  noble  Friends  near  me — that  in 
either  of  those  two  courses  we  are  not 
at  present  disposed  to  concur. 

Lord  CAMPBELL,  whose  Notice  of 
Motion 


«  To  move  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of 
thii  House  the  terms  of  the  armistice  between 
Russia  and  the  Porte  are  such  as  to  justify  Her 
Majesty's  GK>yemment  in  taking  every  precau- 
tion to  discourage  the  encroachments  by  which 
the  Treaties  of  1866  and  1871  are  unfortunately 
threatened,'' 

said,  there  was  onlvone  rule  by  which  any 
noble  Lord  could  be  flruided  on  an  ^PP^ 
of  this  kind  from  the  Qovemment.  when 
the  Government  affinned  that  discus- 
sion  on  a  ffiven  Notice  was  likely  to  be 
detrimental  to  the  public  service,  the 
announcement  of  their  views — ^whether 
their  conclusions  be  well  founded  or 
not — created  a  hostile  feeling  in  the 
audience  which  nobody   with   Parlia- 


THE     EASTERN     QUESTION  —  MOVE- 
MENTS  OF  THE  FLEET.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl,  Whether  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  of  a  further 
movement  of  the  Meet  in  Turkish 
waters ;  and,  .if  so,  whether  that  move- 
ment has  been  the  result  of  any  commu- 
nications between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Eussian  Government? 
I  wish,  also,  to  ask  if  it  is  convenient  for 
the  noble  Earl  to  state  whether  any  fur- 
ther progress  has  been  made  in  respect 
of  a  Oonference  of  the  Great  Powers  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  about  Peace  ? 

Thb  Eabl  op  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
in  answer,  first,  to  the  latter  Question  put 
by  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
since  the  House  last  met  no  flirther  pro- 
gress has  been  made,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  for  the  assembling  of  a  Oon- 
ference or  Congress.  On  that  point  it 
is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to  observe, 
that  whatever  delay  may  have  arisen, 
has  not  arisen  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Government.  With  regard  to  the 
other  Question  of  the  noble  Earl,  re- 
specting the  movements  of  the  Fleet, 
what  nsLB  happened  is  this — Admiral 
Hornby  was  sent  up  the  Sea  of  Marmora 
with  full  discretionary  power  of  selection 
as  to  the  place  of  anchorage.  It  was 
suggested  to  him  by  the  Admiralty  that 
Prince's  Islands  would  be  the  safest  and 
most  oonvenient;  he  had,  however,  full 
power  to  act  to  the  best  of  his  judgment 
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in  the  eeleotion  of  the  place  that  might 
be  thought  most  advisable ;  and,  after 
communioation  with  Mr.  Layard,  Ad- 
miral Hornby  thought  it  desirable  to 
move  the  vessels  to  the  Bay  of  Moudania, 
which  is  rather  further  from  Oonstan- 
tinople ;  but  where,  I  believe,  there  is 
better  anchorage,  and  where  he  will  be 
in  telegraphic  communication  with  the 
capital,  while  at  Prince's  Islands  he  would 
not  be.  I  may  add,  that  the  movement 
which  has  been  effected  has  not  been 
the  result  of  any  negotiations  between 
this  Ghovemment  and  that  of  Busda. 

Eajul  GEANYILLE  :  Can  the  noble 
Ead  give  the  House  any  information 
with  regard  to  the  threatened  advance 
of  the  Bussian  troops  on  Constantinople  ? 

The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  :  No,  my 
Lords.  At  present,  as  to  an  advance  on 
Constantinople,  I  am  not  aware  of  any- 
thing. As  regards  a  subject  on  which 
there  have  been  communications — a  pos- 
sible advance  on  Gallipoli — ^I  have  re- 
ceived a  communication,  but  it  has  arrived 
only  within  the  last  few  hours,  and  the 
Government  have  not  as  yet  had  time  to 
consider  it.  I  shall,  however,  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  stating  the  purport 
of  it  to  your  Lordships'  House. 


THE   EASTEBN    QUESTION— THE 

BRmSH  AMBASSADOR  AT  THE  PORTE. 

PEESONAL  VINDICATION. 

Thb  Eael  of  DEEBY :  Mv  Lords,  I 
have  received  a  telegram  mmi  Mr. 
Layard  which,  inasmuch  as  it  contains 
a  vindication  of  his  personal  character 
from  attacks  publicly  made,  and  which 
have  obtained  mudh  notoriety  in  this 
country,  I  think  it  desirable  that  I 
should  make  known  at  the  earliest  date. 
Accordingly,  I  shall  proceed  to  read  it 
to  your  LOTcLships — 

"February  17,  1878. 

"  Qreat  indignatioii  is  felt  here  at  the  state- 
ment attributed  to  Server  Pasha  in  a  telegram 
whidi  appeared  in  The  Daily  Netcs  of  the  7th 
instant. 

"The  Sultan  and  the  Prime  Minister  have 
expressed  to  me  their  groat  regret  at  so  flagrant 
a  breach  of  duty  on  the  paart  of  a  high  func- 
tionary, and  haye  promised  that  justice  shall  be 
done  m,  the  matter.  Server  Pasha  himself  de- 
nies absolutely  that  he  made  the  statement,  and 
he  says  that  tne  obseryations  attributed  to  other 
members  of  the  Turkish  MiNion  are  mere  gossip. 

"  I  deny  that  I  ever  encouraged  the  Turks  to 
go  to  war  or  to  continue  the  war,  or  ever  pro- 
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mised  or  encouraged  them  to  expect  matoial 
aid  from  England.  On  the  oontery,  I  bave 
always  striven  for  peace. 

<*  If  sympathy  for  human  sufferinf,  a  desire 
to  uphold  the  interests  and  dignity  ofxny  coun- 
try, and  efforts  to  promote  tiie  cause  of  religions 
and  civil  liberty  are  ccmsidered  offences,  I  oonfes 
to  having  been  guilty  of  them.** 

That  is  the  communication  I  hare  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Layard ;  and,  consider- 
ing what  is  the  responsibility  of  Mr. 
La^ard's  position,  I  liiought  I  was  bound 
in  J  ustice  to  him  toplace  that  conmmm- 
cation  before  the  House  at  the  earliest 
moment. 


PABLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (METRO- 

POLIS)  BILL-(No.  12.) 

(Earl  Cadogati.) 

SBOONB  BIABHrO. 

Order  of  the  Bay  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

FiAKT.  OADOOAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  the  Bill,  which  had  come  up  from 
the  other  House,  was  not  a  Government 
measure;  but  it  was  thought  desirable 
that  some  one  connected  with  the  metro- 
polis should  take  charge  of  it  in  their 
Ix)rdship8'  House,  and  he  had  agreed  to 
do  so  with  the  consent  of  his  Colleagues. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  extend  the 
hoursof  polling  in  metropolitan  boroughs 
at  Parliamentary  Elections.  If  the  BiU 
should  become  law,  the  hours  of  polling 
in  those  boroughs  would  be  from  8  a^. 
in  the  forenoon  till  8  p.m.  in  the  after- 
noon. The  question  of  an  extension 
of  the  hours  of  polling  was  first  raised 
by  Sir  Oharles  I)ilke  in  the  House  <£ 
Commons  in  1871.  In  tiie  following 
year,  during  a  discussion  of  the  Ballot 
Bill,  there  was  a  division  upon  an 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
favour  of  a  ^neral  extension  of  the 
hours  of  pollmg  from  8  to  8,  and  &e 
proposal  was  rejected.  In  1872  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Adnnnistrotion,  through  Mr 
W.  E.  Forster),  opposed  a  general  ex- 
tension of  hours,  but  they  promised  t» 
propose  a  compromise.  Their  compro- 
mise, however,  was  rejected,  and  the 
Ballot  Bill  came  up  to  the  Lords  leaving 
tiie  hours  as  they  stood.  On  June  17, 
1872,  the  noble  Earl  opposzle  (the  Eail 
of  Shaftesbury)  earned  a  pioposid  lor  a 
general  extension  similar  to  tiiat  whidi 
nad  been  rejected  bytheOominoiis;  bvt, 
on  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  Bill,  the 
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GK)Temment  induced  their  Lordships' 
House  to  accept  a  compromise  instead  of 
the  from  8  to  8  extension.  This  com- 
promise was  again  rejected  by  the  House 
of  Oommons,  and  the  Ballot  Bill  when  it 
became  law  left  matters  as  they  had 
stood.  A  general  Bill,  introduced  by 
Sir  Charles  Dilke,  was  thrown  out  in 
1874.  In  1877  the  hon.  Baronet  moved 
a  Besolution  in  less  sweeping  terms,  and 
was  seconded  by  his  Oonservative  Col- 
league in  the  representation  of  Chelsea 
(Mr.  Gordon).  tJltimatelv,  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
negatiyed,  and  a  Besolution  agreed  to  to 
refer  to  a  Select  Conmiittee  the  Qvee- 
tion — 

'*  Whether  any  and  what  alteration  can  wijUi- 
out  inoonvenienoe  be  made  in  the  hooTB  of  polling 
at  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elections  in  the 
Metropolis  and  towns  so  as  to  afford  greater 
facilities  to  electors  desiring  to  record  their 
votes." 

The  Chairmanship  of  the  Committee  was 
offered  to  and  declined  by  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  who  wished  the  Committee  to  be 
a  Government  Committe,  and  after  some 
delay  a  Government  Chairman  was  ob- 
tained. The  Committee  decided  to  con- 
sider the  case  of  the  metropolis  first,  and 
evidence  was  taken  from  the  whole  of 
the  metropolitan  boroughs.  The  Bill 
now  before  their  Lordships  was  intro- 
duced by  one  Liberal  and  four  Conserva- 
tive metropolitan  Members ;  it  was  as- 
sented to  by  Mr.  Cross  on  behalf  of  the 
(Government,  and  passed  through  all  its 
stages  without  opposition  or  Amendment. 
The  Bill  ^mply  proposed  to  enact  that 
at  every  Election  held  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act  to  return  a  Member  or  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  any  of  the  boroughs 
named  in  the  Schedule— namely,  London, 
Westminster,  Chelsea,  Finsbury,  Green- 
wich, Hackney,  Lambeth,  Marylebone, 
Southwark,  and  the  Tower  Hamlets — 
the  poll  should  commence  at  8  o'clock  in 
the  forenoon  and  be  kept  open  until  8 
o'clock  of  the  afternoon  of  the  some 
day. 

Mov^,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
--{The  JCarl  Cadogm.) 

ViscoTOT  ENFIELD  asked  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  whe- 
ther before  the  next  stage  he  would  not 
consider  the  propriety  of  ^ctending  its 
provisions  to  the  case  of  other  large 
towns,  where  the  working  populataon 


was  in  considerable  numbers,  such  as 
Manchester,  Birmingham,  Leeds,  Shef- 
field, &c.,  and  whose  position  did  not 
vary  much  from  those  in  London,  to 
whom  the  additional  hours  for  polling 
would  prove  a  great  boon  ? 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  could  not 
undertake  to  do  what  his  noble  Friend 
suggested.  The  Committee  of  last  Ses- 
sion reported  in  favour  of  immediate 
legislation  in  the  case  of  the  metropolis, 
and  inquiry  during  the  present  Session 
by  a  new  Committee  in  the  case  of  towns. 
That  inquiry  was  now  proceeding,  and 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  attempt 
lemslation  for  the  towns  until  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  present  Session  had  re- 
ported. 

The  Eabl  op  SHAFTESBUBY  said, 
he  was  in  favour  of  a  general  extension 
of  the  hoars  of  polling  in  all  large  cities 
and  towns.  It  was  much  needed  by  in- 
dustrious workmen  in  the  towns. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Plve  o'dock, 

till  To-nMROw,  a  ouarter  paat 

One  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  18M  February,  1878. 


MINUTBai  — S«LEOT  OoMMimB  —  Public 
Works  (East  India),  nominaUd;  Public  Ac- 
counts, nominated, 

BxiTTLY^^oniidered  in  Committee— (£1,000,000) 
Ezcheoner  Bonds. 

Public  Bills — Second  Sending — County  Go- 
yemment  [98];  Highways  [95],  debate  ad- 
joumed. 

Committee  —  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  ♦  [44]~k.p. 

Third  Reading  —  (£6,000,000)  CkmsoUdated 
Fund*;  (£6,000,000)  Exdhequar  Bonds  and 
Bills*  [107],  and iNMM^ 


QUESTIONB. 


ARMY  (IBELAND)— MAREIED 

SOLDIERS'  QUARTERS— LONGFORD 

BARRACKS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  EREINOTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  oa& 
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hold  oat  any  hope  that  the  long  contem- 
plated and  much  needed  increase  of  ac- 
commodation in  Longford  Oavaby  Bar- 
racks, especially  in  the  married  soldiers' 
quarters,  will  soon  be  provided  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY :  Sir,  I 
regret  that  I  cannot  give  much  satisfac- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member.  The  fact  is 
that  the  system  of  shortened  services  has 
brought  into  consideration  the  necessity 
of  hmiting  the  number  of  married 
soldiers'  quarters,  and  this  year  I  shall 
not,  I  fear,  be  able  to  provide  for  the 
case  of  Longford. 
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NAVY— H.M.S.  "NELSON."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DALRYMPLE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  the  occasion  of  H.M.S. 
^'  Nelson"  being  towed  from  the  building 
yard  in  the  Clyde  to  Qreenock,  an  opera- 
tion which  took  a  considerable  time  and 
wasattended  with  greatrisk  and  difficulty, 
the  pilot  in  charge  received  the  minimum 
payment  possible  for  such  a  duty,  and 
not  more  than  would  be  received  for 
towing  an  ordinary  merchant  vessel,  and 
whether  a  request  for  a  more  liberal  re- 
muneration had  been  refused  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  has  been  misinformed  in  this  case. 
The  pilot  who  took  charge  of  the  Nelson 
from  Glasgow  to  Ghreenock  was  paid 
£4  5«.  6^.  for  his  services,  which  was  the 
full  amount  payable  under  the  local  and 
Admiralty  Regulations.  For  a  merchant 
ship  of  the  same  draught  he  would  have 
received  but  £2  12«.  lOd.  for  pilotage. 
No  request  for  further  remuneration  has 
been  received  for  piloting  the  NeUon, 

TURKEY  —  BRITISH    SUBJECTS   IN 
CONSTANTINOPE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Under  Se- 
oretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  A£Bedrs, 
Whether  the  number  of  persons  enrolled 
as  British  subjects  in  Constantinople  in 
]  868  amounted  to  459 ;  and,  if  he  will 
inform  the  House  what  the  total  num- 
ber of  enrolled  British  subjects  was 
in  1876  and  1877,  as  well  as  for  1878, 
by  the  latest  Returns  ? 

Mb.  BOURKB,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentlendeman  would 
consent  to  postpone  his  Question  for  a 
few  days,  as  he  was  not  yet  in  possession 
of  the  necessary  information  to  answer 
it  accurately. 

Mr.  ErringUm 


COOLIE  EMIGRATION  TO  THE 
MAURITIU8.-QUESTI0N. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  Copy  of  any  Correspondence 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
Qt)vemment  of  Mauritius  relative  to  the 
reoommendations  made  by  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  the  '^  Treatment  of  Ln- 
migrants,"  in  their  Report  presented  to 
Parliament  in  Februair,  1876,  and  to 
the  Ordinance  which  Lord  Carnarvon 
directed  the  local  autiioritiee  to  prepare 
in  order  to  giye  e£Pect  to  those  reoom- 
mendations, as  well  as  a  Copy  of  the 
Ordinance  itself;  and,  of  the  Ordinances 
introduced  by  Sir  Arthur  Ck>rdon  to 
regulate  tiie  treatment  of  Polynesian 
labourers,  and  the  proposed  introductioB 
of  Lidian  Coolies  into  Fiji  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
We  expect  shortly  to  receire  further 
communications  from.  Mauritius  on  the 
subject  of  the  treatment  of  immi- 
grants, and  until  after  the  receipt  of 
mem  I  can  hardly  say  whether  the 
Papers  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
can  be  presented.  The  Fiji  Correspond- 
ence on  the  same  subject  can  be  given, 
if  the  hon.  Member  desires  to  move  for 
it,  so  far  as  it  has  yet  proceeded ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  it  is  incomplete,  as  the 
question  is  still  under  discussion. 

THE  EASTERN  .QUESTION— THE  CON- 
GRESS—CIVIL AND  RELIGIOUS 
LIBERTY  IN  POLAND.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  BEEESFORD  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  will  endea- 
vour to  obtain  for  the  Polish  subjects 
of  the  Emperor  of  Bussia  a  like  measure 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty  to  that 
which  the  conference  may  decide  to  be 
fit  for  the  territories  belonging  to  His 
Majesty  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  ?       

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
affairs  of  Poland  will  be  brought  before 
the  Congress. 

IRELAND— THE  SUCK  DRAINAGE  DIS- 
TBIOT.— QUESTION. 

Thb  O'CONOE  DON  asked  the 
Seoretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  Ib  the 
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cause  of  the  delay  in  issuing  the  Pro- 
visional Order  for  the  formation  of  the 
Suck  draini^e  district  in  Ireland,  and 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  re- 
quisite numher  of  assents  have  been  for 
some  time  sent  into  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  in  Dublin? 

Colonel  STANLEY :  Sir,  the  Pirovi- 
sional  Order  for  the  formation  of  the  Suck 
draina^  district  had  been  prepared  for 
some  time,  and  on  the  ISth  instant  the 
number  of  assents  requisite  to  form  the 
necessary  majority  were  obtained.  An 
important  le^  question  has,  however, 
been  raised,  and  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  was  only  yesterday  in  a  position 
to  complete  the  arrangements,  iiji  order 
will  be  issued  forthwith. 

AEMY    MEDICAL   DEPAETMENT— THE 
CANDIDATES.— QUESTION. 

Db.  WAED  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  will  state  what 
was  the  number  of  candidates  for  the 
recent  examination  for  the  Army  Medi- 
cal Department,  and  what  was  the 
number  of  vacancies  advertised  ? 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY,  in  reply, 
said,  there  were  40  vacancies,  and,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  only  19  candidates.'  That 
was  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  things, 
but  he  would  make  inquiries  into  &e 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  for  Salis- 
bury (Dr.  Lush)  had  given  Notice  of  a 
Question  for  to-morrow  night,  and  he 
would  ask  that  hon.  Gentleman  to 
postpone  it  until  the  inquiries  were 
made. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "UNDAUNTED." 
QTTBSnON. 

Mb.  DODSON  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as 
stated  in  the  **  Times ''  of  February  14th, 
that  fifteen  officers  and  a  numoer  of 
the  men  of  Her  Majes^'s  Ship  **  Un- 
daunted," now  on  the  Bombay  station, 
have  since  November  SOth  been  affected 
with  fever,  that  one  officer  has  died,  and 
four  officers  and  two  men  have  recently 
been  sent  home  invalided,  and  that  small- 
pox has  broken  out  on  board ;  whether 
the  statement  is  substantially  correct 
that  the  **  Undaunted  "  has,  during  the 

C'od  of  nearly  three  years  that  she 
been  in  commission,  invalided  an 
unusually  large  number  of  officers ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  **  Un- 


daunted" has  a  broken  back,  and 
whether  he  considers  her  suitable  for  the 
station  she  is  now  on  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  since  Novem- 
ber, 1877,  there  have  been  25  cases  of 
simple  continued  fever,  and  one  case  of 
remittent  fever,  which,  I  regret  to  say, 
ended  fataJly.  The  cases  of  continued 
fever    were    very    simple,    and    easily 

S 'elded  to  medical  treatment.  During 
ecember  four  men  were  sent  home  in- 
valided— two  from  debility,  and  two 
from  other  causes.  No  officer  has  been 
invalided  since  August  last.  One  case 
of  small-pox  was  reported  on  the  27th  of 
December.  The  number  of  officers  in- 
valided from  the  Undaunted  has  been 
considerably  less  than  from  the  previous 
flag-ship  during  the  same  period.  The 
Undaunted  has  not  a  broken  back,  but 
has  only  dropped  astern  like  many 
wooden  frigates  of  h^  date.  This  de- 
fect in  no  way  unfits  her  for  the  proper 
performance  of  her  duties. 

THE  PATENT  LAWS— LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Patent  Laws  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL,  in 
reply,  said,  that  at  present  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  not  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  this  Session  to  amend  the 
Patent  Laws. 

SCOTLAND— GROCERS'  LICENSES. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  DALRYMPLE  (for  Sir  Robbbt 
Anstbttthsb)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
the  Report  of  the  Oommission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  svstem  of 
Ghrocers'  Licenses  in  Scotland  will  he 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  informed  that  the 
Report  would  not  be  printed  under  three 
weeks,  but  signed  copies  would  be  ready 
in  about  a  fortnight. 

FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  BILL. 
QXTBsnoir. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Fawoett, 
The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  tixe  intention  of  the 
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(JoTernment  to  proceed  with  the  Fao- 
toriee  and  Workshops  Bill  on  Thursday 
next. 

THE  EASTEBN  QUESTION— THE  OON- 
GEES8.— QUESTION. 

Thx  ILlkqitsss  of  HABTINOTON: 
I  have  not  been  able  to  give  any  Notice 
to  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  Uie  Ezchequer,  bnt  I  hare  no 
doubt  the  House  will  be  glad  to  know, 
Whether  it  is  in  his  power  to  make  any 
statement  respecting  the  progress  of  the 
negotiations  for  a  Conference  or  Con- 
gress; and  also  whether  the  Government 
have  receired  any  information  as  to  the 
movements  of  the  Fleet  in  the  Sea  of 
lifarmora? 

ThbOHANOELLOB  op  thb  EXOHB- 
QUJUJtC :  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  second 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  may  say 
that  we  have  receired  a  communication 
from  the  Admiral  stating  that  he  has  in 
concert  with  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople,  taken  up  his  position 
at  Mundania  Bay,  in  tne  south-east 
angle  of  the  Sea  of  Marmora.  That  is 
found  to  be  a  convenient  station.  He 
was  authorized,  in  concert  with  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador,  to  select  what 
station  he  pleased,  which  he  has  accord- 
ingly done.  I  am  not  able  at  the  present 
moment  to  give  the  noble  Lord  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  Con- 
ference. An  importimt  communication 
has  been  received,  I  believe,  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
within  the  last  half-hour ;  but  that  has 
not  yet  been  submitted  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  therefore  I  am  unable 
to  give  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. 


THE  EASTEEN  QUESTION— THE  AIIMIS- 
TICE— BUSSIAN  FOECES  WITHIN 
THE  NEUTRAL   ZONE.-^UBSTION. 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  whether 
the  Bussian  forces  have  been  withdrawn 
from  a  redoubt  within  the  neutral 
zone  ?  

The  CHANCELLOB  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  I  have  not  heard  of  their 
having  occupied  any  position  within  the 
neutral  zone.  I  do  not  think  any 
offidal  information  <^  such  an  oecurrence 
has  be^i  rec^ved. 

Th$  ChaneeOor  of  the  JBxchejuer 


KUSSIA— COLONEL  WELLESLSY*B 
DESPATCHES.— QUESTION. 


Thi  CHANCELLOB  OF  THB  EXOHE- 
QUEB:  I  will  take  this  opportuaify  of 
makinff  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for   Gloucester  (Mr.    Monk)  who    has        { 

S'ven  Notice  of  an  Amendment  on  the 
ird  reading  <tf  the  Consolidated  Fond  j 
Bill,  with  relerenee  to  the  d^y  whidi  ! 
oocuvied  in  presenting  to  Parliament  the 
despatches  of  Colonel  Wellesley  to  the  ' 
Eari  of  Derby,  dated  the  20th  July  and 
the  7th  August,  1877.  I  will  vulture  to 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  proceed 
with  this  Motion  at  the  present  time,  as 
it  might  p^ve  rise  to  a  debate  which  I 
think  might  be  inconvenient  to  the 
public  service.  With  regard  to  the 
point  of  time  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man calls  attention,  and  to  which  no 
doubt  his  own  attention  is  ezdosively 
directed,  I  may  state  that  the  reason  £ot 
not  presenting  these  despatches  earlier, 
was  that  they  were  of  a  striotiy  con- 
fidential character,  and  it  would  not 
have  been  possible  to  make  than 
public  at  that  time,  as  their  publica- 
tion would  have  been  objected  to  by 
the  l^mperor  of  Bussia.  I  hope  there 
will  be  no  discussion  at  the  present 
time. 

Mb.  monk  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  disclaim 
any  intention  of  raising  a  discussion  on 
the  general  policy  of  the  Gt>vemment  in 
reference  to  the  war  in  the  Eart,  hj 
placing  this  Motion  on  the  Paper.  That 
IS  a  question  which  will,  I  hope,  be 
raised  at  a  proper  time  by  those  who, 
according  to  Parliamentary  and  Consti- 
tutional practice,  are  entitled  to  do  so.  I 
certainly  had  hoped  to  be  able  to  bring 
forward  this  Question  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  Answer  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  has  given  me  in  antici- 
pation is  not,  I  must  remark,  entir^y 
satisfactory.  It  may  account  for  the 
non-production  of  tiie  despatches  in 
July ;  but  it  does  not  account  for 
Ministerial  statements  in  November. 
But  I  feel  it  would  be  impossible 
for  a  private  Member  to  oppose  his 
judgment  at  a  crisis  like  the  present 
to  that  of  the  responsible  Ministen 
of  the  Crown,  and,  therefore,  I  will 
yield  to  the  appeal  mode  to  me,  and 
not  proceed  at  present  with  my  Amend- 
ment. 
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ORDERS    OF    TEE    BAT. 

COUNTY  €K>yEBNMENT  BIIiL*-[Biij.  98.] 

(Jfr.  Selai^'Boath,  Mr.  Sm^Un/^  Oro$$f  Mr. 

Ckmtcellor  of  the  JBxckeqfisr.) 

SECOND  READINO.      ADJ0T7BNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [14th  February],  ''That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time.'' 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '"That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  with  a  view  to  simplify  and  strengthen  local 
self-govenunent,  it  is  desirable,  wnh  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  to  brin^  each  sanitary  district 
and  poor  law  union  within  the  area  of  one 
oounty,  and  to  give  to  the  ratepayers  in  and  of 
such  districts  the  power  of  directly  electing 
members  to  the  County  Board  exceeding  in 
number  the  representativeB  of  justicee," — (Mr. 
Stanrf$ld,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMATTBIOE : 
It  must,  I  think,  have  struck  anybody 
who  listened  to  tiie  debate  of  Thursday 
last  that  the  Bill  now  before  the  House 
met  with  an  almost  unanimous  condem- 
nation from  this  side  of  the  House ;  and 
it  must  also  have  struck  him  as  remark- 
able tiiiat  while  all  condemned  the  Bill, 
all,  with  one  exception,  announced  their 
intention  of  Toting  for  the  second  read- 
ing. That  one  exception  was  my  hon. 
Fnend  the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Munts)  who  had  the  oourage  of  his  con- 
Tictions.  I  intend  to  follow  the  example 
of  that  hon.  Member.  This  Bill  relates 
to  a  subject  of  first-rate  importance.  I 
beHere  it  to  be  a  bad  Bill,  and  ther^ore 
shall  vote  against  it.  I  do  not  think 
the  OoTemment  can  complain  if  their 
measure  is  submitted  to  a  rigid  scrutiny. 
At  the  last  General  Election  no  subject 
was  more  prominently  brought  forward 
than  that  of  county  goyemment.    It  was 

Sinerally  supposed  that  the  first  thing 
e  Goremment  would  do  would  be  to 
introduce  a  Bill  relating  to  local  gorem- 
ment and  local  taxation.  But  the  first 
Session  of  their  official  career  went  by 
and  nothing  was  done,  because  it  was 
4nid  they  had  not  had  time  to  look  into 


the  pigeon-holes  of  their  Predecessors. 
A  8eo<nid  Session  came  and  a  certain 
amoimt  of  public  money  was  shoyelled 
out  with  reckless  profusion  in  aid  of  the 
local  rates.  A  third  Session  came  and  a 
similar  course  was  pursued.  In  their 
fourth  Session  nothing  was  done,  and 
the  Eastern  Question  was  pleaded  as  an 
excuse.  And  now,  at  length,  with  the 
fiflii  Session  of  their  existence,  the  long- 
expected  measure  has  come.  I  hope  I 
may  be  excused  if  I  venture  to  quote,  in 
regard  to  the  result  of  the  long  travails 
of  the  Goremment,  the  old  line— 

**  Parturient  montes,  nascetur  ridiculuB  muB." 

What  were  the  evils  with  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  cope?  They  were 
those  arising  from  the  overlapping 
of  areas  and  the  consequent  conmsion 
of  accounts,  from  the  absence  of  all  con- 
nection between  representation  and  taxa- 
tion in  county  government,  and  fr<Hn  the 
centralisation,  want  of  interest,  and  ex* 
pense  which  are  themselves  the  results 
of  Uie  first-named  evils.  How  was  it 
that  this  system,  or  rather  want  of  sys- 
tem, had  arisen  ?  To  the  wisdom  of  our 
forefathers  we  owe  the  division  of  the 
country  into  counties,  hundreds,  and 
tithings,  which,  curiously  enough,  in  olden 
times  fulfilled  what  the  Sanitary  Com- 
mission which  sat  only  in  1871  declared 
to  be  tiie  first  condition  of  all  reform  of 
local  government — that  the  unit  of  area 
should  be  the  same  for  all  local  purposes, 
and  larger  areas  should  be  the  exact 
multiples  of  those  units.  That  early  sys- 
teml  nave  alluded  to  fulfilled  thesecondi- 
tions.  A  variety  of  causes,  some  politi- 
cal, some  economic,  stretching  over  a 
long  period  of  time,  gradually  sapped 
the  foundations  and  destroyed  that  edi- 
fice. While  the  ancient  system  was 
falling  to  the  ground,  another  was  grow- 
ing up  in  its  place,  a  system  we  are  all 
familiar  with — ihe  magisterial  system. 
This  system  took  its  rise  in  the  troublous 
times  which  followed  the  accession  of 
King  Edward  III.,  and  was  built  up  in 
the  derootic  period  of  the  history  of 
England — the  reigns  of  the  Tudors. 
The  magistrates  in  quarter  and  petty 
sessions  came  gradually  to  fill  the  place 
of  the  old  county  and  hundred  courts, 
while  the  andent  tithing,  chiefly  owing 
to  the  intermixture  of  civU  and  ecdesias- 
tioal  business,  had  gradually  grown  into 
the  modem  pariim,  the  overseers  of 
which  were  appointed  by  tiie  justioes  in 
sessions.    Oie  eleotioii  of  the  constable 
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and  the  care  of  the  roads  and  bridges 
were  still  theoretically  in  the  hands  of 
the  parish  assembly  or  court  leet;  but 
the  court  leet  become  more  and  more 
useless  as  the  class  of  small  freeholders 
diminished,  and  although  there  was  an 
old  proverb,  ''Where  there  is  a  constable 
there  is  a  parish,"  it  frequently  became 
difficult  to  identify  the  former,  owing  to 
the  difficulty  of  finding  the  latter.  Such 
a  system  as  this  could  only  continue 
owing  to  the  fact  that  in  the  17th  and 
first  half  of  the  18th  centuries,  when  the 
population  was  comparatively  small  and 
scattered,  and  the  means  of  commTmica- 
tion  slow  and  few,  the  duties  required 
of  it  were  small  and  simple,  relating 
mainly  to  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  roads  and 
bridges.  The  only  other  duty  which 
the  local  bodies  had  to  perform  was  the 
care  of  the  poar»  which  thev  grossly 
mismanaged.  When  accordingly,  chiefly 
in  consequence  of  the  great  mechanical 
and  engineering  discoveries  of  the  last 
century,  the  population  of  England  and 
Wales  had  risen  between  1700  and  1800 
from  5,600,000  to  nearly  9,000,000,  the 
local  institutions  of  England  entirely 
broke  down.  It  would  appear  that  Par- 
liament was  not  unaware  of  the  danger 
that  was  growing  up,  as  in  1782  Mr. 
GKlbert,  a  private  Member  of  Parliament, 
passed  the  Act  which  bears  his  name,  and 
contains,  among  several  provisions  very 
open  to  criticism,  the  foundation  of  the 
present  parochial  Union  system  of  Eng- 
land. iSut,  a  very  short  time  after  1782, 
the  attention  of  Ministers  and  of  Parlia- 
ment was  diverted  for  a  period  of  40 
years — ^that  is  to  say,  till  the  Beform 
Bill — ^from  the  study  of  the  social  condi- 
tion of  the  country  by  the  outbreak  of 
the  French  Eevolutionaiy  War.  It  was 
an  interesting  matter  of  speculation  whe- 
ther Mr.  Pitt,  after  the  great  reforms  he 
had  carried  out  in  various  Departments 
of  Q-ovemment  between  1784  and  1789, 
might  not  have  turned  his  attention  to  a 
reform  of  the  local  government  of  the 
country,  if  he  had  continued  to  be  a  peace 
instead  of  becominga  war  Minister.  That, 
however,  was  not  to  be.  After  the  Beform 
Bill  at  the  end  of  40  years,  men  of  great 
ability  took  in  hand  the  question  of  local 
self-government,  and  carried  out  those 
numerous  Acts  for  the  establishment  of 
local  boards  of  various  kinds  with  the 
view  to  carrying  out  sanitary  works, 
education,  and  local  government.  But 
the  great  mistake  wmch  was  made  by 

L^rd  Ednwnd  Fit»mmiric0 


1856 

these  men  of  vigour  and  abiHty,  and 
which  has  been  continued  down  to  tins 
verv  hour,  was  to  lose  sight  of  the  prin- 
ciple which  underlay  those  ancient  terri- 
torial divisions  of  the  ooimtry  into  coun- 
ties, hundreds,  and  tithings.  Instead  of 
taking  them  as  the  unit  of  their  refor- 
mation, they  made  special  districts  for 
special  purposes,  and  chopped,  and  cut, 
and  carved  up  the  country  untQ  we  can 
scarcely  now  say  who  we  are,  or  where 
we  are,  or  by  whom  we  are  jrovemed. 
From  l^s  mass  of  confusion  flowed  all 
those  evils  so  graphically  described  the 
other  evening  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  which 
I  shall  not  weary  the  House  by  repeat- 
ing. I^hese  are  the  evils  with  which  the 
Gbvemment  had  to  deal,  but,  except  in 
a  few  trifling  details,  it  has  dealt  with 
none  of  them.  Ninr,  in  some  respects  it 
increases  them.  The  present  court  of 
quarter  sessions,  which,  though  theoreti- 
cally imperfect,  works,  as  is  admitted  on 
all  hanos  with  efficiency  and  economy, 
is  for  administrative  purposes  oat  in  two, 
and  some  of  its  duties  are  in  fiitare  to 
be  performed  by  the  old  court  and  oth«s 
by  the  new  county  board.  The  Qnardians 
within  the  petty  sessional  divisions  are 
called  into  existence  as  a  new  electoral 
body.  The  petty  sessional  division  is, 
in  &ct,  throughout  the  Bill  taken  as  the 
unit  of  election  instead  of  the  Union,  tiie 
arguments  for  which  were  so  dearly  rta- 
ted  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax. 
The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  Hie  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  declares 
that  the  Union  has  little  interests  of  its 
own  in  antagonism  with  its  neighbours. 
Questions  of  settlement,  questions  of  the 
maintenance  of  roads,  and  above  aH, 
questions  of  a  proportional  contribudoa 
to  the  general  county  fund,  are  among 
the  obvious  instances  he  might  have 
given  of  them.  The  petty  sessional  area 
has  none  of  these,  and  is,  therefore, 
likely  to  be  iree  from  the  jealousies  that 
miffht  be  expected  to  arise  out  of  them. 
This  is  beyond  doubt  true ;  but  the  reason 
is  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  petty 
sessional  area  has  been  up  to  this  time 
of  such  extremely  slight  importance.  It 
has  no  local  interests  just  because  it  has, 
so  to  say,  no  local  life.  If  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  succeeds 
in  quickening  it  into  more  active  exist- 
ence, he  will  scarcelyfind  it  as  neutral  as 
it  has  been.  Again,  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  said  it  was 
an   argument  for   the   petty  sessional 
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areas  that  the  quarter  seasions  boroughs 
were  not  as  a  rule  included  in  them^ 
whereas  they  were  included  in  the 
Unions.  This,  however,  is  an  argument 
not  for  taking  the  petty  sessional  areas 
as.  the  unit  of  local  self-goyemment,  but 
for  making  the  limits  of  urban  Unions 
conterminous  with  the  areas  of  quarter 
sessions  boroughs,  many  of  which  con- 
tribute in  one  shape  or  another  to  the 
county  rate.  But  there  was  another 
argument  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
which  I  thought  most  extraordinary.  In 
defending  the  electoral  portion  of  his 
Bill,  he  urged  the  expense  of  elections 
as  an  argument  for  indirect  elections. 
Now  nobody  will  denv  that  the  expense 
of  elections  is  one  of  the  chief  evils  of 
English  political  life,  and  any  honest 
attempt  to  deal  with  it,  by  whosoever 
proposed,  ought  to  meet  with  support. 
l)ay  by  day  it  is  ffetting  more  difficult 
for  a  man,  even  of  moderate  means,  to 
get  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
would  be  a  ffigantio  evil  if  t^ese  same 
evils  were  lulowed  to  spring  up  imre- 
strained  in  the  affairs  ca  lo^  govern- 
ment. But  the  best  way  to  deal  with 
the  evil  is  the  honest  and  straightforward 
way — to  pass  a  measure  for  restricting 
the  growing  expenses  of  elections;  in 
any  case  let  us  not  use  those  evils,  if  we 
are  afraid  to  grapple  with  them,  as  an 
argument  for  restricting  the  franchise  of 
the  people.  Now,  I  was  told  the  otilier 
evening,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  that  it  was  very 
easy  to  criticize,  and  he  threw  out  a  sort 
of  challenge  to  me  to  state  what  I  would 
have  done.  I  shall  venture  to  take  up 
that  challenge.  The  principle  from 
which  I  would  have  started  would  have 
been  that  of  treating  the  localities  with 
confidence.  I  believe  that  most  of  the 
difficulties  of  this  complicated  question 
could  be  solved  if  you  proceeded  on  that 
principle.  When  the  Local  Government 
Board,  represented  by  an  Inspector, 
appears  in  the  country  districts  as  a 
dictator,  its  action  is  received  with 
jealousy  and  suspicion,  and,  in  the  long 
run  little  is  done  towards  solving  any 
point  in  dispute ;  but  if  you  were  to  say 
to  the  local  authorities,  you  shall  settle 
these  questions  amongst  yourselves,  and 
the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board  will  con- 
firm the  Provisional  Orders  which  you 
shall  make,  unless  they  clearly  contain 
something  illegal  or  unjust,  then  I  believe 
you  will  soon  arrive  at  a  solution  of  ex- 
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isting  difficulties.  I  wish  you  had  given 
the  court  of  quarter  sessions  a  year  or 
more  to  map  out  their  counties  into  divi- 
sions, consisting  of  aggregated  parishes, 
for  all  the  more  important  purposes 
of  local  self-government,  taking  tne  boun- 
daries of  the  Unions  as  their  starting- 
point.  Where  the  boundaries  of  Unions 
overlapped  counties,  they  would  have  had 
to  divide  the  Unions  in  most  cases.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  the  diffi- 
culty of  doing  this ;  but,  as  was  stated 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  a  great 
authority  on  the  subject,  the  difficulties 
when  each  case  is  examined  in  detail  are 
not  so  great  as  they  seem.  In  some 
cases — ^I  kndw  they  are  not  many — ^the 
county  boundary  would  have  to  be 
altered  in  order  to  avoid  inflicting  hard- 
ship on  the  poor.  The  difficulty  about 
altering  the  county  boimdary  is  a  senti- 
mental one,  and  if  a  Looal  Gt)vemmeht 
Board  were  to  try  to  compel  such  an 
alteration,  it  woidd  be  an  insuperable 
difficulty ;  but,  if  you  give  full  power  to 
the  counties  to  do  it  in  their  own  way, 
they  will,  I  believe,  rise  to  the  occasion, 
and  carry  out  the  duty  very  well.  There 
is  no  county,  in  all  probability,  where  the 
boundaries  of  Unions  overlap  so  much 
as  the  coimty  in  which  I  live ;  and  I 
know  at  least  one  case  where  the  diffi- 
culty can  only  be  got  over  by  altering 
the  county  boundary — ^it  is  a  case  on  the 
borders  of  Wiltshire  and  Hampshire. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  acquainted 
with  it.  If  you  made  the  boundaries 
of  the  Unions  conterminous  with  the 
present  county  boundaries,  you  would 
inflict  a  great  hardship  on  the  poor;  you 
would  compel  people  to  walk  to  a  work- 
house double  the  present  distance  over 
some  high  hills.  You  could  not  do  that ; 
but  I  feel  perfectly  certain  that  half-a- 
dozen  sensible  magistrates  from  Wilt- 
shire and  Hampshire  could  easily  ag^ee 
upon  a  new  county  boundary  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties.  In 
the  manner  I  have  proposed  you  would 
have  brought  the  boundaries  of  the 
Unions  within  the  counties,  and  the 
whole  county  would  then  have  been 
divided  into  administrative  units  for  all 
the  important  purposes  of  local  self- 
government.  The  administrative  powers 
of  the  court  of  qiiarter  sessions  would 
then  have  ceased,  and  I  would  have 
given  the  ratepayers  within  the  Unions 
the  right  of  electing  three  members  to  a 
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new  county  board — ^the  owners  one,  and 
the  occupien  two.  I  would  have  given 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  countji  the 
high  sheriff,  and  the  county  Members 
ex  officio  seats  on  that  board ;  and  I  see 
no  reason  why  each  Board  of  Quardians 
should  not  also  send  one  member  to  the 
county  board.  Much  has  been  said  in 
this  debate  about  direct  and  indirect 
election.  They  are  not  incompatible  one 
with  the  other.  I  see  no  reason  why 
you  should  not  have  both.  It  seems  to 
me,  however,  that  if  you  have  indirect 
election  by  the  Guardians,  the  manner 
in  which  they  are  themselves  elected 
will  have  to  be  examined.  I  believe, 
however,  it  is  the  intention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cftdham  (Mr. 
Hibbert)  to  bring  that  subject  shortly 
before  the  attention  of  the  House.  To  the 
county  board  thus  selected,  I  would  have 
given  all  the  administrative  duties  of  the 
present  court  of  quarter  sessions,  as  well 
as  the  new  duties  proposed  to  be  con- 
ferred on  the  county  board  by  the  Bill, 
with  some  others,  such  as  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  County  Court  Judge,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Home  Secretary.  I 
believe  that  a  county  board,  nreely 
elected,  and  with  these  duties,  would  be 
a  source  of  strength  to  every  county  in 
England,  and  that  their  deliberations, 
as  the  r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  said  the  other  evening, 
would  be  eminently  English  and  prac- 
tical— 

'*  Though  deep,  yet  dear,  though  gentle,  yet 
not  dull, 
Strong  without  rage,  without  o'erflowing 
fulL" 

Such  a  county  board,  however,  the  (Jo- 
vemment  has  not  given  us.  They  are 
simply  proposing  to  abolish  the  court  of 
quarter  sessions,  which,  as  I  have  said, 
works  well,  though  theoretically  im- 
perfect, in  order  to  introduce  a  new 
board  which  is  neither  popular  nor 
magisterial,  but  nondescript — neither 
fish,  flesh,  nor  good  red  herring — and 
which  in  all  probability  will  not  work  well. 
I  have  also  shown  that  the  Bill  does  prac- 
tically nothing  to  remedy  the  existing 
confusion  of  local  ^vemment,  and  the 
resulting  evils.  It  does  not  even  consoli- 
date into  the  hands  of  one  Department 
in  London  the  powers  over  various  por- 
tions of  local  administration  which  are 
now  possessed  by  the  Council  Office,  the 
Home  Office,  and  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board.      Some  years  ago  it  was  laid 
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down  by  a  great  Faiiiamentaiy  aatiia- 
rity  that  when  a  hon.  Member  objected 
to  all  the  chief  clauses  of  a  Bill,  to  ihe 
principles  on  which  it  was  based,  and  to 
its  leading  details,  the  course  most  in 
keeping  with  the  Bules  and  practioe  of 
the  House  was  not  to  take  belter  be- 
hind elaborate  Amendments  or  deoeive 
yourself  with  the  vain  hope  of  altering 
the  Bill  in  Committee,  but  to  adopt  the 
straightforward  course  of  moving  its  re- 
jection. That  was  the  course  recom- 
mended by  Mr.  Bouverie,  who  was  nni- 
versally  recognized  as  one  of  Uie  highest 
authorities  on  the  law  and  practice  of 
Parliament.  Objecting,  then,  as  I  do, 
both  to  the  principle  and  the  details  of 
l^is  Bill— objecting  to  it  on  account  of  its 
sins  of  omission  and  commission,  be- 
cause it  destroys  an  old  system  of  go- 
vernment which  is  working  well,  without 
substituting  a  better  system ;  becanse  it 
willj  in  the  long  run,  be  an  obstacle  to 
popular  government  while  professing  to 
extend  it,  and  because  it  is  marked  in 
every  line  by  political  perplexiiy  and 
Ministerial  vacillation,  I  have  pla<^  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  that  HhiB  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months,  and  I  shall  divide  the  House 
upon  it. 

Mb.  PAGET  said,  the  Bill  had  for 
him  a  special  intereist,  acting  as  he  did 
in  qusurter  sessions,  and  being  acquainted 
with  the  details  of  local  government. 
He  thought  the  term  new  fangled,  which 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last  applied 
to  this  Bill,  was  more  applicable  to  his 
own  vague  scheme.  He  would  not 
follow  the  noble  Lord  in  his  interesting 
antiquarian  researches,  but  would  rather 
address  himself  to  the  Amendm^it  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax  and 
the  details  of  the  Bill.  The  first  propo- 
sition of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was 
put  forward  in  so  attractive  a  manner, 
and  had  such  an  air  of  sweet  sympathy 
about  it  that  he  was  almost  tempted  to 
fall  a  victim  to  its  seductive  fascination. 
But  a  Httle  consideration  showed  its 
dangerous  character.  The  proposition 
of  me  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this — 
that  they  should  accept  the  Union  as  the 
unit  of  local  administration,  because  it 
wouldrequire  very  little  gentle  re-adjust- 
ment in  order  to  arrive  at  an  assimila- 
tion of  areas.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
map  of  the  county  of  Somerset,  divided 
into  its  22  petty  sessional  divisions.  If 
he  could  put  his  finger  on  each  <me  and 
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■a^  it  was  not  onl^  an  area  for  the  ad- 
miniBtration  of  justice,  bat  for  all  other 
purposes,  he  would  admit  that  the  divi- 
sion would  have  the  advantage  of  being 
almost  perfect ;  but  it  was  not  so.  He 
held  innis  hand  another  map,  showing 
the  Union  divisions  of  the  county,  and 
although  it  nearly  coincided  wi&i  the 
other,  it  did  not  quite  do  so.  If  they 
put  the  lines  of  one  map  on  the  other, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  it  produced 
some  confusion.  But  those  wno  lived 
on  the  spot  had  the  key  to  the  mystery, 
and  they  oould  do  their  work  either  in 
the  petty  sessional  division  or  in  the 
Union  without  confusion  or  inconve- 
nience. If  the  change  which  was  pro- 
posed was  one  which  could  be  easily 
made  he  would  raise  no  objection  to  it, 
or  if  it  could  be  established  that  any 
practical  advantage  would  accrue  from 
it  he  would  readily  assent  to  it,  even 
though  it  occasioned  inconvenience ;  but 
if,  as  he  believed,  there  were  serious 
difficulties  in  the  way  and  no  practical 
advantage  to  be  gained,  and  if  its  sole 
object  was  to  square  with  the  pedantic 
theories  of  doctrinaries,  then  he  must 
offer  his  decided  opposition  to  any 
change.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  appear  to  have  realized  all  the  diffi- 
culties which  his  Besolution  invited  them 
to  encounter.  He  would  like  to  mention 
to  the  House  what  the  opinion  of  the 
Poor  Law  Inspectors  was,  according  to 
the  Eetums  of  1870.  The  Poor  Law 
Board  at  that  time  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  boundaries  question  should  be 
settled,  and  invited  information  on  the 
subject.  The  President,  it  was  stated, 
was  anxious  to  ascertain  how  far  the 
re-adjustment  of  boundaries  was  reason- 
ably feasible,  and  1 1  Poor  Law  Inspec- 
tors, than  whom  none  were  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  local  circumstances, 
gave  evidence.  The  first  on  the  list 
stated  that  there  would  be  an  increase 
of  expenditure,  and  that  a  grievance 
woula  be  created;  and  the  omers  had 
said  of  the  change  that  it  would  excite 
a  very  strong  and  persistent  opposition, 
that  it  would  inflict  considerable  hard- 
ship on  the  poor,  and  that  it  would 
sometimes  amount  to  an  actual  denial  of 
relief.  For  instance,  the  Poor  Law  In- 
spector in  Somersetshire  mentioned  the 
Gloucestershire  parish  of  Hambrook, 
which  was  now  three  miles  from  the 
nearest  Somersetshire  workhouse,  but 
10  from  that  in  its  own  county.    In  fact. 


it  eould  not  b^  contended  that  the  evi- 
dence of  the  best-informed  persons  was 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  for  they 
one  and  all  described  the  change  as  so 
considerable  as  to  be  almost  impossible. 
Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  gave  no  inkling 
as  to  how  the  change  was  to  be  effected, 
or  when,  or  by  whom ;  he  had  given  no 
details,  but  had  urged  the  accomplish- 
ment of  a  scheme  which  would  meet 
with  the  most  strenuous  opposition.  He 
trusted  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  do  nothing  merely  to 
satisfy  theorists  who  appeared  to  forget 
that  tiie  institutions  or  the  country  were 
not  easily  overturned.  The  most  radical 
changes  were  possible  enough  in  a  des- 
potic country,  but  in  England  it  was 
impossible  to  attain  to  the  monotonous 
perfection  of  autonomous  atoms.  He 
feared  that  any  legislation  would  be 
disastrous  of  which  the  effect  would  be 
to  make  a  man  travel  eight  or  10  miles, 
instead  of  one  or  two,  to  state  his  case 
before  the  Guardians.  Nor  was  it  a 
merit  that  the  scheme  would  tend  to  the 
assimilation  of  areas,  if  there  were  no 
reason  why  the  coimties  should  exactly 
resemble  each  other ;  and  he  would  be 
fflad  to  hear  whether  Norfolk  would, 
for  example,  desire  to  have  highway 
districts  such  as  existed  in  Somerset. 
The  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  directed  not  less  against 
the  Government  scheme  of  central  areas 
than  against  the  re- arrangement  of  the 
Union  boundaries.  It  was  not  feasible 
to  alter  the  areas  of  Unions,  we  must 
take  them  as  they  were ;  and  there  was 
so  much  difficulty  in  laying  down  prin- 
ciples that  would  apply  to  all  the  cases 
of  Unions  that  were  in  two  or  three 
counties,  that  there  would  be  no  way  out 
of  it  short  of  a  Boyal  Commission  or  a 
Schedule  fixing  the  bounds  of  each.  It 
would  also  be  necessary  to  determine 
what  sized  Union  would  be  lai^e  enough 
to  be  considered  an  electoral  unit  of  its 
county.  It  was  argued  as  an  objection 
to  petty  sessional  districts  that  they 
would  bring  together  men  who  were  un- 
known to  each  other,  but  that  objection 
might  be  applied  with  equal  force 
against  Unions.  There  was  no  argu- 
ment against  the  petty  sessional  districts 
in  themselves;  they  existed  and  their 
boundaries  were  well  known ;  and  what 
harm  was  there  in  making  them  electoral 
units  for   county  boards?     There  was 
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apparently  none,  unless  it  was  that  the 
circumstances  would  be  more  difficult  of 
explanation  to  the  intelligent  foreigner. 
It  was  another  question   whether  we 
were  to  accept  the  divisions  as  units  of 
equal  value.    They  varied  in  size  and 
population,    and    arrangements   would 
have  to  be  devised  to  prevent  an  undue 
representation  of  the  smaller  divisions. 
The  question    of  direct  representation 
was    also   raised    bv  the  Amendment 
under    discussion;    but  he   could    not 
imagine  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  it  had  any  hope  of  in- 
ducing the  House  to  agree  to  it.    Their 
desire,  above  all  things,  was  to  secure 
the  best  men  upon  the  county  boards, 
and  in  order  to  do  that  it  was  necessary 
to  keep  them  dear  of  politics.    Did  the 
House  suppose  that  gentlemen  who  lived 
in  rural  districts,  and  who  at  present 
devoted  themselves  to  the  business  of 
their  neighbourhood  and  to  rural  pur- 
suits,  would  give  their   time   if  they 
had  to  undertake  a  contested  election 
extending  over    a   considerable    area? 
In    the   interests    of  economy  and   of 
peace  and  quietness,  let  them  be  con- 
tent with  the  system  of  indirect  repre- 
sentation which    w€U3    set    up    in  the 
Bill,    of  the    working    of   which  they 
had   an    example   in  the  Metropolitan 
board.     In   regard    to    the    numbers 
of  justices  and   interference  with   the 
present  functions  of  quarter   sessions, 
the    Bill    went    far    beyond    the    Re- 
solution   of    last     Session,     and    the 
speech  then  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  Read).    When 
a  great  institution  which  had  been  at 
work  for  centuries  was  to  be  disestab- 
lished, one  expected  to  hear  something 
of  its  faidts  and  misdeeds,  of  its  ineffi- 
ciency or  its  inactivity ;  but  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  all  hon.  Members  that  the 
administration  of  quarter  sessions  had 
been  honest,  just,  economical,  intelligent, 
and  efficient.    These  honeyed  words  at 
the  last  moments  of  quarter   sessions 
might  be  compared  to  the  sweetmeats, 
the  dainty  sugar  plums,  that  were  pre- 
sented in  Spain  to  the  criminal  who  was 
about  to  suffer  death  by  the  garotte. 
Had  the  House  thoroughly  considered 
the  magnitude  of  that  change  ?    When 
the  county  board  was  formed  nobody 
but  elective  members,  whether  as  magis- 
trates or  as  representatives  of  the  rate- 
payers, woidd  have  a  right  to  enter  the 
old   court  of    quarter    sessions  to  do 

Mr.  Paget 


business.     Those  who  had    not    be^ 
elected  would  have  to  sit  as  silent  spec- 
tators in  the  eallery.    ['*  Hear,  hear !  "] 
He  wondered  how  the  hon.  Qentleman 
who  cried  **  Hear  "  would  Kke  to  be  a 
silent  spectator  in  the  gallery.    For  him- 
self, as  a  chairman  of  quarter  sessions,  he 
had  always  endeavoureid  to  interest  all  &e 
younger  magistrates  in  the  business,  to 
aid  mem  in  obtaining  places  on  com- 
mittees, and  to  give  mem  every  oppor- 
tunity of  engaging  in  the  work.     Now, 
he  feared  that  there  would  be  but  small 
inducement  to  the  younger  magistrates 
to  lecum  their  work  if  they  were  to  attend 
merely  as  silent  spectators.    It  would, 
in  his  opinion,  be  a  serious  mistake  to 
do  anything  which  would  prevent  ma- 
gistrates from  engaging  in  me  affiedrs  of 
me  nei^bourhood  in   which   they  re- 
sided.   Therefore,  he  felt  very  strongly 
that  the  Gbvernment  oiight  to  stand  by 
the  proposition  in  their  Bill  which  fixed 
the  proportion  of  magistrates  at  one-half. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  sweeping 
enough  without  the  power  of  the  jus- 
tices being  wholly  swept  away.     There 
were  various  other  details  in  the  mea- 
sure, to  some  of  which  he  might  advert. 
With   regard  to  the  question  of  main 
roads,  he  thought  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  to  the 
re-establishment  of  turnpikes  was  one 
that   would  not   answer.    Although  it 
might  do  for  the  few  cases  of  extreme 
hardship  where  the  roads  were  much 
injured    by  exceptional    traffic,   yet  it 
would  afford  no  remedy  in  that   area 
without  where  there  was  a  grieyanoe 
serious  enough  to  merit  consideration^ 
but  not  sufficient  to  justify  under  that 
Bill  the  re-establishment  of  turnpikes. 
Moreover,  with  the  conditions  laid  down 
in  the  Bill  for  their  re-establishment,  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  rarely,  if  ever, 
that  a  turnpike  would  be  re-set  up  ;  be- 
cause when  people  had  once  enjoyed,  the 
luxury  of  going  along  a  road  without 
fumbling  in  their  pockets  for  money 
with|which  to  pay  the  turnpikes,  it  would 
be  difficidt  to  get  them  re-established. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  grievance  might 
have  been  dealt  with  in  some  other  way, 
and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  hare 
come  down  and  aided  them.    That  was 
not    an    unreasonable  demand.     They 
might  invite  the  right  hon.  Gbntleman 
to  consider  whether  the  dog  tax  was  not 
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one  which  in  these  days  of  hydrophobia 
might  be  handed  over  to  the  local  autho- 
rities; whether  a  wheel  tax  might  not 
also  be  given  to  the  local  authorities; 
and  whemer  those  authorities  might  not 
be  invested  with  special  power  to  im- 
pose a  wheel  tax  of  their  own  as  a  rate 
in  aid  of  main  roads.  Again,  in  respect 
to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  dealing  with 
main  roads,  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
county  rate  was  to  be  divided  between 
the  owner  and  the  occupier.  Now,  he 
did  not  say  a  word  about  the  general 
principle  of  a  division  of  rates ;  but  he 
thought  if  it  were  to  be  introduced  at  all, 
it  ought  to  be  ^plied  in  a  fax  more 
wholesale  way.  Its  introduction  in  that 
minute  manner  was  not  sufficient  to 
justify  it.  The  case  might  have  been 
different  if  the  charge  were  entirely 
new ;  whereas  it  was  an  old  one.  He 
had  also  been  much  in  hopes  that  in 
that  Bill,  or,  at  any  rate,  in  a  Highway 
Bill,  they  might  have  found  the  whole- 
sale repeal  of  all  those  old  Acts  con- 
nected with  bridges  which  encumbered 
the  Statute  Book  and  confused  local  au- 
thorities.  The  local  authorities  charged 
with  the  duty  of  maintaining  main  roads 
should  have  the  same  duty  in  regard  to 
bridges.  Then  as  to  the  conservancy  of 
rivers  in  hiscoimty — Somerset — ^theyhad 
an  area  of  upwards  of  180,000  acres 
under  the  rule  of  a  court  of  sewers,  and 
that  Bill,  although  it  did  not  of  neces- 
sity override  them,  yet  provided  that 
with  their  consent  the  newly-established 
county  board  might  take  over  the  whole 
management  of  the  conservancy  of  rivers. 
He  thought  that  would  be  found  impos- 
sible. At  present  the  owners  and  occu- 
piers at  particular  spots  were  the  persons 
who  had  the  decision  of  the  question 
whether  works  were  necessary  and  also 
the  administering  of  the  funds,  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  new  county  board 
would  be  a  body  adapted  for  such  a 
purpose.  There  would  be  no  security 
that  the  members  would  possess  the 
specialacquaintancewith  dramage  which 
W€U3  necessary  to  fit  them  for  interfering 
in  such  matters.  He  wished  to  add  a 
few  words  on  the  general  policy  of  legis- 
lation. The  demand  for  coimty  financial 
boards  arose  when  ratepayers  were  dis- 
mayed with  the  large  expenditure  on 
buildings  which  was  going  on  all  around 
them,  and  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. But  things  had  entirely  changed. 
The  works  were  completed,  the  debts 


were  paid  off,  and  the  ratepayers  knew 
well  that  it  was  not  the  magistrates, 
but  the  Legislature,  which  had  by  Statute 
required  the  establishment  of  police,  of 
prisons,  of  asylums,  and  various  other 
things  entailing  a  vast  outlay  upon 
counties.  The  Bill  would  tend  more  or 
less  towards  decentralization.  He  hoped 
that  those  magistrates  whom  the  Bill 
left  out  in  the  cold  would  accept  their 
situation  in  a  spirit  of  resignation,  and 
that  those  who  were  more  fortunate 
would  continue  to  devote  themselves  with 
the  same  assiduity  and  intelligence  as 
they  had  hitherto  done,  and  that  the 
newly-elected  members  of  the  board 
would  carefully  devote  themselves  to  the 
performance  of  the  work  placed  before 
them,  and  that  hon.  Members  would  do 
their  best  to  assist  the  Government  in 
their  attempt  to  solve  one  of  the  most 
difficult  questions  relating  to  local  self- 
government. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  CAVENDISH  said, 
that,  as  a  Member  of  the  Select  Oommit- 
tee  on  Turnpikes,  he  must  express  his 
gratitude  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  having  introduced  this  Bill, 
which  was  calculated  to  meet  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case.  The  majority  of  pa- 
rishes had  contributed  to  the  building  of 
workhouses  and  other  institutions,  and 
they  woidd  grumble  very  much  if  they 
were  suddenfy  shifted  from  one  Union  to 
another.  He  was  aware  that  some  people 
thourfit  that  the  procedure  proposed  by 
the  Bill  was  very  imperfect;  but  ho 
agreed  very  much  with  what  was  said 
by  one  of  the  Members  for  Yorkshire 
to-night — that  the  main  thing  was  to 
get  a  board  which  would  work.  Bome 
was  not  built  in  a  day,  nor  was  the  pro- 
cedure of  that  House  arranged  in  one 
Session.  As  to  what  had  been  said 
about  the  elected  members  being  chosen 
directly  or  through  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, he  observed  that  in  the  metro- 
polis we  had  one  board — ^namely,  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — which 
was  elected  through  the  Vestries,  and 
we  had  another — ^namely,  the  School 
Board — ^which  was  chosen  directly.  He 
was  sure  that  there  was  one  thing  on 
which  all  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
were  agreed — ^namely,  that  a  board 
could  not  be  better  represented  than  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  re- 
presented in  that  House  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Ttutq. 
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(Sir  James  M^Qarel-Hogg).    Both   of 
those  boards  had  very  grand  ideas  and 
both  spent  a  deal  of  money.    With  re- 
gard to  the  relative   numbers  of  the 
magistrates  and  the  elected  members,  he 
had  for  40  years  been  a  member  of  a 
Board  of  Guardians,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  he  had  ever  woi^ed  more 
pleasantly  or  more  satisfactorily  than  he 
had  worked  in  that  capacity.  He,  there* 
fore,   did  not  see  that  there  was  any 
reason  for  anticipating  such  antagonism 
as  some  had  supposed  would  be  exhi- 
bited at  the  meetings  of  these  boards. 
Of  course,  there  were  differences  of  opi- 
nion amone  magistrates  as  among  other 
people.    There  would  be  antagonism  in 
respect  of  the  expenditure  of  money  on 
mam  roads  in  different  districts ;  because 
some  districts  were  jealous  of  the  num- 
ber of  nules  of  a  road  in  one  direction 
being  greater  than  those  in  another  di- 
rection.   With  regard  to  the  relatiye 
number  of  magistrates  and  guardians, 
the  House  should  recollect  that  land- 
lords were  virtually  the  ratepayers.    He 
should  like  to  see  the  provisions  which 
were  contained  in  the  Scotch  County 
Beads  Act  with  reference  to  the  making 
of  new  roads  and  bmlding  new  bridges 
adopted  in  this  Bill.    There  should  be  a 
fair  representation  of  the    magistracy 
upon  these  county  boards.    Magistrates 
were  not  of  that  exclusive  character  they 
were  50  years  ago,  and  it  was  now  diffi- 
cult to  secure  their  attendance  at  petty 
sessions ;  because,  instead  of  living  always 
in  the  country,  they  frequently  went  to 
London  or  abroad.    It  would  be  unfair 
if  all  the  turnpike  roads  which  had  been 
well  managed  and  the  debt  of  which  had 
been  extinguished    should   be   thrown 
upon  the  parishes,  while  those  which 
had  been  badly  managed  and  were  still 
in  debt  should   be  thrown  upon    the 
coimty.    It  should  be  left  to  the  county 
boards  to  determine  whether  roads  should 
be  regarded  as  county  roads  or  should 
be  held  to  be  common  highways.    The 
boards  should  also  have  power  to  make 
turnpikes  in  places  where  there  was  un- 
usually heavy  traffic.    No  doubt  there 
would  be  evei^  disposition  on  the  part 
of  coimty  boards  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
boroughs,  that  they  might  be  allowed  to 
pay  a  composition  in  respect  of  their 
roads,  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  be  fixed 
by  either  consent  or  arbi^ation.  In  con- 
clusion, he  begged  to  offer  his  humble 
tribute  of  gratitude  to  the  right  hon. 

Lord  6eorg$  Cavenduh 


Gentleman  for  introducing  this  memsore, 
the  second  reading  of  which  he  should 
gladly  vote  for. 

Mb.  CLAEE  bead  said,  he  ahould 
give  his  cordial  and  hearty  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.     He  entirely 
approved  its  main  principles,  altfaougk 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  try  to  im- 
prove and  amend  certain  of  its  details  in 
Committee.     He  was  not  sure  that  he 
understood  the  full  scope  and  meaning 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld).     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman    meant    by  that 
Amendment   that    all   urban    sanitaiy 
autiiorities  should  be  represented  on  the 
county  boards,  he  could  not  ag^ree  with 
him ;  but  if  he  intended  by  it  that  the 
Union  was  a  better  electoral  area  than  the 
petty  sessional  division,  then  he  entirely 
concurred  in  his  view.    That  point,  how- 
ever, was  a  mere  detail  which,  although 
veiy  important,  could  be  betteroonsiderod 
in  Committee  tiian  in  the  present  stage 
of  the  measure.    He  was  quite  sure, 
however,  that  the  indirect  mode  of  elec- 
tion was  far  preferable  to  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  advocated  in 
his  Amendment.    This  was  a  point  upon 
which  he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
to  the  House.    The  point  was  made  by 
several  hon.  Members  that,  as  we  were 
going  to  have  municipal  institutions  for 
the    counties,  we    should  borrow    oar 
machinery  from  the  boroughs  also.    For 
his  own  part,  he  should  prefer  to  obtain 
the  advantages  of  both  systems  without 
theircorrespondingdisadvantages.  Thm^ 
would  be  a  vast  dmisrence  betwe^i  town 
councils  in  boroughs  and  these  comity 
boards.      There  were   certain    matters 
which  would  come  before  the   ooonty 
boards  which  affected  a  man  as  a  rate- 
payer rather  than  as  a  citizen.     And, 
above  all,  he  deprecated  any  system  vdiich 
would  import  pditics  into  iSio  electicHis 
for  these  boards.     He  did  not  wish  to 
see  the  election  of  an  individual  to  these 
boards  hailed  as  a  great  Conservative 
triumph  or  as  a  tremendous  Radical 
victory.    He  believed  that  in  the  case  of 
appointments  made  by  town  councils  the 
question  of  politics  entered  larffelT,  so 
much  so  that  the  election  of  a  bellman 
depended  not  so  muchupnon  the  stiengdi 
of  nis  lunffs  as  the  direction  of  his  poli- 
tics, and  Sie  selection  of  a  charwoman 
to  sweep  out  the  mayor's  parlour^  some- 
times depended  upon  whether  the  &PF^* 
cant  went  to  churai  or  to  chapeL    The 
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Btrifb  that  preyailed  in  borouglis  during 
the  election  of  the  town  council  was  felt 
in  the  country^  perhaps,  every  four  or 
fiye  years  when  a  Parliamentary  Election 
was  held;  but,  although  they  became 
somewhat  hot  and  peppery,  and  called 
each  other  naughty  names  during  the 
contest,  they  soon  forgot  their  di£Perenoes 
and  shook  hands.  Party  feeling  in  the 
boroughs  was,  however,  a  source  of  con- 
tinuous strife.  Then  again,  the  expenses 
of  elections  would  necessarily  be  very 
large.  Agents  and  lawyers  would  be 
employed,  and  the  bills  of  costs  sent 
in  by  gentlemen  of  that  kind  were 
not,  as  a  rule,  small  in  amoimt.  The 
elections,  again,  would  have  to  be  con- 
ducted in  the  chief  towns  of  the  chosen 
areas,  and  everyone  who  had  experience 
of  coimty  contests  must  know  that  such 
an  arrangement  would  give  the  rate- 
payers in  the  towns  a  very  great  advan- 
tage over  the  ratepayers  in  the  distant 
villages,  who  would  be  put  to  consider- 
able difficulty,  coupled  with  probable 
loss,  in  getting^  to  the  places  at  which 
alone  they  could  record  their  votes.  His 
chief  objection,  however,  to  the  proposed 
mode  of  constituting  the  county  boards 
was  that  it  would  not  secure  the  services 
of  the  best  men.  A  member  would  be 
chosen  because  he  made  an  eloquent 
speech,  preached  a  good  sermon,  or, 
possibly,  because  he  sang  the  best  son^, 
or  told  the  best  story  at  the  market  ordi- 
nary. The  steady,  quiet  men  of  busi- 
ness would  not  go  to  the  trouble  or 
expense  of  contested  elections,  and  so 
the  boards  and  the  county  business 
-would  suffer — vain,  showy  men  would 
be  elected  instead  of  men  who  could  and 
would  do  good  work.  With  regard  to 
the  mode  of  election,  he  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  indirect  method,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  it  was  denounced 
as  anomalous.  Mr.  Gfurdon,  Chairman 
of  the  Norfolk  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 
who  was  a  stronff  Liberal,  and  had  shown 
his  devotion  to  his  Party  by  contesting 
the  county  thrice,  and  whose  opinions, 
therefore,  mifirht  be  supposed  to  be  re- 


There  were  many  cases — as,  for  instance, 
the  election  of  aldermen,  of  members  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board,  and  mem- 
bers of  other  administrative  bodies — 
which  showed  that  the  public  service 
did  not  suffer  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
their  members  were  selected  by  and  from 
elected  bodies  instead  of  being  directly 
chosen  and  appointed  by  the  ratepayers 
as  a  body.  During  the  last  few  years 
almost  all  the  new  work  that  had  been 
added  to  the  duties  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  been  put  upon  Committees 
simply  elected  by  the  Boards  them- 
selves, and  no  one  could  say  that  the 
workhad  been  done  otherwise  than  fairly 
well.  Another  objection  he  held  to 
the  direct  election  to  membership  of 
county  boards  was  that  it  would  discou- 
rage competent  men  from  seeking  or 
accepting  the  office  of  Ghiardians  of  the 
poor,  an  office  the  duties  of  which,  if 
properly  disoharped,  involved  laborious 
and  constant  toil.  Wanting,  as  he  did, 
to  elevate  the  class  of  men  who  would 
become  Poor  Law  Guardians,  he  should 
Hke  to  see  it  necessary  that  candidates 
for  the  county  boards  should  as  a  prepa- 
ration have  been  compelled  to  serve  a 
kind  of  apprenticeship  in  the  capacity 
of  Poor  Law  Guardians.  This  would 
act  as  an  inducement  for  a  better  stamp 
of  men  to  seek  election  as  Guardians 
with  a  view  to  their  being  selected  for 
the  higher  office.  One  provision  of  the 
BiU  to  which  he  objected  was  that  the 
magistrates  in  quarter  sessions  should 
select  one  half  of  the  members  of  county 
bocurds.  He  thought  it  would  be  ample 
if  the  magistrates  selected  a  third  of  the 
members,  and  if  the  election  of  such 
members  was  not  confbied  in  strict  pro- 
portions to  the  petty  sessional  divisions, 
in  many  of  which,  although  they  niight 
adjoin,  the  scope  for  selection  was  widely 
different.  Magistrates  were  not  a  caste 
by  themselves,  and  did  not  cease  to  be 
ratepayers  after  they  became  magis- 
trates ;  but  they  were  generally  men  of 
education,  leisure,   and  of   substantial 
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whioh  could  not  be  gainsaid.  He  did 
not  wish  to  quarrel  with  the  fig^es 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Paget),  who 
seemed  to  reyel  in  the  inequality  of 
areas.  He  woidd  give  the  case  of  his 
own  county — Norfolk ;  1 9  Unions  were 
entirely  within  the  county.  Two  were 
divided  almost  equally,  and  each  Union 
woidd  have  a  population  varying  from 
20,000  to  10,000,  and  an  area  of  about 
80,000  acres.  Each,  therefore,  might 
have  a  member.  There  was  also  a  large 
district  of  the  county — in  a  Oambridge- 
shire  Union,  which  was  also  entitifed 
to  a  member.  There  were  also  three 
fractions  or  little  parishes  with  few  in- 
habitants, and  these  surely  might  vote 
in  the  neighbouring  Unions.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  the  rectification  of  the 
boundaries  would  be  a  most  serious  and 
difficult  task  to  accomplish ;  but  he  also 
regarded  it  as  one  which  it  was  necessary 
to  undertake  and  complete.  Some  area 
there  must  be,  and  what  area  was  so 
good  as  the  Union?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  spoke  of  it  as  being  a 
comparatively  easy  task  if  it  were  once 
set  about  in  the  right  way;  but  he 
feared  that  in  any  case  it  would  take  a 
long  time  to  cany  out,  and  that  even  if  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  the  aid  of  quarter 
sessions,  which  was  advocated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Somerset,  he  would 
not  live  long  enough  to  accomplish  it. 
There  would  be  complications  of  all  sorts 
to  meet,  and  difficulties  of  all  kinds  to 
face ;  but  with  the  aid  of  a  permanent 
authority,  he  believed^they  would  be  suc- 
cessfully encountered.  As  an  instance, 
he  might  say  he  remembered  that  it  was 
recently  proposed  to  abolish  one  of  the 
prisons  in  the  county  of  Norfolk ;  but 
the  magistrates  of  West  Norfolk  spoke 
on  the  subject  of  the  proposal  as  if  they 
were  about  to  be  deprived  of  their  birth- 
right. Their  arguments,  however,  did 
not  prevail,  and  the  prison  was  now  shut 
up.  Well,  then,  as  to  the  machinery  of 
the  elections  which  his  right  hon.  Eriend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  devised,  he  looked  upon  the 
plan  as  being  as  complicated,  as  gloomy, 
and  as  unpleasant  as  if  it  referred  to  a 
Sacred  Conclave  going  to  elect  a  Pope. 
The  Guardians  of  the  different  Unions 
were  to  be  asked  to  come  to  the  places 
where  the  petty  sessional  work  was  done, 
as  if  they  had  assembled  to  nominate 

Mr.  Clare  E$ad 


Members  for  the  county.  Well,  in  some 
counties,  no  doubt,  they  had  splendid 
court-houses;  but  in  others  the  work 
would  have  to  be  done  in  public-houses, 
where  the  Guardians  would  be  shut  up 
for  two  mortal  hours.  He  thought  that 
in  some  instances  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  bring  them  together,  and  the  only 
way  to  keep  them  in  good  humour  under 
the  circumstances  would  be  to  order  in 

Eipes  and  glasses  all  round.  Senously 
e  asked  whether  Guardiims  coming  to- 
gether in  that  way  were  likely  to  make 
the  best  selections  ?  And  when  it  was 
said — '^Oh,  they  are  all  friends  and 
neighbours ;  they  well  know  the  fittest 
man  to  elect,"  ne  answered  that  they 
could  not  know  the  value  of  a  man  as  a 
Guardian  until  they  came  to  work  witii 
him.  They  might  find  a  man  to  be 
^rewd  and  sharp  at  market,  but  such  a 
man  would  know  full  well  the  value  of 
his  time.  Another  man  they  might  find 
to  speak  as  if  he  were  an  authority  on 
sanitary  matters,  and  as  to  the  true  prin- 
ciples on  which  iJie  Poor  Laws  were  to  be 
administered ;  but  the  scune  man  might 
prove  to  be  cantankerous  and  dis- 
agreeable as  a  member  of  a  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  one  who  changed  his 
opinion  every  week.  Another  mi^ht  be 
a  quiet,  shy,  unpopular  man,  unknown 
beyond  the  precincts  of  his  parish,  and 
yet,  from  constant  attendance  and  devo- 
tion to  the  work,  turn  out  to  be  an  ex- 
cellent Guardian,  one  who  ought  to  go 
to  the  county  board  rather  than  some  of 
the  gentlemen  who  were  more  likely  to 
be  elected.  For  his  part,  he  would  pre- 
fer a  more  matter-of-fSact  mode  of  Sec- 
tion than  that  proposed.  Why  should 
the  election  not  be  held  at  the  first 
meeting  of  the  Ghiardians  in  November  ? 
If  it  were  objected  that  there  might  be 
undue  influence,  then  let  there  be  vote 
by  ballot.  Li  his  Union  they  had  had 
vote  by  ballot  for  the  last  100  years. 
With  respect  to  the  appointment  of  oo- 
roners,  he  was  glad  his  right  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  get  rid  of  that  odious  mode 
of  election — ^namely,  the  direct  vote  c^ 
the  freeholders  throughout  the  county. 
No  man  holding  a  jumdal  office  ought 
to  be  appoint^  by  popular  election. 
It  almost  always  ended  in  a  party  fight, 
and  saddled  the  unfortunate  man  who 
lost,  and  the  perhaps  still  more  unfortu- 
nate man  who  won,  with  expenses  f3ir 
life.  It  was  now  proposed  to  return  to 
the  old  system  of  election  by  county 
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boards,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment,  having  made  the  proposal,  would 
go  farther,  and  provide  that  the  coun- 
try should  pay  the  coroners'  salaries. 
He  trusted,  too,  that  the  county  boards 
-would  recidfy  coroners'  areas,  as  at 
present  a  coroner's  map  of  Norfolk  was 
like  a  Chinese  puzzle.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) 
was  represented  to  have  said  that  he  did 
not  approve  the  powers  which  the  Bill 
conferred  upon  the  county  board  with 
respect  to  highways.  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  was  misrepresented,  as  he 
understood  him  to  say  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  have  the  clauses  in 
question  transferred  to  the  Highway 
BiU.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  sugges- 
tion thrown  out  by  his  hon.  Friend,  be- 
cause discussion  of  them,  especially  of 
those  which  related  to  tolls,  would  oc- 
cupy a  very  long  time ;  and  they  might, 
by  delay,  endanger  the  success  of  the 
principal  measure.  He  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  clauses ;  but  he  should 
be  glad  if  there  was  one  clause  in  the 
Bill  to  the  effect  that  for  future  highway 
legislation  the  county  authority  should 
be  the  county  board.  With  regard  to 
valuation,  he  was  sony  to  have  heard  his 
right  hon.  Friend  say  he  could  not  adopt 
the  plan  sketched  forth  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Bodwell)  last  year.  No  man  in  the  House 
was  a  higher  authority  on  the  subject 
than  was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 
he  agreed  with  him  that  the  best  court  of 
appeal  in  reference  to  value  would  be  a 
committee  of  the  valuation  board,  and 
that  on  all  questions  of  law  they  required 
a  higher  court  of  final  appeal  than  the 
court  of  quarter  sessions.  With  regard 
to  the  officials,  he  was  glad  to  find  that 
they  would  be  appoint^  by  the  board ; 
but  he  saw  nothing  in  the  Bill  about 
clerks  of  the  peace,  who  were  now  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lords  Lieutenant.  The 
magistrates  would  have  to  give  up  a 
great  deal  of  their  patronage.  That 
Joill  took  horn  them  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing asylum  officials  and  the  county 
analyst;  previous  legislation  took£rom 
them  the  officials  of  the  gaols,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  chief  magis- 
trate of  the  county  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  give  up  this  patronage, 
because  the  ratepayers  had  to  pay  the 
clerks  of  the  peace  as  well  as  other  offi- 
cials. If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ffave  up 
thii;  he  would  be  happy  to  offer  nim;  as 


a  reward,  a  seat  at  the  board.  The 
proposed  number  of  the  boards,  he 
thought,  was  fcoo  numerous.  He  found 
that  in  Norfolk  they  would  have  to 
elect  104  members  to  the  board  every 
year.  They  had  now  in  that  county 
300  magistrates ;  but  the  whole  of 
the  business  was  transacted  by  about 
30,  unless  there  was  business  of 
great  importance,  and  then,  perhaps, 
some  60  or  70  came  together.  It  might 
be  well  to  show  that  members  were 
not  to  be  appointed  on  these  boards 
simply  as  a  distinction,  or  in  order 
that  &ey  might  attach  certain  initials 
to  their  names;  but  that  they  might 
do  the  work  of  the  coimty.  He  thought 
the  election  of  members  for  one  year 
only  was  too  short  a  period;  but  they 
could  not  well  make  it  longer  till  the 
Guardians  were  elected  for  longer  time 
than  one  year.  He  was  not  jealous  of 
quarter  sessions.  He  knew  they  had 
done  their  work  remarkably  well.  But 
he  was  jealous  of  the  great  powers  of 
the  central  government.  He  was  jealous 
of  the  powers  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  even  under  the 
benign  reign  of  the  present  holder  of 
the  Office.  The  powers  of  the  Board 
were  so  great  that  it  could  throw  refrac- 
tory Gtifurdians  into  gaol ;  and  so  small, 
that  it  could  give  instructions  how  to 
improve  the  formula  of  a  currant  pud- 
ding. He  hoped  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  to  harmonize  and  consolidate 
all  the  numerous  local  and  conflicting 
authorities ;  and  he  also  hoped  that  the 
Boai'ds  would  form  a  new  and  |>owerful 
bulwark  against  the  centralizmg  ten- 
dencies of  modem  civilization. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  peel  said,  he  had 
listened  to  many  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare 
Read)  with  satisfaction.  He  agreed  with 
him  Ihat  the  Union  was  a  better  electoral 
area  than  the  petty  sessions  district.  He 
hoped  the  analogy  of  mimicipal  repre- 
sentation would  not  be  pushed  too  far, 
for  if  there  was  anything  scandalous  and 
anomalous  in  the  whole  range  of  repre- 
sentation, nothing  more  scandalous  or 
anomalous  could  be  foimd  than  the  way 
in  which  different  wards  were  represented 
in  both  large  towns  and  small  on  the 
municipal  council.  He  did  not  agree 
with  some  of  the  imfavourable  epithets 
which  had  in  the  course  of  the  evenine 
been  appHed  to  the  Bill.  He  looked 
upon  the  measure  as  one  upon  which  a 
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great  deal  might  be  built  hereafter. 
Objections  had  been  taken  to  the  Bill  as 
being  too  quarter-sesAional  and  too  ma- 
gisterial ;  but  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  it  was  a  serious  thing  to  deprive 
the  magistrates  of  the  many  things 
which  they  had  now  to  dispose  of  in 
the  various  committees  of  quarter  ses- 
sions. But  they  must,  on  the  other  hand, 
consider  what  was  the  cry  which  brought 
this  Bill  forward.  On  what  was  it 
founded?  It  was  founded  on  the  de- 
mand which  was  widely  expressed 
throughout  the  country  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  representation  should  be  adopted 
on  our  county  boards ;  and,  while  they 
gave  representation,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  given  in  no  grudging  spirit.  Ever 
since  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Norfolk  had  brought  forward 
his  Besolution,  and  before  that,  the  cry 
had  been  for  representation ;  and  he  was 
xmwilling  that  they  should  have  a  county 
board  on  which  they  would  have  a  too 
sharp  and  striking  contrast  between  non- 
elected  and  elected  members  on  a  board 
professedly  representative.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman advocated  one-third  instead  of 
one-half  as  the  proportion  which  county 
magistrates  were  to  bear  to  the  elected 
members ;  but  whatever  proportion  the 
House  might  fix  now,  when  they  had 
the  representative  board  established,  as 
he  hoped  they  would  have  under  the 
Bill,  it  would  not  lonc^  be  a  question  of 
one-third  or  one-half  of  ex-offieio  mem- 
bers side  by  side  with  representative 
members.  He  believed  that  the  time 
would  inevitably  come,  sooner  or  later, 
when  the  whole  of  the  members  of  the 
board  would  be  elected  by  some  system 
of  representation  by  the  whole  body  of 
the  ratepayers  at  large.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted tnat  at  present  it  would  be,  he 
would  not  say  dangerous,  but  it  would 
be  inexpedient  to  c^opt  direct  represen- 
tation at  once.  He  was  aware  of  the 
difficulties  they  would  have  to  contend 
with,  and  the  uncertainty  which  would 
exist  as  to  gettinp^  the  best  men  on  the 
board;  but,  lookmg  to  the  not  distant 
ftiture,  they  must  make  up  their  minds 
to  have  these  boards  elected  by  the 
whole  body  of  ratepayers,  and  he  was 
confident  that  due  weight  would  be 
given  under  any  system  to  men  of  the 
sodal  position  and  tried  ability  of  pre- 
sent members  of  quarter  sessions.  As 
to  the  electoral  area,  the  arguments 
against  the  Unions  had  been  repeatedly 
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stated.  It  was  true  that  ilie  XTnkms 
overlapped  ooimties  —  some  extending 
into  two,  some  into  three,  or  even 
four,  counties — but  he  thought  there 
was  a  tendency  to  overrate  the  ex- 
tent of  that  difficulty.  That  question 
could  be  dealt  with  in  one  of  three 
ways  —  by  a  Boyal  Conmussion,  by 
the  quarter  sessions,  or  by  the  county 
boards ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  a 
county  board,  as  elected  under  the  Bill, 
would  be  more  competent  than  any  other 
body,  by  an  arrangement  with  neigh- 
bouring county  boards,  so  to  ad^ist 
matters  that  the  Unions  might  be  made 
conterminous  with  county  Imiits.  There 
might  be  some  little  inconvenience  hAt 
at  first,  yet  all  the  difficulties  could  be 
decdt  witii,  and  the  intermediate  state  of 
representation  and  adjustment  of  contri- 
bution could  be  made  tolerable.  The 
Union  was  the  natural  area ;  and,  con- 
sidering the  number  of  duties  which  were 
already  thrown  upon  it  in  the  way  of 
valuation,  registration,  education,  and 
the  great  question  of  paupensm,  he 
could  see  nothing  more  fit  for  the 
nudeus  of  a  county  board  than  the 
Ghiardians.  Yet  when  Parliament  was 
about  to  saddle  them  with  new  duties,  it 
was  too  ostentatiously  provided  that 
they  were  to  be  associated  with  a 
number  of  persons  who  were,  not  like 
themselves,  elected,  but  who  were  to 
be  nominees  and  ex^ffieio  members  of 
the  board.  He,  for  one,  strongly  ob- 
jected to  fixing  the  hard-and-£e^  rule 
that  a  certain  number  should  be  ex- 
officio,  or  what  was  to  be  ostensibly  a  re- 
presentative board.  He  had,  however, 
risen  to  address  the  House  principally 
with  reference  to  one  of  the  functions  of 
the  new  boards,  which  was  of  great  im- 
pK>rtance — he  alluded  to  the  question  of 
river  conservancy.  It  was,  he  thought, 
a  weak  point  in  the  Bill  that  the  powers 
to  be  g^ven  to  these  boards  were  only 
permissive,  and  he  should  like  to  make 
that  permissive  power  in  many  cases 
compulsory,  for  otherwise  many  grave 
duties  would,  he  was  afraid,  be  relegated 
to  the  distant  future.  By  the  2ard  oUuse, 
the  board  might  undertoke,  if  it  pleased, 
the  conservancy  of  any  river ;  but  the 
word  "may"  pervaded  too  much  the 
whole  section,  and  he  would  ventoxe  to 
suggest  that,  instead  of  the  present  pro- 
posal, every  oounty  board  should  be 
ipeo  facto  constituted  the  eonservamnr 
board  of  the  county.  What  was  wanted^ 
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lie  contended,  was  some  general  super- 
vision oyer  the  waters  in  a  county,  and 
some  one  authority  to  which  any  person 
or  body  of  persons  might  refn:  who  had 
a  grievance  to  complain  of.  He  would 
have,  too,  as  members  of  the  conser- 
vancy committees,  not  those  elected 
from  the  county  at  large ;  but  those,  be 
they  petty  sessioncd  members  or  other- 
wise, who  actually  resided  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  themselves  felt  the  evil 
which  they  sought  to  have  removed. 
The  power  to  rate  towns  was  essential ; 
so  was  unity  of  management  and  power 
of  combination  of  several  counties,  for 
the  purpose  of  effective  control  of  the 
rivers.  He  was  aware  how  difficult  the 
whole  question  of  rating  was,  but  a  fair 
system  might  nevertheless  be  adopted, 
based  on  l£e  old  principle  of  due  pro- 
portion to  benefit  received.  Believ- 
ing that  the  Bill  might  be  improved, 
he  would  vote  for  the  second  reculing, 
and  try  to  make  it,  independent  of  ful 
Party  and  political  feeling,  a  good  mea- 
sure, so  that  it  might  be  a  benefit  to  the 
great  interests  of  county  government. 

SiB  GEOEGE  JENKENSON  said,  the 
country  was  indebted  for  this  BiU  to 
the  action  of  the  Chambers  of  Agriculture 
throughout  the  country,   and  he  con- 

fratumted  the  Qovemment  on  its  having 
een  received  favourably  by  the  House. 
No  doubt  the  chief  controversy  would 
take  place  upon  the  question  of  area; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  tiiat  the  area  pro- 
posed by  the  Government — namely,  the 
petty  sessional  divisions,  was  the  best 
that  had  yet  been  sup^ested.  It  was 
already  marked  out,  it  was  one  well- 
known  to  the  public,  and  it  was  familiar 
to  the  officials  who  would  have  to  deal 
with  the  elections,  and  it  was  an  area 
well  defined  for  all  purposes  of  jurisdic- 
tion ;  while  it  must  be  recollected  that 
the  adoption  of  an  area  like  the  Union 
with  uncertain  limits  and  boundaries — 
and  running  in  parts  of  different  counties 
— would  probablvnecessitate  a  Boundary 
Commission,  and  thus  entail  a  delay  of 
perhaps  two  or  three  years,  and  thus 
lose  the  passing  of  a  useful  and  much- 
wanted  measure.  The  chief  points  of 
detail  could  be  better  discussed  in  Oom- 
mittee.  On  the  whole,  he  was  happy  to 
say  that  he  cordially  supported  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill. 

Sm  THOMAS  ACLAND  thanked  the 
Gbvemment  for  havingat  length  brought 
the  question    before    the  Souse  in  a 


tangible  form,  and  said,  he  approached 
the  consideration  of  the  question  with  a 
sincere  desire  to  achieve  something  in 
the  shape  of  practical  legislation.    It 
was  a  subject  on  which  the  earnest  en- 
deavours of  many  hon.  Members  had 
been  directed,  and  to  which  previous 
Governments  had  been  studiously  work- 
ing.   The  general  scope  and  purpose  of 
the  Bill  were  very  great  indeed,  and  he 
was  not  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Colleagues  fully  appreciated  their 
magnitude.    Instead  of  ''county  finan- 
cial boards,"  they  were  asked  to  deal 
with  the  wider  question  of  '^  county  go- 
vernment ; "  and  he  gathered  that  the 
real  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a 
municipal  system  for  the  country  dis- 
tricts of  England  which  did  not  at  pre- 
sent enjoy  uiat  privilege.     Mu(^  had 
been  said  against  centraHzation,  but  he 
thought  in  mese  days  of  the  penny  post 
and  the  telegraph  ^id    railways  they 
must  have  centralization,  and  so  bring 
their  quiet   country  homes  and    rur^ 
parishes  into  greater  and  closer  commu- 
nication with  the  thought  and  feeling  of 
statesmen  and  Parliamentary  officials  in 
London.    They  did  not  require  a  set  of 
fences  and  bulwarks  against  centraliza- 
tion, but  a  powerful  system  of  local  ad- 
ministration,   through    which    and    by 
which  the    central  government   might 
attain  the  desirable  object  of  teaching 
people  how  most  wiselv  to  govern  them- 
selves.   The  Bill  was  mtended  to  create 
a  powerful  body  intermediate  between 
central  administration  and  those   who 
had  to  work  out  local  government  on 
the  spot;  but  it  was  open  to  question 
whether   the    effect    of   these   '^  buffer 
boards,"  as  they  were  colloquially  called, 
would  not  be  more  to  obstruct  tiie  cen- 
tral government  than  to  do  any   real 
positive  good.    It  might,  however,  on 
the  whole,  be  fairly  expected  that  they 
would  act  wisely  as  between  the  centred 
government  and  the  units.      He  was, 
however,  satisfied  that  if  there  had  been 
good  county  government  in  this  country 
during  the  past  four  years  education 
would  not  have  been  so  much  a  matter 
of  religious  controversy  and  acrimonious 
party  feeling  as  it  had  been.     TVlien 
ooun^  boards  were  duly  established,  he 
hoped  that  one  of  their  duties  would  be 
to  assist  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
improving  the  state  of  the  local  charities^ 
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for  there  was  at  present  a  very  great 
tendenoy  to  administer  local  charities  in 
the  interests,  not  of  the  poor,  hut  of  the 
ratepayers.  He  could  support  this  state- 
ment hy  numbers  of  cases  in  which  he 
had  been  personally  concerned.  The 
storage  of  water  was  another  important 
subject  which  might  engine  the  atten- 
tion of  county  boards.  As,  therefore, 
these  boards  would  have  before  them 
an  immense  amount  of  administration, 
they  ought  to  have  their  roots  deep 
in  our  national  institutions  and  to  be 
really  and  truly  representative.  The 
Bill  practically  deprived  the  quarter 
sessions  of  all  its  functions  except  those 
of  electing^a  chairman  and  a  pohce  com- 
mittee. For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
object  to  this;  but  he  thought  theoounty 
Members  did  not  ftdly  reiQize  what  the 
Bill  would  do  for  their  favourite  institu- 
tion. He  conld  not  accept  the  principles 
of  election  which  were  laid  down  in  this 
measure,  for  they  were  not  likely  to  con- 
duce to  the  permanence  of  county  go- 
vernment. What  was  wanted  was  not  a 
board  to  satisfy  the  cry  raised  by  tenant- 
farmers  in  Chambers  of  Agriculture,  but 
a  board  which  would  fulfil  the  munici- 
pal requirements  of  England.  If  it  was 
to  be  strong  it  should  rest  on  popular 
confidence  and  popular  sympathy.  The 
constitution  of  the  proposed  boards  ap- 
peared to  be  deficient  because  it  would 
rest  on  the  magisterial  office.  In  his 
judgment,  the  boards  ought  to  repre- 
sent property,  occupation  or  residence, 
and  labour.  There  were  many  persons 
in  country  districts  who  hcdd  small 
properties  of  their  own  which  they  oc- 
cupied and  farmed.  These  were  among 
the  most  valuable  members  of  sodeiy, 
and  he  did  not  want  to  see  them  passed 
over  altogether  because  they  were  per- 
sons not  qualified  to  be  magistrates  nor 
yet  classed  among  the  tenant-farmers. 
Although,  unfortunately,  it  was  a  fiact 
that  the  large  landowners  had  bought 
up  many  of  me  small  properties,  he  was 
not  at  all  sure  that  that  process  was 
Hkely  to  be  continued,  ta  tiie  more 
populous  districts  people  now  acquired 
small  properties  for  their  own  occupation 
and  residence,  and  they  were  coming 
into  the  same  position  as  the  old  yeomen 
possessors  of  small  properties.  Again, 
looking  forward  to  the  rature,  we  ought 
to  thimc  of  the  labourers,  and  there  was 
no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  th^ir  being" 
represented.  TheAgriculturalLabourenr 
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Unions  were  endeavouzing  to  agitttte  the 
country,  and  it  was  bad  policy  on  tiie 
part  of  a  Oonservative  Gfovemment  to 
pass  over  the  labourers  without  m airing 
provisions  for  giving  to  them  a  more 
Constitutional  mode  of  expressing  thdr 
rights  than  that  of  simply  voting  fat 
Guardians.  Again,  he  did  not  like  the 
representation  of  property  to  be  left  en- 
tirelv  in  the  hands  of  the  nominees  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  although  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  for  a  moment  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  ma^trates  was  not  on  the 
whole  exceedin^y  fair.  He  pressed 
upon  the  Oovemment  that  they  should 
adopt  in  a  system  founded  on  popular 
representation  the  principle  or  dire^ 
election.  The  principle  of  allowing 
towns  a  share  in  county  government  had 
been  recognized  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  this  Bill; 
but  the  proposal  was  wholly  inadequate 
to  ensure  a  reasonable  urban  representa- 
tion. Out  of  60  county  districts  there 
were  47  which  would  have  no  town 
represented,  and  eight  would  have  only 
one.  Now,  he  did  not  see  why  such  a 
principle  should  not  be  adopted  as 
would  give  towns  in  every  county  repre- 
sentation on  the  coimty  board.  If  these 
boards  were  to  consist  only  of  the  magis- 
trates and  tenant-fSEumers,  they  would 
not  be  equal  to  the  requirements  of 
England.  Why  not  have  &em  so  con- 
stituted that  professional  men  and  other 
well-qualified  persons  might  become 
members  ?  For  administrative  purposes 
he  agreed  that  the  Union  area  was  Uie 
proper  basis  for  constructing  county  go- 
vernment ;  and  he  believed  that  with  a 
little  trouble  the  Unions  might  be  ar- 
ranged, in  conjunction  with  counties,  on 
a  footing  which  would  meet  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.  He  regretted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  with  the  power 
at  their  command,  should  stave  off  direct 
representation  and  leave  it  to  a  future 
Parliament,  which  might  not  be  able  to 
deed  with  it  so  easily ;  but  if  the  GK^vem- 
ment  were  determined  to  adhere  to  the 
principle  of  indirect  election,  he  would 
urff e  upon  them  the  g^reat  importance  of 
enaeavourinff  to  improve  the  mode  of 
electing  the  local  boards  which  were  to 
elect  the  county  boards.  He  had  known 
many  instances  where  there  was  a  great 
difficulty  in  finding  persons  in  any  degree 
compet^t  to  act  as  Guardians  in  a 
parish.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  in  the 
Highway  BiU  the  right  hon.  Q^itleman 
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(Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  had  reoognized  the 
principle  of  taking  the  local  oircum- 
stanoes  of  particuhir  districts  into  ac- 
count, and  grouping  parishes  for  the 
purpose  of  rating  in  connection  with 
roads.  He  hoped  that  they  were  going 
into  this  question  not  as  a  mere  matter 
of  keeping  down  the  rates,  but  with  the 
view  of  establishing  a  system  which 
would  educate  the  people  in  public 
spirit,  and  provide  for  their  personal 
well-being  as  citizens.  While  a^eeing 
very  mudi  with  the  views  of  his  rieht 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Haliiaz 
(Mr.  Stansfeld),  he  did  not  wish  to  do 
anything  whicn  would  prevent  this  Bill 
from  being  considered  by  the  House, 
which  he  believed  to  be  a  serious  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  set  up 
local  government,  with  at  least  some 
attempt  to  encourage  popular  repre- 
sentation in  counties. 

Mb.  OREOOBY  said,  he  thought  that, 
in  discussing  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  the 
House  ought  to  consider  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  it 
had  fairly  carried  into  effect  the  Besolu- 
tion  arrived  at  by  the  House  last  Session ; 
and  whether hehad,  in  fact,  redeemed  the 
pledge  which  lie  gave  on  that  occasion. 
He  had  not  heard  anyone  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  done  so. 
Various  criticisms,  it  was  true,  had  been 
passed  on  the  Bill,  but  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  any  of  these  had  reference 
to  the  Besolution  of  last  year.  There- 
fore, as  the  Bill  was  framed  on  the  lines 
of  that  Besolution,  it  seemed  to  him  to 
carry  out  substantially  the  intentions  of 
the  House.  No  doubt  a  measure  of  a 
larger  scope  might  have  been  brought 
in ;  but  it  was  doubtful  whether  it  would 
have  escaped  the  criticism  which  had 
been  apphed  to  the  present  Bill,  and 
still  more,  whether  it  would  have  passed 
through  the  ordeal  of  that  House.  In 
his  judgment,  the  Bill  was  a  fair  one,  as 
it  did  substantially  what  wcusi  required. 
What  was  wanted  wfiusi  to  give  the  rate- 
payers a  representation  in  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  money  of  the  coimty.  This 
had  been  done  by  means  of  the  elective 
Guardians.  It  occurred  to  him,  how- 
ever, that  there  might  be  some 
doubt  whether  a  sufficient  attendance  of 
tiie  elective  Ghiardians  would  be  ob- 
tained, considering  that  those  gentlemen 
who  really  performed  their  functions 
tmder  this  Bill  must  be  prepared  to  give 
a   good   deal  of  their  time  and  some 


portion  of  their  money  in  the  fulfilment 
of  their  duties.    But  the  Bill  contained 
provisions  which  would,  to  some  extent, 
meet   that    difficulty.    Something  had 
been  said  about  the  want  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  towns,  but  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had   fairly    met 
the  case.    When  he  came  to  that  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  dealt  with  the  roads, 
he    confessed  he    had  somewhat  more 
difficulty.     That  was  a  part  of  the  Bill 
which  proposed  a  sort  of  dual  jurisdiction 
over  the  main  roads  of  the  county.    He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
accede  to  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  to  ante-date  the    period   within 
which  roads  were  to  be  taken  over  by 
the  county  board,  and  that  he  would 
name  1870  instead  of  1874.    The  high- 
way districts  would  have  imposed  upon 
them  the  repairs  and  maintenance  of 
turnpike  roads,  but  half  the  expense  of 
those  repairs  would  be  repaid  by  the 
county    Doard.     He  objected    to    this 
provision  because  it  involved  two  spend- 
ing authorities.      The  necessary    con- 
sequence of  that  would  be  that  both 
authorities  must  look  after  the  roads. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  see  why 
aU  these  main  roads  should  not  be  placed 
under  the  same  authority,  and  why  that 
authority  should  not  be  the  county  board. 
Let   their  surveyor  look  after  all  the 
coimty  roads,  and  let  them  provide  for 
the  maintenance  of  all  the  roads  out  of 
one  fund — namely,  the  county  rate.     He 
did  not  think  there  need  be  any  appre- 
hension   of   the   centralization    of  the 
administration    of  these  roads   in   the 
counly  boards,    and  this  arrangement 
would  get  rid  of  a  certain  conflict  of 
authority.    It  would  also  meet  another 
difficulty  intended  to  be  provided  against 
by    the    right     hon.    Gentleman.     He 
referred  to  those  portions  of  the  main 
roads  that  lay  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
large  towns,  and  on  which  a  considerable 
expenditure  was  involved  in  consequence 
of  the  traffic  to  and  from  those  towns. 
This  had  been  the  subject  of  considerable 
complaint  in  his  own  county.    A  proposal 
had  been  made  to  meet  the  difficulty  by 
giving  the  county  authorities  the  power 
within   certain  restrictions    of   putting 
up  turnpike  gates  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  towns.    This  was  objectionable, 
because  it  reverted  to  the  old  turnpike 

r'lem,    which    was    now  pretlr  well 
Ushed.     Still,  considering  the  oenefit 
which  tiie  towns  derived  from  the  roads, 
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it  was  only  just  that  they  should  oontri- 
bate,  to  some  extent,  to  the  maintenance 
and  repairs  of  those  roads.  He  should 
be  prepared  to  propose,  in  Oommittee, 
that  all  the  main  turnpike  roads  should 
be  taken  upon  the  county  rate,  and  that 
the  towns  ^ould  contribute  to  such  rate. 
In  other  respects,  he  thought  the  Bill 
fairly  carriea  out  the  Eesolution  of  last 
Session,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
pass  the  second  reading. 

Sm  HENRY  JACKSON  said,  that, 
in  the  erent  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  diyiding  the  House  on  his 
Amendment,  he  should  vote  with  him. 
He  observed  that  while  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  spoken  on  the  subject  was 
in  favour  of  the  establishment  of  some 
municipal  authority  for  counties,  all 
were  dissatisfied  witii  the  details  of  this 
measure ;  and  if  it  were  to  be  altered  in 
Committee  in  accordance  with  the  views 
of  every  Gentleman  who  had  supported 
the  second  reading,  very  little  of  the 
original  Bill  would  be  left.  Those  who 
had  spoken  most  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
had  admitted  there  was  no  finality  in  it, 
and  it  was  also  plain  that  it  would  not 
furnish  even  a  step  in  the  process  of 
establishing  a  permanent  basis  for  county 
government.  It  would  only  add  a  new 
area  to  the  existing  chaos  of  areas.  He 
could  not  see  what  was  the  gain  in 
making  any  change  at  all  imless  they 
were  prepared  with  something  better 
than  they  already  had.  He  found  a  per- 
fect imanimity  of  opinion  as  to  the  satis- 
factory manner  in  which  the  present 
quarter  sessions  did  their  work,  and 
that  nothing  called  for  a  change  except 
the  natural  demand  of  the  public  for  a 
representative  in  place  of  an  oligarchical 
system.  Certainly  there  was  no  pres- 
sure, and  he  therefore  thought  it  would 
be  wiser  to  reserve  the  measure  for 
another  Session,  when  opinion  would 
have  become  more  mature  with  regard  to 
the  subject.  His  principal  objection  was 
as  to  the  proposed  constitution  of  the  new 
board,  which  was  to  be  not  altogether  a 
new  body,  but  merely  a  portion  of  the 
old-estabUshed  quarter  sessions.  The 
two  distinct  elements  of  which  the  new 
board  would  be  composed — ^the  nomi- 
nated members  and  the  representative 
members — would  not  be  likely  to  assist 
each  other,  but  rather  to  come  into 
speedy  conflict.  Disguise  it  how  they 
would,  the  existing  body  would  feel  dis- 
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credited;  for  if  not  discredited,  why  were 
they  now  to  be  deprived  of  tiieir  func- 
tions ?  And  whenever  a  conflict  aroee, 
those  who  denied  their  authority  by  elec- 
tion would  assert,  and  probably  establish, 
a  certain  superiority  over  those  who  re- 
presented tnat  discredited  remnant  of 
the  old  authority.  Indeed,  a  better  mode 
of  constructing  a  machine  which  would 
not  work  could  hardly  be  conceived  than 
that  adopted  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
Desiring,  as  he  did,  that  there  should  be 
constituted  some  strong  and  efficient 
county  board,  invested  wi&  adequate 
powers,  he  must  confess  that  he  thought 
the  haJf-assent  which  the  ri^t  h^. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Bo(^)  had 
given  to  the  elective  principle — ^putting 
his  hand,  as  it  were,  to  the  plough  and 
yet  looking  back — was  not  (^culated  to 
attain  the  object  which  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  at  heart.  On  the  otiier  hand, 
supposing  the  new  court  of  quarter  ses- 
sions, consisting  partly  of  nominated  and 
partly  of  elected  members,  should  work 
well  for  administrative  purposes,  was 
there,  he  asked,  no  danger  that  tiie 
agitating  part  of  the  pubuc  might  de- 
mand that  the  judicial  functions  of  the 
court  of  quarter  sessions  should  also  be 
entrusted  to  the  same  hybrid  board?  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  ^e 
courage  to  take  from  the  quarter  sessions 
the  whole  of  their  present  Amotions,  and 
leave  the  magistrates  to  take  their  chance 
of  beine  elected,  then  assuredly  all  the 
best  of  tnem  would  be  elected,  and  would 
thus  go  into  the  board  with  pride  and 
satisfaction,  and  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Bill.  There  had  been  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  on  questions  of  detcul, 
and  much  had  been  said  about  direct, 
as  contrasted  with  indirect,  representa- 
tion. It  might  be  thought  a  matter  of 
course  that  all  on  that — the  Opposition — 
side  of  the  House  would  be  in  favour  of 
direct  representation ;  but  he  would  be 
inclined  to  vote  with  the  right  hon.  G^en- 
tleman  on  that  point,  if  care  were  taken 
that  those  who  had  the  duty  of  selecting 
were  themselves  fairly  representative 
men.  In  considering  this  question  they 
must  remember  that  they  were  not 
going  to  deal  with  an  area  which 
had  no  government  at  all ;  but  as  every 
yard  of  a  county  would  be  occupied 
by  some  local  government  or  o&er, 
the  county  board  would  really  have  to 
supply  the  function  rather  of  .a  federal 
than  of  a  local  government    It  would 
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have  to  deal  not  so  muoh  with  the  funo- 
tions  of  the  direct  looal  govemment,  as 
with  the  conflict  of  interests  whidi  would 
arise  between  a  series  of  neishboorine 
governments.  So  regarding  it,  he  did 
see  some  advantage  to  be  eained  by 
indirect  election  ramer  thaa  election  by 
the  popular  vote,  and  several  existing 
examples  of  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple had  been  citea  in  the  course  of  that 
discussion.  He  might  mention  in  con- 
nection with  this  point,  that  in  Canada 
there  prevailed  a  system  of  county  go- 
▼emment  which  worked  admirably—he 
referred  to  the  case  of  Ontario.  There 
the  primary  area  was  what  was  called 
the  township.  In  the  township  there 
was  a  direct  representation  of  the  rate- 
payers by  means  of  wards ;  they  had  a 
municipality  there  constituted  much  like 
our  urban  municipalities  at  home,  with 
powers  analogous  to,  but  rather  wider 
than,  those  of  the  latter;  but  every 
function  of  local  self-government  was 
vested  in  the  township  council,  elected 
directly  by  the  ratepapers.  Every  town- 
ship council  elected  a  reeve,  or  chairman, 
and  where  the  town  was  more  than  a 
certain  size,  a  deputy  reeve;  and  the 
reeves  and  deputy  reeves  of  all  those 
townships  together  formed  a  county 
council,  which  met  in  the  county  town 
and  discharged  that  sort  of  federated 
duty  which  the  separate  townships  could 
not  perform,  because  they  would  be 
acting  out  of  their  own  area.  Nothing 
could  work  better  than  that  system; 
which  was  one,  no  doubt,  of  indirect 
election,  but  of  indirect  election  based 
upon  the  widest  possible  electoral  bases 
in  the  choice  of  the  electing  body.  Ex- 
perience of  that  kind  was  not  without 
its  value  when  they  were  dealing  with  a 
measure  like  the  present.  Objecting,  as 
he  did,  to  the  mode  in  which  it  Was  now 
proposed  to  carry  out  the  principle  on 
which  they  were  all  agreed,  he  would 
suggest,  not  with  a  view  to  delay  the 
settlement  of  the  question,  but  in  order 
to  promote  the  passing  of  a  really  good 
and  effective  measure,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  decide  not  to  legislate  on 
that  question  at  once,  but  should  care- 
fully re-consider  this  Bill  in  the  light  of 
the  discussion  it  had  undergone. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  said,  the  selection  of 
the  areas  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions,  which 
was  made  above  40  years  aeo,  was  a 
great  success.  It  was  imposiUe  to  have 
adopted  areas  with  more  regard  to  the 


convenieneo  of  the  public;  the  head- 
quarters were  chosen  with  very  great 
skill,  but  with  no  consideration  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  counties.  In  the  case 
of  the  Union  in  which  he  lived,  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  would  result  in  extreme 
inconvenience,  not  only  to  the  Lancashire 
portion,  but  to  the  Yorkshire  portion, 
which  would  have  no  workhouse,  and 
would  have  to  begin  de  novo.  And  the  case 
in  his  Union  would  be  the  case  in  many 
of  the  Unions  in  the  country.  He  had  no 
olnection  to  a  petty  sessional  instead  of 
a  Union  area  being  adopted  as  that  in 
which  the  election  of  elected  Guardians 
should  be  held.  One  point  which  had 
been  raised  was  as  to  whether  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  chosen  members 
and  the  elected  members  should  be 
chosen  or  elected  for  one  year,  or  for  a 
longer  period.  He  felt  very  strongly 
that  there  should  be  a  certain  degree  of 
continuity  in  appointments  of  this  kind ; 
but  he  was  also  strongly  of  opinion  that 
if  they  wished  for  continuity  tney  should 
make  their  election  annual.  Guardians 
were  elected  every  year,  but  tiiey  were 
almost  invariably  re-elected.  He  did 
not  like  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  said  of  two 
evils  choose  the  least — ^if  he  did  not  Hke 
the  Bill  he  Hked  the  Amendment  less, 
and  therefore  he  should  unhesitatingly 
vote  gainst  it.  When,  if  ever,  the  time 
came  for  him  to  consider  how  to  vote  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
make  up  his  mind  how  to  act. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  admitted  that 
his  experience  of  local  government  had 
been  exclusively  conflned  to  boroughs; 
and,  therefore,  that  it  might  be  fairly 
argued  that  while  his  proposals  were 
suitable  for  great  urban  populations, 
they  were  imsuitable,  and  not  expressive 
of,  the  wish  of  the  agricultural  districts. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  not 
propose  to  offer  a  persistent  opposition 
to  this  measure  if  it  should  appear  that 
the  feeling  of  the  House  was  geneitdly 
in  its  favour.  Still,  like  his  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  who  had  opened  the  debate 
that  evening,  he  was  glad  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  his  protest  against  it. 
He  was  greatly  surprised  at  some  of  the 
statements  which  had  been  made.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  expressed  ob- 
jections which  almost  went  to  the  root 
of  the  Bill  \  and  yet  they  generally  con- 
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oluded  with  the  remark  that,  with  all  its 
faults,  they  liked  the  BiU.  He  had  always 
thought  that  flEurmers  were  a  shrewd, 
hard-headed  body  of  men,  as  capable  of 
managing  their  own  afiairs  as  people  in 
towns;  but  if  they  were  willing  to  accept 
such  a  sop  to  Oerberus  as  was  contained 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  he  should 
think  they  were  the  most  readily  con- 
tented and  least  exacting  of  all  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  He  thought  the  Bill 
originated  in  a  desire  to  give  to  the 
counties  local  institutions  which  should 
vie  in  their  efficiency,  simplicity,  and 
importance,  with  those  which  existed  in 
towns ;  but  such  a  desire  would  hardly 
appear  to  exist  from  the  speeches  which 
had  been  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  He  had  always  accepted  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Nor&lk  (Mr. 
Glare  Bead)  as  an  authority  on  local 
government  in  counties;  but  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  be  up  in  a  balloon 
in  regard  to  what  happened  in  towns. 
He  seemed  to  think  that  contests  in 
towns  gave  rise  to  all  sorts  of  acrimony 
and  ill-feeling;  but  he  could  tell  him 
that  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  Though 
they  fought  out  their  battles  no  acrimony 
or  ill-feeling  remained ;  and  the  contests 
did  not  in  the  least  interfere  with  their 
relations  with  their  political  opponents. 
True,  the  Birminghiun  Corporation  had 
a  debt  of  £5,000,000 ;  but  it  held  valu- 
able assets,  and,  if  it  were  sold  up,  it 
would  probably  pay  dO«.  in  the  pound. 
The  debts  of  this  and  other  towns  indi- 
cated the  magnitude  and  importance  of 
their  work ;  and,  where  urban  govern- 
ment had,  failed  it  was  generally  be- 
cause the  areas  were  so  small  and 
the  work  was  so  subdivided  that  good 
men  did  not  care  to  take  part  in  it. 
Some  of  the  great  Corporations  in  the 
Kingdom  administered  funds  which  were 
equfd  to  those  of  many  a  small  State  in 
providing  for  the  health  and  comfort;  of 
the  inhabitants,  and  in  that  administra- 
tion provided  a  channel  for  every  kind 
of  ability  and  usefulness.  He  had  hoped 
that  when  the  House  came  to  deal  with 
county  government  it  would  profit  by  the 
experience  gained  in  the  towns,  and  that 
they  would  have  taken  care  that  the 
work  to  be  performed  was  of  sufficient 
importance  to  attract  the  services  of  the 
best  and  most  efficient  administrators  in 
the  district.  The  first  object  of  the  Bill 
should-  have  been  the  simplification  of 
the  existing  system,  and  the  conoentra- 
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tion  of  the  work  of  the  present  minor 
authorities ;  to  have  created  a  primary 
area  which  should  have  been  of  sufficient 
importance  and  size  to  lend  a  dignity 
and  importance  to  the  work  which  had 
to  be  performed.  The  Bill,  instead  of 
simpli^ing  t^ie  constitudon,  had  actually 
complicated  it,  as  it  added  not  only  a 
new  authority,  but  also  a  new  area,  and 
instead  of  concentrating  the  work  it  did 
just  the  opposite.  In  fkot,  it  left  undone 
those  things  it  ou^ht  to  have  done,  and 
dealt  with  the  subject  in  such  a  faltering 
manner  that  he  felt  sure  it  would  never 
prove  to  be  a  satisfactoiy  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  It  was  simply  a  Bill  to  do 
away  with  quarter  sessions — to  destroy 
the  intemty  and  independence  of  that 
historicea  and  time-honoured  institution. 
If  efficiency  and  economy  were  the  only 
objects  sought  for  it  was  unnecessaiy  to 
make  a  change— certainly  not  a  change 
in  the  present  direction.  The  object  ci 
our  local  reformers  ought  to  be  to 
strengthen  and  invigorate  local  life  in 
the  counties,  and  secure  some  sort  of 
civic  education.  The  position  of  a  county 
magistrate  had  been  one  that  was  some- 
what sought  after,  and  which  had  con- 
ferred certain  social  distinction;  but 
could  anyone  say  that  the  traditional 
influence  and  authority  of  a  county 
magistrate,  or  of  the  quarter  sessions^ 
would  be  transferred  to  this  bran  new 
body  ?  County  gentlemen  who  had  not 
taken  great  interest  in  the  expenditure 
of  a  rate  of  3«.  or  As,  in  tue  pound 
would  not  care  much  about  a  rate  of 
l^d.  in  the  pound,  a  few  permissive 
powers,  and  the  occasional  election  of  a 
coroner.  The  representative  element  in  the 
board  was  concealed  within  a  multitude 
of  checks  and  restrictions,  and  reminded 
him  of  a  nest  of  Japanese  boxes,  one 
within  the  other,  the  innermost  of  which 
contained  nothing,  for  half  the  electors 
were  ex-officio  members  of  their  boards, 
and  the  other  half  were  elected  by  a 
limited  constituency  with  plural  votes. 
A  board  so  constituted  must  necessarily 
involve  the  abandonment  of  the  educa- 
tional idea  connected  with  the  conduct 
of  local  government  work.  He  feared 
also  that  the  proposed  constitution  of  the 
board  would  mterfere  with  its  efficiency. 
It  was  intended  to  have  a  number  of  ex- 
officio  members,  and  he  thought  expe- 
rience went  to  prove  that  such  members 
did  not  take  the  same  amount  of  interest 
in  the  work  devolving  upon  them  as  was 
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taken  by  members  who  owed  their  posi- 
tion to  me  result  of  open  eleotions.  He 
had  been  told  that  the  ex-offioio  Ghiardians 
seldom  attended  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
except  when  there  was  some  piece  of 
patronage  to  be  disposed  of.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  result  would  be  the  same 
with  respect  to  the  county  boards.  He 
could  not  see  that  the  class  whose  in- 
terests were  to  be  safeguarded  could 
lose  by  appealing  to  the  electors  in  the 
most  open  and  direct  manner.  Local 
ability,  influence,  and  wealth  would 
always  have  their  due  efiPect ;  and  county 
gentlemen  who  had  shown  any  desire  to 
serve  their  neighbours  might  rely  on 
their  sufi&ages  without  any  of  these  un- 
necessary restrictions.  With  regard  to 
the  double  elections,  he  thought  further 
inquiiT  would  show  that  the  persons 
thus  chosen  would  be  less  amenable  to 
public  criticism  and  control  than  those 
who  were  elected  directly  by  the  rate- 
payers. It  had  been  said  that  direct  elec- 
tions would  introduce  political  matters 
into  the  board;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Gk)yem- 
ment  Board  (Mx,  Sclater-Booth)  was  very 
sanguine  if  he  thought  the  present  mea- 
sure would  succeed  in  excluding  Party 
bias.  He  believed  that  the  majority  of 
the  members  of  these  boards,  which 
were  nominally  to  have  no  political 
bias,  would  hold  very  strong  and  sound 
Conservative  opinions.  What  he  wanted 
the  House  to  consider  was  whether  they 
were  right  in  endeavouring  to  exclude 
political  considerations  from  local  go- 
vernment. To  his  mind,  the  desire  to 
exclude  such  matters  proceeded  £rom 
taking  too  low  a  view  of  what  consti- 
tuted political  considerations.  If  they 
were  not  a  question  merely  of  Party  in- 
terests and  personal  ambition,  but  a 
question  of  the  application  of  great 
principles  to  the  government  of  the 
nation,  there  was  likely  to  be  as  much 
difference  in  the  point  of  view  of  a 
Liberal  and  a  Conservative  in  matters  of 
local  government  as  there  would  be  in 
matters  of  national  finance  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  State  Department.  He 
objected  to  the  Bill,  because  it  failed  to 
remove  the  existing  state  of  anarchy  and 
confusion ;  because  it  destroyed  a  board 
which  had  hitherto  worked  well,  and 
substituted  a  new  authority  which  was  a 
mere  pretence  of  representation,  which 
kept  the  word  of  promise  to  the  ear  but 
broke  it  to  the  hope. 

YOL.  OOXXXYn.  [xHiBD  81IUSS.] 


Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  con- 
eratulated  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that,  notwithstanding 
the  various  theories  in  favour  of  direct 
representation  which  had  been  advanced, 
he  had    chosen  the    indirect  mode   of 
representation.    He  had  before  him  the 
example  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  and  of  the  Asylums  Board,  both 
of  which  had  worked  very  well.  He  had 
himself  been  associated  with  the  Metro- 
politan Board  for  nearly  12  years,  and 
for  eight  years  had  occupied  the  position 
of  Chairman,  and  could  therefore  speak 
with  confidence  of  indirect  representa- 
tion.    And  with  regard  to  the  Asylums 
Board,  he  knew  something  of  that  body, 
because  he  was  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Guardians  who  had  elected  it,  and 
knew  that  it  had  worked  very  satisfac- 
torily.  He  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had 
said  that  the  Metropolitan  Board  had 
gained  neither  in  dignity  nor  authority 
by    the    process    of   indirect    election. 
Now,  with  regard  to  dignity,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it   attained  its  dignity  by 
the    due   discharge  of  the  duties  im- 
posed on  it,  and  did  not  look  for  it  in 
any  other  way ;  and,  with  regard  to  its 
influence  and  authority,  he  might  say 
that,  having  been  in  existence  for  22 
years,  and  having  been  originally  ap- 
pointed   to    carry  out   one  Act  alone. 
Parliament  had  now  entrusted  it  with 
the  power  of  carrying  out  many  others. 
With  regard  to  expense,  the  election  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  cost  nothing,  or, 
at  any  rate,  nothing  beyond  a  merely 
nominal  sum ;  whilst  that  of  the  School 
Board  in  1876  cost  nearly  £10,000,  paid 
out  of  the  rates,  besides  the  expense  in- 
curred by  individual  candidates.    At  the 
last  two  elections,  excluding  the  City, 
there  were  414,485  persons  entitled  to 
vote,  and  only  about  144,599  took  the 
trouble  to  go  to  the   poll.     The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  seemed  to 
think  it  would  be  an  excellent  thing  to 
bring  politics  into  the  administration  of 
local  affairs.  With  that  view  he  entirely 
disagreed.    There  was  no  reason  what- 
ever that  he  could  see  why  in  the  con- 
duct of  local  government  Liberals  and 
Conservatives  should  not  work  cordially 
together,  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
the  destruction  of  any  local  system  of 
government  to  have  politics  mixed  up 
with  it.     This  he  said  as  the  result  of 
what  experience  had  taught  him  asChair^ 
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rman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
of  which,  he  believed,  the  majority  of  the 
members  did  not  agree  with  him  as  to 
political  matters;  but  at  that  Board 
thejr  did  not  allow  their  political  yiews 
to  interfere  with  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  Neither  did  he  concur  with  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  opinion  that  those 
who  were  elected  in  a  direct  manner 
would  be  more  responsible  to  the  elec- 
tors than  if  they  were  chosen  by  the 
indirect  method.  The  men  elected  by 
the  vestries  and  district  boards  of  the 
metropolis  were  ten  times  more  re- 
sponsible than  were,  for  example,  the 
elected  members  of  school  boards.  The 
latter  seemed  to  do  as  they  liked,  and 
spend  as  much  money  as  they  liked; 
but  if  the  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  were  extravagant,  they  would  soon 
be  called  to  account  for  their  conduct. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Asylums  Board 
entertained  a  similar  opinion  in  favour 
of  indirect  election,  believing  it  to  be  the 
best  method  of  obtaining  good  and 
efficient  men  to  discharge  the  various 
duties  confided  to  their  care.  He  thought 
that  election  for  one  year  would  be  too 
short  a  period,  as  the  Guardians  would 
fall  under  the  influence  of  their  own 
officials,  and  they  ought  to  be  able  of 
themselves  and  from  their  own  know- 
ledge to  carry  on  the  business  of  the 
boards.  He  wished  to  ask  what  re- 
presentation would  be  given  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  in  regard  to  the 
area  within  their  jurisdiction  ;  because, 
if  the  metropolis  was  to  be  mixed,  there 
ought  to  be  some  representation. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  the  subject 
could  not  be  said  to  have  failed  in  at- 
tracting attention,  seeing  that  this  was 
the  second  night's  debate  upon  it,  and 
considering  that  men's  minds  were  di- 
rected to  other  very  important  matters. 
Now,  anyone  who  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld), 
would  agree  that  the  question  could  not 
have  been  more  forcibly  or  ably  dis- 
cussed; but  there  was  an  amount  of 
misconception  as  to  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  existing  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  which  he  would  like  to 
try  to  remove.  There  were  three  points 
in  that  Resolution — direct  election,  the 
composition  of  the  boards,  and  the  areas. 
They  were  all  of  them  important ;  but 
their  relative  importance  was  very  wide 

Sir  James  JIPQarel-ffogg 


apart.  The  questicni  of  direct  election 
was  one  that  seemed  to  conmiend  itself 
to  many  hon.  Members  upon  his  side  of 
the  House ;  but  that  view  was  not  shared 
in  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  If,  how- 
ever, there  was  to  be  direct  election,  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  better  for  three 
years,  and  not  one  year.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  seemed  to  think  that  Party 
politics  would  be  the  result  of  direct 
elections.  He  should  be  son^  if  theae 
elections  were  made  a  pretext  for  Party 
strife ;  but  he  could  not  see  how  indirect 
election  would  shut  out  Party  politics. 
But  the  point  was  not  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  three ;  because,  if  they 
were  to  have  indirect  elections  for  a  trial 
of  the  system,  they  could  easily  fall  back 
upon  direct  elections,  if  experience  should 
point  to  it  as  being  better.  Then,  as  to 
the  members  of  the  Boards  being 
balanced  between  the  elected  and  the 
non-elected,  was  it  supposed  that  there 
would  be  some  antagonism  ?  From  his 
experience  he  tiiought  that  there  would 
be.  The  area  was  the  most  important 
point,  and  the  selection  of  the  petty 
sessions  was  incomprehensible.  They 
had  hoped  that  boards  would  be  estab- 
lished which  would  give  some  pros- 
pect of  working  harmoniously  with 
other  existing  Boards;  but  the  area 
selected  would  harmonise  with  nothing. 
They  did  not,  when  dealing  wim 
these  questions  of  county  management, 
consider  them  as  a  whole.  They 
considered  one  subject,  and  disre- 
garded all  the  rest.  There  was  the 
question  of  in-door  relief.  If  spread  over 
a  larger  area  there  would  be  a  great 
saving.  Everybody  knew  what  success 
had  attended  the  measure  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  that  if  the  aged  were  provided 
for  at  one  place,  the  sick  at  another,  and 
the  children  at  another,  the  management 
would  be  better  and  more  eoonomicaL 
Hon.  Members  might  say  that  that  was 
not  the  question  before  the  House.  He 
mentioned  it  in  order  to  ask  whether  it 
was  wise  to  shut  their  eyes  to  it,  and  to 
place  barriers  against  Uieir  actions  in 
the  &ture  ?  He  was  afraid  that  if  ^ey 
once  established  these  petty  sessional 
areas,  they  would  become  the  areas  for 
administration.  They  might  become  the 
highway  areas,  and  if  so,  let  them  con- 
sider, the  conflict  that  would  arise 
between  the  highway  and  the  sanitary 
areas,  and  how  difficult  it  would  be  to 
deal  with  the  sewage  question.    One 
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qnestioii  whioh  mwst  soon  oome  usder 
tne  notice  of  the  local  aHthorilies  was 
that  of  the  water  flupplj.  The  qneetion 
of  the  storage  and  ntilication  of  water, 
yiewed  in  aU  its  aspects,  was  of  gigantic 
dimensions,  and  it  was  impossible  uiat  it 
could  be  withdrawn  altogether  fk^m  the 
control  of  the  county  board.  It  could, 
howeyer,  only  obtain  a  voice  in  the  matter 
in  connection  with  l^e  sanitary  area.  If 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  upon  the 
best  lines,  he  thou^t  it  would  have  been 
made  a  r^visionid  Bill.  He  thought  it 
would  have  been  well  to  elect  a  county 
board  provisionally,  giving  to  it  the 
work  or  simplification  of  areas.  If  they 
were  determined  that  this  board  should 
have  only  the  duty  they  now  proposed 
for  it,  there  was  no  difficulty  for  the  mere 
puipose  of  elections,  in  working  with  the 
Umon  area  so  far  as  it  corresponded  with 
the  county.  The  re-adjustment  of  the 
Union  area  need  not  follow  immediately. 
If  it  were  taken  as  far  as  it  coincided 
with  the  county,  much  difficullr  would 
be  avoided,  and  the  door  would  not  be 
shut  against  the  consideration  of  the 
question  at  some  future  date.  The  sub- 
jectof  centralization  had  been  mentioned, 
and  he  would  remark  that  it  came  about 
in  two  ways — either  by  the  simple  sub- 
ordination of  all  local  authorities  to  a 
central  one— a  system  which  worked 
smoothly  enough  in  some  countries — or 
by  a  different  process,  as  in  England, 
where  the  local  machinery  worked  with 
80  much  friction  that  there  was  a  constant 
necessi^  for  an  appeal  to  a  central  um- 
pire. It  was  mere  waste  of  breath  to 
declaim  against  centralieation,  and  then, 
when  opportunity  offered  itself,  to  take 
no  step  in  spite  of  the  manifest  confusion 
in  the  local  government  of  the  country. 
But,  in  truth,  the  Bill  was  out  of  date, 
though  it  would  have  been  suitable 
enough  at  the  time  when  Hume  and  Mr. 
Milner  GKbson  made  their  proposals.  As 
for  the  transfer  of  the  work  of  the  magis- 
trates to  the  county  board,  it  was  to  be 
borne  ih  mind  that  the  magistrates  had 
a  much  smaller  share  now  than  for- 
merly of  the  whole  local  administration, 
and  that  the  dominant  purpose  of 
local  government  was  poor  relief  and 
sanitary  measures.  Admirably  con- 
sistent views  on  the  subject  had  been 
taken  by  the  Sanitiy  Commission,  over 
which  tbe  right  bon.  OenUeman  (Sir 
Oharles  Adderley^  had  presided,  and  he 
wa«  turethey  would  commend  themselveB 


to  the  House.  The  title  of  the  Bill  was 
a  misnomer.  The  Bill  was  called  a 
County  Oovemment  Bill.  It  should  be 
a  County  Board  Bill.  They  could  not 
give  it  the  strength  and  power  of  a 
County  Government  Bill  unless  it  was 
the  head  and  centre  of  aU  the  local  ad- 
ministration within  the  confines  of  the 
county.  What  was  wanted  was  a  Bill 
that  would  check  centralization  in  Lon- 
don, and  that  the  counties  might  conduct 
their  own  local  affairs  without  reference 
to  a  board  in  London.  No  doubt  that 
as  long  as  the  Imperial  Government  con- 
tribute to  local  burdens,  they  must  see 
that  they  got  value  for  their  money ;  but 
what  was  wanted  was  to  get  rid  of  that 
constant  interference  which  irritated 
every  man  who  took  part  in  the  local 
government.  He  was  curious  to  see 
what  would  be  done  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  The  opinion  of  the  House  was 
distinctly  aeainst  the  petty  sessional  area. 
[**No,  no!"]  At  all  events,  he  was 
not  misquoting  the  debate  in  stating 
that  the  current  of  opinion  ran  strongly 
against  it.  The  change  would  not  be  as 
troublesome  as  had  been  imagined,  and 
no  excuse  on  the  score  of  trouble  could 
be  accepted.  The  House  was  anxious 
to  settle  the  question,  and  the  one  thing 
wanted  was  a  measure  that  would  take 
the  first  step  towards  its  solution. 

Mb.  NE WDEGATE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  has 
enunciated  a  principle  which  I  know  he 
entertains  strongly,  and  which  prevails 
among  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  avoid  centralization,  and  he 
teUs  us  that  the  means  of  avoiding^  cen- 
tralization is  to  concentrate  aU  authority 
in  a  limited  number  of  local  bodies ;  it 
seems  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
totally  fails  to  perceive  that  this  concen- 
tration has,  in  every  country  where  it 
has  been  tried,  proved  to  be  the  first 
step  towards  centralization.  If  you  cen- 
centrate  all  authority  in  a  limited  num- 
ber of  districts,  or  limited  number  of 
centres,  you  take  the  first  step,  and 
render  the  extension  of  centralization 
immensely  more  easy.  I  think  that 
that  is  a  simple  and  clear  proposition — 
that  was  the  process  by  which  the  cen- 
tralization of  France  was  accomplished. 
And  then  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
persuade  us  that  we  are  about  to  adopt 
a  novel  principle— to  adopt  a  novel  area 
for  county  administration ;  because  we 
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prefer  the  petty  seesional  diyision.  Why, 
these  are  at  present  the  existing  district 
areas  for  county  administration.  They 
have  been  so  for  centuries,  and  at  this 
moment  they  are  not  only  the  areas  for 
the  administration  of  justice,  but  they 
are  the  areas  for  the  administration  of 
the  roads.  [Mr.  Clabb  Esad  :  No.]  I 
say  that,  where  highway  dis^cts  have 
not  been  formed,  the  petty  sessional  dis- 
trict is  the  area  for  local  administration. 
I  have  acted  as  a  magistrate  for  40 
years,  and  have  had  some  experience  of 
that  fact.  Then,  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site speak  as  if  we  were  introducing 
some  novel  area  and  some  novel  sphere 
of  administration.  The  petty  sessional 
area  is  a  police  district,  and  as  to  there 
being  any  doubt  in  the  minds  of  the 
population  with  respect  to  the  centres  of 
these  areas,  why,  every  policeman  is 
bound  to  inform  every  inhabitant  of  the 
district  where  these,  the  centres  of 
county  administration,  are— but,  in  fact, 
these  centres  are  perfectly  well  known ; 
they  are  the  habitual,  time-honoured 
centres  of  county  administration,  as  it 
has  existed  for  generations.  It  is  now 
desired  to  increase  the  sphere  of  county 
administration  by  increasing  the  number 
of  subjects  with  which  it  is  to  deal ;  be- 
cause the  sphere  of  county  qua  county 
administration  is  to  be  enlarged,  hon. 
Members  opposite  seem  to  thmk  it  in- 
cumbent upon  them,  while  creating  a 
concentration  of  authority,  to  erect,  also, 
new  centres  of  administration,  and 
would,  therefore,  repudiate  the  system 
of  areas  which  exists.  All  that  is  really 
needed  is  an  enlargement  of  the  func- 
tions of  the  authorities  who  at  present 
meet  in  those  petty  sessional  censes,  for 
the  purpose  of  accomplishing  the  object 
which  we  have  in  view.  But  I  entertain 
a  distinct  objection  to  the  Union  area. 
The  Unions  were  formed  for  a  distinct 
purpose — the  administration  of  relief  to 
the  poor,  which  is  a  totally  distinct  func- 
tion from  county  administration.  The 
Unions  were  never  formed  for,  and  have 
never  been  adapted  to,  county  adminis- 
tration ;  and  the  proof  of  that  is,  that 
they  overlap  the  county.  On  the  other 
hand,  in  the  petty  sessional  districts,  we 
have  areas  wnich  are  specially  adapted 
to  county  administration,  and  are  limited 
to  the  counties ;  and  I  can  see  no  reason 
for  preferring  the  Union  areas,  except 
that  they  are  areas  so  inconvenient  that 
their  adoption  will  lead  to  a  large  altera- 

Mr.  NewdegaU 


tion  of  their  limits,  and  tend  towards 
the  formation  of  electoral  districts  fm 
municipal  purposes.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Birminghun  QAx,  Chamberlain)  has 
the  honesty  to  say  that  he  wishes  to  see 
the  distinction  between  municipal  and 
political  Unctions  abolished.  Now,  any 
man  who  has  studied  the  Constitution 
of  this  country,  loiows  the  evil  of  local 
administration  beooming  tainted  by  poli- 
tical interference,  and  that  political  action 
gains  nothing  in  purity  £K>m  the  confu- 
sion with  municipal  objects.  Nothing 
is  more  marked  in  the  Gonstitation  of 
this  country  than  the  distinction  it  pre- 
serves between  municipal  and  political 
functions  and  action.  If  the  existence 
of  the  Constitution  of  this  country  is 
worth  anything,  as  contra-distingni^ed 
from  the  syi^m  which  pre^uls  in 
France,  the  fact  of  its  maintaining  a 
broad  distinction  between  municipal 
and  political  functions  is  a  characteristic 
which  ought  to  be  preserved,  for  it  dis- 
tinguishes the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
tnr  from  the  oentridized  system  of  France. 
If  you  are  not  tired  of  En^and  as  she 
has  been,  or  ashamed  of  England  as 
she  is,  you  will  adhere  to  the  principle 
which  has  marked  her  internal  govern- 
ment— thatofalwaysmaintainingabroad 
distinction  between  municipal  and  poli- 
tical functions.  In  Birmingham  the 
hon.  Member  is  at  the  head  of  a  very 
powerful  combination.  He  has  been 
mayor  of  the  borough,  and  he  repre- 
sents the  borough  in  this  House  with 
an  ability  we  all  acknowledge;  bat 
what  is  the  source  of  his  strength  ?  The 
complete  fusion  and  confusion  of  muni- 
cipal with  political  functions,  enforced 
by  a  single  extemporised  body  of  600 
persons,  who  are  yarded  chiefly — if  not 
entirely  —  by  political  considerations. 
Surely,  Sir,  the  House  cannot  desire  to 
see  that  system  extended  throughout 
the  country,  whether  the  predominance 
to  be  achieved  by  such  a  process  be  in 
favour  of  that  which  is  called  Conserva- 
tism, or  of  that  which  is  called  liberal- 
ism. The  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
spoke  with  the  greatest  possible  honesty 
and  frankness.  He  says — ''  I  am  dis- 
contented with  this  Bill,  because  it  does 
not  fuse  municipal  with  politicctl  func- 
tions and  authority."  He  says — "I 
am  discontented  with  this  Bill,  because 
I  look  forward  to  the  equalization  of 
the  franchise  throughout  the  whole 
country  " — an  object  wbichi  I  admit,  ia 
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perfeoUj  consistent  with  the  somewhat 
extreme  opinions  he  is  known  to  enter- 
tain ;  and  he  asks  us  Oonservatives  to 
hesitate  hefore  taking  the  step  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  because  it  is  a  Bill  which 
is  inconsistent  with  his  political  creed — 
a  creed  which,  to  use  an  old-fashioned 
phrase,  is  that  of  an  advanced  Eadical. 
3ir,  I  stand  strongly  by  the  petty  sessional 
area,  and  for  this  reason — I  deprecated  the 
Prisons  Act  of  last  Session,  because,  to  my 
mind,  it  struck  a  heavy  blow  at  the  Com- 
mon Law,  and  ousted  the  j  urisdiction  of  the 
magistrates,  for  no  sufficient  reason.  By 
this  Bill,  if  you  retain  the  petty  sessional 
area,  you  are  sure  to  have  justices  of  the 
peace  to  act  at  every  centre,  because 
magistrates  are  provided  for  that  centre, 
in  order  that  they  may  administer  jus- 
tice ;  and,  I  ask,  is  there  anything  in 
their  administration  of  justice  as  a  body 
which  you  have  seen,  which  ought  to 
be  held  to  unfit  them  for  the  municipal 
functions  which  you  now  contemplate 
bestowing  ?  The  fact  is,  as  I  have 
shown,  in  the  case  of  highway  adminis- 
tration, and  in  many  other  ways,  the 
justices  already  administer  municipal 
affairs ;  and  my  belief  is  this — that  the 
county  board  will  be  far  better  with  a 
due  proportion  of  magistrates,  provided 
that  to  them  are  added  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  elected  Gnardians.  There  is  a 
Guardian  for  every  parish;  and,  after 
aU,  the  parish  is  tiie  unit  of  the  petty 
sessional  district,  just  as  it  is  the  unit  of 
the  Union  district.  The  Union  has  a 
centre,  and  so  has  the  petty  sessional 
area.  Well,  Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  no 
valid  reason  has  been  shown  for  break- 
ing up  the  county  system  of  administra- 
tion, although  I  see  that  it  is  desirable 
that  the  elective  principle  should  be  so 
adapted  as  to  introduce  into  that  svstem 
a  new  element.  I  am  strongly  in  mvour 
of  the  system  of  indirect  election.  The  hon. 
andgaUantBaronettbe  Memberfor  Truro 
(Sir  James  M'Oarel-Hogg)|has  given  you 
good  evidence  with  respect  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  custom  of  election  in  the 
case  of  the  Board  over  which  he  so  ably 
presides ;  and,  if  you  desire  a  wider  ex- 
ample, in  what  country  in  Europe  has  a 
democratic  constituency  been  brought  to 
work  more  smoothly,  and  under  greater 
difficulties,  than  in  Italy?  Yet,  the 
political  elections  in  Italy  are  all  indirect 
— are  all  conducted  on  the  principle 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President   of    the   Local   Government 
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Board  proposes  to  introduce  by  this  Bill. 
And  I  do  not  think  that  the  House  could 
have  failed  to  feel  the  force  of  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Truro.  By  the  system  of  direct  election, 
by  a  democratic  constituency,  you  de- 
stroy the  sense  of  responsibility  in  many 
important  matters  of  detail ;  by  adopt- 
ing the  system  of  indirect  election,  you 
increase  the  sense  of  responsibilitv  in 
matters  of  detail,  and  municipal  func- 
tions relate  to  matters  of  detail.  You 
may  be  sure  that  the  Guardians  will 
choose  the  best  men  whom  the  rate- 
payers have  returned  for  county  adminis- 
trations, and  will  have  no  feeling  of 
jealousy,  because  already  the  Unions  in 
which  they  act  are  overpowered  by  the 
multiplicity  of  their  functions.  I  know 
that,  m  my  own  county,  the  best  Guar- 
dians will  be  very  glad  to  have  the  op- 
portunity of  selecting  from  their  own 
body  the  men  who  are  best  fitted  to  xm- 
dertake  the  functions  which  are  contem- 
plated by  this  Bill.  They  tell  me  that 
they  have  already  enough  to  do  as 
Ghiardians;  and  my  belief  is  that  this 
Bill,  regulated  as  its  action  is  intended 
to  be,  according  to  the  petty  sessional 
districts,  and  founded  upon  the  principle 
of  indirect  election,  is  a  measure  which 
will,  in  some  degree,  compensate  for  the 
blow  which  the  county  system  received 
through  that  bad  measure — the  Prisons 
Act — of  the  last  Session. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  done 
him  the  honour  to  refer  to  a  Bill  which 
he  had  introduced  some  years  ago,  and 
in  which  the  petty  sessional  division 
figged  as  the  area  for  the  election  of 
representatives  of  the  county  board;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  fail 
to  remember  that  in  every  other  respect 
the  Bill  then  introduced  entirely  differed 
from  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  brought  forward.  The  objec- 
tion taken  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
the  petty  sessional  division  was  that  the 
electoral  area  was  made  different  from 
the  administrative  area.  The  administra- 
tive area  was  the  Union ;  but,  under 
this  Bill,  the  Guardians  were  directed 
to  elect  representatives  under  the  petty 
sessional  division  area.  That  was  an 
anomaly  which,  on  the  whole,  had  met 
with  the  disapproval  of  a  majority  in 
the  House.  But  under  the  Bill  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded 
that  did  not  occur,  because  the  Guardiana 
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were  not  made  electors  in  any  sense  to 
the  new  board.    There  was  no  confusion 
between    the    administrative    and    the 
electoral  area.  The  Boards  of  Gnardians 
were  put   aside,    rightly   or  wrongly; 
a  new  system  was  built  up,  a  new  ad- 
ministrative area  established,  and  the 
election  was  made  to   cover   that  ad- 
ministrative   area.       Therefore,    there 
was  no  analogy  between  his  own  pro- 
posal with  regard    to    petty  sessional 
divisions  and  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.     He  took  the 
greatest  possible  exception  to  the  pro- 
posal which  this  Bill  made — that,  instead 
of  having  ex-officio  magistrates  only,  there 
was  to  be  added  to  them*a  certain  num- 
ber of  persons  who  were  to  be  elected 
by  the  Guardians.    One  of  the  objects 
which,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  they 
desired,  was  to  infuse  new  life  into  civic 
rural  afiEairs,  and  their  complaint  was 
that,  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  it  was 
doubtful  if  a  single  additional  person 
would  take  any  interest  in  local  rural 
affairs.    This  Bill  was  intended  to  check 
overlapping  areas ;  but  it  had  been  con- 
clusively shown  tiiat  overlapping  was 
most  timidly  and  unsatisfactorily  dealt 
with.    Anouier  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  improve  the  administration  of  county 
afifairs.    Possibly  that  might  be  done  to 
a  certain  extent ;  but  hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  endeavouring  to  persuade 
them  that  their  administration  was  perfect 
at  the  present  moment.  Another  obj  ect  of 
this  Bill  waste  counteract  the  indifference 
to  local  affairs  which  was  felt  at  the 
present  moment  in  the  rural  districts. 
In  regard  to  that  object  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  total  failure,  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  gloried  in 
this  indifference,  and  had  hoped  that  no 
new  life  would  be  called  into  existence. 
They  thought  that  rural  life  could  not 
exist  unless  it  was  tainted  by  politics. 
He  thought  that  in  this  country  they 
were  proud  of  their  local  self-govern- 
ment; out  he  never  heard  a  speech  more 
directed  against  local  self-government 
than  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Clare  BeadV     His 
observations  might  have  been  directed 
against   representative  institutions   al- 
together, for  he  spoke  of  the  expense 
and  excitement  of  elections,  and  about 
popular  constituencies  not  choosing  the 
best  men,  and  that  he  hoped  that  rural 
elections  would  never  remind  them  of 
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municipal  eleotiona.    [Mr.  Ciabs  Ssad: 
Hear,   hear!]      And  yet  CSonservative 
Members  had  been  heard  in  after-dinner 
speeches  to  compliment  the  country  upon 
the  great  institution  of  local  self-go^ram- 
ment  in  their  towns  and  oitiee ;  but  in 
the  counties  hon.   Gentlemen  c^Emoeito 
preferred  to  continue  tiiie  ndld  ana  be- 
nignant sway  of  the  magistrates.     The 
hon.    Member   for    Mid  Somersetahire 
(Mr.  Paget)  regretted  that,  if  this  BUI 
passed,  Sie  younger  ma^^istrates  would 
cease  to  take  an  interest  in  local  affairs. 
He  sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member; 
but  he  hoped,   on  the  other  hand,  that 
la,T^  classes  might  be  induced  to  take 
an  mterest  in  local  rural  affairs  under  a 
large  and  improved  system  of  local  self- 
government.      The    hon.  Member    for 
South  Norfolk  was  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  tenant-farmers  in  this  House,   and 
spoke,  for  the  elected  Guardicuis.     He 
assumed    that  they  would  elect  good 
men.     That  was  not  enough.     [An  hon. 
Msmbeb:  What  more  do  you  want?] 
What  they  wanted  was  to  create  an  in- 
telligent interest   in    public  affieure  in 
larger  classes  of  the  community.     That 
was  the  difference  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  on  this  question.     Hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite  looked  mainly  to 
administration.      There  was  a  certain 
amount  of  work  to  be  done,  and  if  it  were 
well  done  they  thought  that  that  was 
all  that  was  necessary.  On  this  side  they 
said  that  something  more  was  necessary. 
They  said,  that  it  was  not  only  neoessaiy 
that  the  work  shouldbe  well  done,but  that 
great  classes  of  the  community  should 
take  an  interest  in  that  work — should  feel 
it  to  be  their  work,  and  take  their  share 
in  it.      They  felt  it  was  important  to 
harness  to  the  work  of  the  State  as  great 
a  proportion  of  the  community  as  they 
could  engage  to  do  the  work.    It  was 
important  to  introduce  an  amount  of 
civic  life  and  vigour  among  c^iain  classes 
of  the  community.  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site seemed  to  think  that,   if  they  in- 
troduced a  direct  system  of  election,  they 
would  be  introducing  politics  into  local 
affairs.     Why  should  that  be  the  case  ? 
It  had  not  been  so  in  the  case  of  the  sd^ool 
boards,  which  had  shown  great  vitality, 
and  attracted  to  them  a  large  number  of 
persons  who  took  an  intell^ent  interest 
in  public  affairs.    There  was  another 
branch  of  the  subject  upon  which  there 
miffht  possibly  be  more  community  of 
feeUng  between  the  two  odes  of  the 
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House.  When  it  was  his  duty  to  deal 
with  this  question,  why  did  he  wish  to 
place  within  reach  of  ratepayers  a  dif- 
ferent set  of  duties  rom  that  which  they 
now  possessed  ?  It  was  for  this  reason 
— ^he  was  not  satisfied  that  the  great 
question  of  the  Poor  Law  should  he  the 
one  leading  idea  which  in  the  puhHc 
mind  represented  local  self-govern- 
ment. While  the  Poor  Law  had  con- 
ferred many  henefits,  it  had  a  great  deal 
to  answer  for;  and,  among  other  things, 
it  had  destroyed  their  system  of  local 
self-government,  which  was  at  this  mo- 
ment more  difficult  to  deal  with  on 
account  of  that  overshadowing  influence. 
The  idea  of  local  self-government  in  the 
mind  of  the  rural  population  was  the 
Union,  and  the  Union  meant  in-door 
and  out-door  relief,  so  that  local  self- 
government  had  got  fatally  mixed  up 
with  relief  to  the  poor.  That  was  one 
of  the  reasons  which  appeared  to  him 
to  he  a  very  strong  argument  for  endea- 
vouring to  separate  the  new  system  of 
local  government  from  the  system  of  the 
Poor  Law.  The  Guardians  of  the  poor 
were  to  be  the  chief  element  of  building 
up  the  new  system.  That  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  great  error.  He  should 
have  wished  that,  by  a  system  of  direct 
election,  they  should  cut  themselves 
adrift  from  the  idea  that  the  men  who 
were  elected  for  the  purpose  of  adminis- 
tering in  and  out-door  relief  were  the 
men  who  were  to  form  the  basis  of  an 
administration  for  local  affairs.  The 
question  of  areas  was  a  very  important 
question;  but  it  was  as  nothing  com- 
pared with  the  importance  of  infusing 
new  life  into  the  rural  population.  If 
this  Bill  passed,  not  a  single  ratepayer 
and  not  a  single  owner  would  know  that 
anything  had  happened.  They  would 
simply  have  added  one  additional  duty 
to  the  duties  of  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
He  did  not  know  how  far  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  be  able  to  remedy  the 
defects  in  his  Bill,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  House  might  be  able  to  remedy 
them,  at  some  future  time,  in  a  more 
popular  manner.  The  system  proposed 
by  the  Bill  was  not  representative  in  the 
slightest  degree.  It  might  satisfy  the 
grievances  of  the  farmers  for  a  certain 
time,  because  the  farmers  mainly  consti- 
tuted the  elective  portion  of  the  Board  of 
G^Mrdians ;  but  there  were  classes  below 
who  were  entirely  iguOTed  under  this 
arrangement,  which  would  fail  to  secure 


those  civic  municipalities  at  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk  sneered ; 
but  which,  in  the  future,  might  be  a 
great  object  which  reformers  would 
strive  to  attain. 

Mb.  SOLATEE-BOOTH  said,  what- 
ever the  effect  of  the  Bill  might  be,  he 
could  not  claim  for  it  an  approach  to  the 
ideal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  rightly  stated  that  the  measure  had 
been  constructed  with  no  such  ambi- 
tious view.  It  was  the  first  time  he  had 
heard  that  the  objects  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  the  ob- 
jects of  the  great  body  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  for  many  years,  he  and 
his  Friends  had  desired  to  stimulate  rural 
life.  What  evidence  there  was  that  they 
had  done  so  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  tibie  Bill  vested  the  prin- 
cipal part  of  the  construction  of  the 
county  board  in  the  Guardians  of  the 
parish.  But  what  difference  was  there 
between  the  Guardian  who  was  the 
elected  man  of  the  parish  and  the 
parish  head  man  set  up  by  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman?  The  Go- 
vernment might  not  be  very  ambitious 
in  their  aim,  but  they  desired  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  situation.  For 
what  was  the  situation  ?  The  Govern- 
ment desired  to  give  effect  to  a  long  en- 
tertained and  frequently  expressed  wish 
on  the  part  of  county  ratepayers,  that 
they  should  have  a  voice  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  funds  to  which  they  con- 
tributed. The  grievance  under  which  they 
laboured  in  that  respect  was  felt  40  or  50 
years  ago ;  it  faded  away  by  degrees,  but 
there  was  now  a  revival  of  the  feeling ; 
and  the  Government  wanted,'  therefore, 
to  introduce  the  representative  element 
into  county  boards.  There  was  great 
and  important  coimty  work  to  be  done 
— ^work  which  could  no  longer  be  per- 
formed by  those  overworked  bodies — the 
Boards  of  Guardians — nor  by  the  courts 
of  quarter  sessions  as  now  established. 
He  owned  he  regarded  the  mode  in  which 
the  county  board  was  to  be  filled  up  as 
a  matter  of  secondary  importance  ;  what 
was  of  greater  importance  was  that  those 
g^eat  and  growing  functions  should  be 
provided  for  in  a  way  least  disturbing  to 
the  rural  population,  and  likely  to  secure 
most  effectively  the  great  objects  of  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
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did  not  comprehend  municipal  areas;  but 
tliis,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  was  the 
deliberate  intention  of  the  Government 
in  framing  the  measure.  The  parish 
was  the  unit  best  understood  by  the 
county  ratepayers,  and  therefore  it  was 
the  one  which  had  been  adopted  in  an 
important  part  of  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
QAx.  Stansfeld)  had  stated  that  he 
should  not  press  his  Amendment  in  the 
event  of  his  receiving  certain  assurances 
from  the  Government.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  those  who  thought  with  him, 
that  the  suggestion  contained  in  the 
Amendment,  and  the  other  suggestions 
conveyed  in  the  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  in  its  support,  should  be  se- 
riously considered  when  the  measure 
reached  the  Committee  stage.  There 
were  several  minor  matters  which  had 
been  touched  upon,  but  to  which  it  was 
not  necessary  to  refer  at  length,  inas- 
much as  the  main  interest  of  the  debate 
had  turned  upon  the  question  of  the 
area  to  be  selected  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  It  would  be  a  very  serious  change 
from  the  proposal  of  the  measure  if 
they  were  to  divide  the  Poor  Law 
Unions  into  rural  and  urban  sanitary 
districts.  In  most  parts  of  the  King- 
dom, the  urban  sanitary  districts  far 
outnumbered  the  rural  districts ;  and  in 
these  cases,  if  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  carried  into  effect, 
the  urban  districts  would  outweigh  the 
rural  districts  in  the  management  of 
rural  affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
insisted  with  much  earnestness  upon  the 
principle  that  it  was  a  necessary  prelimi- 
nary to  the  formation  of  county  boards 
that  the  Poor  Law  Unions  should  be 
reduced  within  the  limit  of  one  county. 
This  insistance  was  an  illustration  of  the 
dragooning  spirit  in  which  some  local 
reformers  desired  to  stimulate  local  life. 
It  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  county 
was  not  an  administrative  area  at  all ; 
and  it  was  also  lost  sight  of  that  the 
plan  of  the  Bill  was  to  constitute  the 
county  boards  a  municipal  representa- 
tion of  the  counties  for  certain  important 
purposes  only.  We  might  depend  upon 
it  that  local  communities,  as  they  grew 
in  population  and  strength,  would  value 
nothing  more  highly  than  the  privilege 
of  managing  their  own  affairs  in  these 
respects  without  interference  from  the 
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outside.  The  county  boards,  of  oomse, 
might  lay  down  general  lines  of  g^daace 
in  such  matters  as  the  storage  of  water 
and  drainage  outlets ;  but  urban  oommn- 
nities  would  not  submit  to  be  controlled 
in  detail  by  county  boards.  He  would  go 
back  for  a  moment  to  the  questioa  of 
bringing  Poor  Law  Union  boimdaiiea 
within  county  boundaries.  That  was  an 
object  he  had  very  much  at  heart ;  and 
it  was  only  two  years  ago  that  a  Bill 
was  passed  through  Parliament  at  his 
instance,  which  he  had  hoped  would  as- 
sist in  bringing  that  end  about.  By  the 
moderate  exercise  of  such  powers  as 
were  in  that  Bill,  he  thought  he  mi^ht 
pave  the  way  to  overcoming  many  diffi- 
culties which  existed.  In  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  said  that 
the  Government  had  no  special  reaaon 
for  objecting  to  the  Poor  Law  Union  as 
the  area ;  but  it  had  been  found  much 
more  convenient  to  adopt  the  area  in  the 
Bill,  on  account  of  the  overlapping  of 
boundaries  in  the  Unions.  Poor  Law 
Guardians  were  assigned  to  parishes 
in  numbers  proportioned  to  the  wealUi 
and  population  of  the  district  they  re- 
presented; and  urban  districts,  being 
more  populous  than  the  rural,  would,  by 
their  representatives,  exercise  a  oompa- 
ratively  greater  influence  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  board.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Paget)  had 
already  quoted  from  the  Beports  of  In- 
spectors, prepared  some  six  years  ago, 
showing  the  difficulties  they  anticipated 
in  bringing  Poor  Law  Union  boundaries 
within  county  boundaries ;  and  he 
would  not,  thcorefore,  quote  fiirther  from 
the  Betum,  though  he  agreed  with  the 
opinions  there  expressed.  He  had  always 
been  of  opinion,  though,  that  some  por- 
tion of  that  work  might  be  accompliahed, 
and,  by  a  clause  he  had  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  he  hoped  to  enlist  the  county  autho- 
rities on  his  side.  The  Guardutns,  the 
ratepayers,  and  the  poor  were  all  con- 
cerned, and  many  conflicting  interests 
interfered  when  it  was  propo»dd  to  vazy 
Union  boundaries.  For  instance,  con- 
sideration for  the  poor  had  prevented 
quite  recently  a  chanee  in  the  case  of  a 
parish  in  Wiltshire  belonging  to  aEbmip- 
shire  Union.  Again,  the  riffht  hon.  G^- 
tleman  opposite  had  neglected  a  few 
years  since  a  golden  opportunity  to  trans- 
fer Alderahot  from  a  Surrey  to  a  Hamp- 
shire Union ;  he  would  not  take  his  ad- 
vice at  the  timei  and  he  was  d&raid  the 
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interests  which  had  now  grown  up  would 
render  it  impossible  for  that  desirable 
change  to  be  made.  No  efiEbrt,  however, 
shoum  be  wanting  on  his  part  to  give 
that  clause  a  wide  and  beneficial  opera- 
tion. If  the  county  boards  were  to  be 
composed  of  a  combination  of  Unions 
represented  directly  by  the  Guardians  as 
delegates,  they  might  not  be  disposed  to 
assent  to  the  rectification  of  boundaries 
which  might  be  desirable.  But  if  they 
placed  the  Ghiardians,  as  was  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  in  a  position  where  they 
would  ffet  accustomed  to  consider  ques- 
tions of  county  policy,  they  might  be- 
come more  favourable  to  the  correction 
of  existing  anomalies.  Nobody  who  was 
not  in  favour  of  an  entire  break-up  of 
the  whole  Poor  Law  system  of  iMs  coun- 
try would  think  it  possible  that  that  sys- 
tem could  be  maintained  unless  its  ad- 
ministration was  subject  to  some  control 
from  the  central  department.  He  should 
deprecate,  at  all  events,  in  the  early  incep- 
tion of  these  boards,  any  interference  by 
them  with  the  details  of  poor  relief;  but 
he  had  gone  a  long  way  in  the  endeavour 
to  initiate  county  boards  into  work  of 
this  kind  by  assi^ing  to  them  power 
to  construct  buildmgs  which  might  re- 
lieve the  workhouses  of  some  of  their 
poor,  and  also  the  counties  from  the 
expensive  obligation  which  was  at  pre- 
sent upon  them  of  having  to  add  to 
lunatic  asylums.  He  shomd  have  been 
glad  to  jgo  a  step  further,  and  place  the 
charge  &r  the  in-door  poor  upon  a  wider 
area ;  but  it  would  be  seen  at  once  that 
owing  to  the  great  difficulties  in  the  way, 
we  were  very  far  fr^m  having  arrived 
at  the  point  at  which  that  could  be  done. 
Until  a  rectification  of  county  boundaries 
had  been  efiPected,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  place  die  whole  charge  of  the  indoor 
poor  on  the  county  rate.  Those  who 
examined  the  clause  to  which  he  had 
referred  would  see  what  might  be  done 
by  the  county  authority  without  trench- 
ing on  the  common  fund  of  the  different 
Unions,  and  without  any  approach  to  a 
shifting  of  burdens.  Me  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Amendment  made  use  of  a  rather  hard 
expression  when  he  said  that  this  board 
would  be  a  justices'  board,  and  chosen 
in  a  justices'  area.  After  the  sacrifices 
which  had  been  made  by  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  in  surrendering  so 
oonsiderablean  amountof  power  as  would 
be  taken  from  the  magistrates  by  the 


operation  of  the  Bill,  such  an  expression 
was  rather  a  hard  one.  It  was  a  consi- 
derable measure  to  be  proposed  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  as  it  had 
been  received  almost  without  objection 
from  that  side,  it  should  not  have  been 
imputed  to  them  that  they  desired  to 
monopolize  the  county  boards  for  the 
coimly  justices.  The  petty  sessional 
area  was  not  a  justices'  area;  but  it 
had  been  selected  because  it  was  found 
to  be  convenient  for  the  public  at  large. 
He  entirely  disclaimed  the  notion  of 
making  it  an  administrative  area  at  all. 
He  had  selected  it  only  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  representatives  of  pa- 
rishes to  combine  together  in  convenient 
groups  for  an  important  county  object. 
The  Amendment  required,  also,  that 
the  election  should  be  direct.  So  little 
had  been  said  in  support  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  direct  election,  that  he  was  not 
going  at  that  late  hour  of  the  night 
to  dwell  upon  it.  He  would  only 
say  that  he  believed  direct  election 
would  be  unpopular  in  the  districts  and 
expensive  to  the  ratepayers.  It  had 
been  urged  bv  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld),  and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Oity  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen),  that  they  ought  to  have  one 
administrative  body  within  the  county 
for  aU  purposes.  The  logical  inference 
from  that  was,  either  that  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  must  take  back  the  sanitary 
authority  they  had  parted  with  to  the  local 
boards, jor  the  local  boards  must  take  over 
the  poor  relief  from  the  president.  It  was 
obviously  impossible  to  have  two  bodies 
administering  the  same  functions  in  the 
same  area.  It  that  was  not  meant,  he 
did  not  know  what  was  intended  by  the 
observation.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Glare  Bead) 
had  stated  that  the  boards  would  be  too 
large;  but  he  (Mr.  Sdater-Booth)  had 
gone  much  into  the  question,  and  he 
was  satisfied  that  they  would  not  be  so  in 
actual  operation.  With  reference  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hutchinson),  as  to  account  and  audit  for 
these  boards,  he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  satisfy  him 
that^  he  desired  would  be  accomplished 
by  means  of  the  court  of  quarter  sessions' 
publication  of  accounts.  He  did  not 
think  that,  on  the  whole,  the  number  of 
magistrates  was  excessive;  on  the  con- 
tra^, in  some  districts  it  was  dearly  too 
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small.  There  were  many  points  raised 
in  the  debate  which  remained  to  be 
considered ;  but  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  on  them  at  that  hour.  The  Bill 
was  safe  and  satisfactory,  though  the 
hon.  Member  for  liYerpool  (Mx.  Bath- 
bone)  had  complained  of  its  incomplete- 
ness. He  could  not  but  remark,  how- 
ever, with  reference  to  one  point,  that  if 
the  number  of  magistrates  set  out  in  the 
Bill  were  reduced  by  one-half,  the  boards 
would  be  prevented  from  obtaining  the 
assistance  of  many  of  those  gentlemen 
who  had  for  such  a  great  number  of  years 
conducted  the  county  business  in  so  sa- 
tisfactory a  manner.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  Bill  would  work  satisfactorily 
with  a  smaller  number  of  magistrates. 
With  respect  to  many  of  the  objections 
which  had  been  raised,  they  would  re- 
ceive his  attention,  and  would  have 
full  consideration  when  the  Bill  got  intp 
Committee.  The  Government  hi5  taken 
up  the  matter  in  a  Oonservative  spirit, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  House  would 
assist  them  in  their  endeavours  to  render 
the  Bill  as  perfect  as  possible,  and  that 
it  would  be  found  to  work  in  a  satisfEto- 
tory  manner. 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  remarks  he  nasjust 
made.  I  only  wish  to  state  on  behalf  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  StansfSsld), 
who,  by  the  Eules  of  the  House,  cannot 
speak  again,  that  he  thinks  it  would  not 
be  desirable  for  him  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division.  In  making  this 
announcement,  I  must  express  my  own 
opinion  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
conferred  a  service  on  the  House  by 
bringing  forward  his  Motion,  and  by 
originating  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place.  It  may  be  said  that  there 
is  no  principle  in  the  Bill,  except  one  to 
erect  county  boards ;  but  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  pointed  out  what,  in  his 
opinion,  are  the  main  principles  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  which  we  take  very  great 
exception.  There  are  points,  however, 
whicn  no  doubt  can  be  more  Ihoronghly 
gone  into  in  Committee  than  on  the 
second  reading ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  discussion  of  them  on  this  evening 
will  render  their  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee easier  and  more  profitable.  Now, 
ihe  principal  question  raised  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  that  of  the  proposed 
area  of  election  to  these  county  boards. 
About  this  there  seems  to  be  a  great 
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difiSerenoe  of  opinion ;  and  at  the  same 
time  some  hon.  Members  are  in  favour 
of  direct  whilst  others  are  in  favour  of 
indirect  representation.  In  reference 
to  the  latter  point,  it  appears  to  me  that 
change  might  be  made  from  time  to 
time  in  the  principle  of  direct  repre- 
sentation in  any  place  where  it  was  not 
found  to  work  saosfactorily ;  bat  if  you 
once  start  with  a  wrong  area  of  election^ 
then  you  will  have  a  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  the  matter  hereafter.  There  will 
be  a  great  deal  of  work  to  be  undone — 
perhaps  so  much  that  you  will  find  it 
impossible  to  undo  it.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  think  that  any  time  can  be  wasted  in 
the  discussion  of  that  point.  It  has  been 
objected  that  the  functions  to  be  given 
under  the  Bill  to  members  of  county 
boards  are  not  such  as  will  attract  tike 
best  men  in  the  counties.  To  that  ob- 
jection we  do  not  attach  much  import- 
ance ;  because,  if  these  Boards  be  founded 
upon  true  principles  they  will,  in  course 
of  time,  attract  to  themselves  other  and 
more  important  functions ;  but,  in  order 
to  do  this,  they  must  be  based  on  real 
administrative  organization,  and  not  on 
the  organization  of  districts  which  are 
not  reidly  administrative  districts.  That 
is  the  issue  which  my  right  hon.  Frigid 
has  raised,  and  on  which,  if  necessary, 
he  would  have  taken  the  sense  of  the 
House ;  but  it  is  an  issue  which  I  tiiink 
may  be  more  advantageously  tak«i  in 
Committee.  It  has  also  been  objected 
that  the  change  required  to  brings  the 
boundaries  of  the  Unions  into  the  area 
of  election  will  be  very  great,  and 
no  doubt  tha4;  is  so ;  but,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed  out,  it  is 
desirable  that  those  changes  should  be 
made  sooner  or  later.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  change  should  be  made  at 
once— it  is  very  easy  to  make  some 
temporary  arrangement,  which  shall  be 
equal  for  all  purposes  of  election  to  these 
county  boards.  Now,  Sir,  I  believe 
that  after  the  Amendment  has  been 
withdrawn  a  Vote  will  be  taken  on  the 
second  reading.  I  admit  the  force  of  a 
great  deal  that  has  been  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  ihe  Member,  for  Calne 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  and  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain);  but  I  wouM 
suggest  to  them  that  as  this  Bill  does 
contain  an  important  principle — namefy, 
the  introduction  of  the  representative 
dement  into  county  representation — it 
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would.be  better  to  wait  and  see  what 
progress  is  made  with  the  Bill  in  Oom- 
mittee  rather  than  vote  against  its  prin- 
ciple altogether.  At  all  events,  consider- 
ing the  concessioils  which  the  Govern- 
ment seem  disposed  to  make,  I  shall  myself 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Majob  NOLAN  drew  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  absurd  position  in 
which  Irish  Members  were  placed  by 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  and  the 
accidents  of  debate.  In  the  Queen's 
Speech  they  were  promised  a  County 
Boards  Bill  for  Ireland,  but  they  had 
not  yet  heard  anything  of  it.  They 
were  now  asked,  in  truth,  to  commit 
themselves  blindfolded  to  the  principles^ 
laid  down  in  the  Englidi  BilL  If  Uiey 
voted  for  that  Bill,  the  fact  would  here- 
after be  used  as  a  {precedent  against 
them  in  connection  with  the  Irish  Bill, 
and  thus  they  would  be  making  a  rod 
for  their  own  backs.  Irish  Members  on 
his  side  of  the  House  took  a  great 
interest  in  the  present  Bill,  for  there 
were  no  less  than  46  county  Representa- 
tives amongst  them.  But  the  Govern- 
ment, in  crowding  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading  into  two  nights,  had 
virtually  condemned  many  of  them  to 
absolute  silence.  Indeed,  only  one 
Member  on  the  Conservative  side  had 
spoken  on  the  Bill,  and  he  did  so  not  in 
his  capacity  of  an  Irish  Member,  but  as 
an  English  proprietor.  The  Bill  was 
one  which  he  had  studied  very  carefully, 
and  upon  which  he  had  taken  the  opinion 
of  his  constituents.  Some  of  them  said 
it  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction ;  bn^ 
the  great  majority  agreed  that  it  would 
be  well  to  wait  until  they  could  get 
something  better,  so  far  as  Ireland  was 
concerned.  The  magistrates,  beside  the 
half  share  of  representation  they  were 
to  have  upon  county  boards,  would  have 
an  influence  over  their  own  tenants  in 
the  election  of  Guardians ;  and  the  efEect 
of  this  in  Ireland  would  be  to  strengthen 
whatever  was  left  of  the  feudal  system 
in  that  country. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
own  that  it  is  a  subject  of  great  reoret 
to  the  Gt)vemment  that  the  Lish  Bill  on 
this  subject  has  not  yet  been  placed  on 
the  Table ;  but  I  hope  he  and  his  Friends 
will  do  us  the  justice  to  bear  in  mind  the 
peculiar  position  in  which  we  stand  in 
consequence  of  the  recent  change  thai 


has  taken  place  in  the  Office  of  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  We  hope  that 
to-morrow  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  new 
Chief  Secretary  will  be  in  his  place,  and 
that  then,  or  Uie  next  day,  he  will  give 
Notice  to  introduce  the  Bill  without 
delay.  The  Bill,  I  may  say,  has  been 
very  carefully  prepared ;  but  it  is  neces- 
sary that  the  new  Chief  Secretary  should 
haveanopportunity  of  examining  it  and  of 
making  mmself  acquainted  with  its  actual 
nature  before  submitting  it  to  the  House. 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  of  the  great 
interest  which  the  hon.  and  gaUant 
Member  takes  in  the  subject  of  local 
self-government ;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  question  which  will  be  raised  in 
connection  with  Ireland  must  vary,  in 
some  respects,  from  the  solution  that  is 
proposed  in  this  English  measure.  It  is 
impossible  that  the  conditions  in  the 
two  countries  can  be  exactly  the  same 
in  a  question  so  peculiarly  local  as  that 
of  county  self-aovemment ;  and  I  hope 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  not 
think  that  it  has  been  from  any  neglect 
or  indifference  that  the  Bill  relating  to 
Ireland  has  not  yet  been  introduced. 
After  all,  we  are  tolerably  early  in  the 
Session ;  and  I  trust  there  will  be  ample 
time  for  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  Bill. 
At  any  rate,  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  see  that  in  voting  for  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  they  do  not  lose  or 
foreclose  their  right  to  take  any  line 
they  may  consider  fit  hereaftier.  I  think 
that  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld)  is  one  exceedingly  well 
adapted  to  the  convenience  of  the  House. 
It  was  very  desirable  that  the  Bill,  on 
its  second  reading,  should  be  discussed 
in  such  a  way  as  would  bring  all  its 
points  under  criticism ;  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  when  we  get  into  Committee, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  who  has  conducted 
this  measure  with  such  pains  and  ability, 
will  give  every  consideration  to  the  sug- 
gestions that  have  been  made,  and  at  the 
same  time  be  able  to  defend  those  prin- 
ciples which  have  been  attacked. 

Mb.  PARNELL  was  stiU  of  opinion 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  been  very 
badly  treated.  Notwithstanding  the  de- 
sire of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  give  them  every  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  Irish  Bill,  they  knew,  by  the 
experience  of  last  Session,  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  he  could  do  so.  It 
was   perfectly  dear   that   unless  they 
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oould  Baooeed  in  making  the  English 
Bill  a  good  Bill,  they  would  fail  in jp^etting 
anything  like  a  beneficial  Act  u>t  Ire- 
land. The  circumstances  of  the  present 
Bill  very  much  resembled  those  of  the 
Prisons  Bill  of  last  Session.  That  was 
a  Bill  with  which  the  Irish  Members 
were  obliged  to  interfere  with  the  view 
of  making  a  good  Bill  for  Ireland.  By 
some  that  interference  was  described  as 
obstruction ;  but  in  the  end  the  Irish 
Members  succeeded  in  amending  the 
Bill,  and  on  netting  their  Amendments 
incorporated  m  the  Irish  Prisons  Bill. 
The  latter  did  not  come  on  in  Committee 
until  nearly  the  end  of  the  Session,  and 
at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning — and 
where  would  they  have  been  but  for  the 
opposition  to  the  English  Bill  ?  It  was 
for  this  reason,  that  they  desired  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  points  of 
analogous  interest  in  the  present  Bill. 
The  Irish  Members  were  of  opinion  that 
the  principle  of  direct  representation 
should  be  incorporated  in  tiie  Irish  Bill. 
This  point  might  not  be  a  matter  of 
serious  importance  to  the  English  Liberal 
Party,  because  of  the  administration  of 
the  courts  of  quarter  sessions  in  this 
coimtry ;  but  in  Ireland,  where  that  ad- 
ministration was  represented  only  by 
Ghrand  Juries,  it  was  a  matter  of  yital 
concern.  There  was  no  county  in  Ire- 
land which  felt  more  strongly  on  the 
subject  of  county  goyemment  than  his 
own — County  Meath — and  there  the 
popular  impression  was  that  this  Bill 
was  a  sham  and  a  delusion.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ghreen- 
wich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  his  recent 
speech  at  Dublin,  said  he  oould  not 
countenanoe  the  demand  for  Home  Eule, 
but  he  was  ready  to  give  the  people 
oounl^  government.  He  (Mr.  Pamell) 
would  ask  the  Members  of  the  front 
Opposition  Bench,  was  this  the  kind  of 
county  government  the^  proposed  to  give 
them  ?  If  so,  he  behoved  it  would  not 
increase  the  admiration  of  the  people 
for  the  part  tiiey  had  taken  in  Irish 
legidation.  He  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed.'' 
--{Mr.  FameU,) 

Mb.  BIGGAB  observed  that  the 
grreater  part  of  the  debate  had  been 
devoted  to  proving  that  this  measure 
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was 


not  required  at  all.  He  would 
therefore  support  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  in  order  that  the  Bill  might 
be  withdrawn,  and  one  of  real  merit 
substituted.  *   

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  that 
many  Irish  Members  desired  to  speak 
on  the  Bill,  and  if  the  House  went  into 
Committee  they  would  be  predaded 
from  doing  so.  An  Amendment  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  which  the 
Irish  Members  wouldhavebeen  very  glad 
to  support ;  but  when  they  came  down  to 
the  House,  they  found  that  the  front 
Opposition  Bench  had  onoe  more  beaten 
a  hasty  and  precipitate  retreat  in  the 
face  of  the  enemy.  If  that  misleading 
Amendment  had  not  been  put  on  the 
Paper,  some  Irish^Member  who  was  in 
earnest  on  the  question,  would  have  put 
down  an  Amendment,  and  would  have 
thrashed  the  matter  out.  The  Speaker, 
in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  which 
was  always  characterized  by  the  greatest 
judgment  and  impartiality,  had  called 
upon  English  Members  to  speak  on  the 
question;  but  as  the  Irish  Members 
would  be  saddled  with  the  oonsequences 
of  their  decision,  they  asked  tiiat 
further  time  should  be  allowed  to  dis- 
cuss the  many  points  contained  in  the 
Bill.  He,  therefore,  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  consent  to  the 
liltotion  for  adjournment. 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAXJRICE 
said,  he  regretted  that  he  could  not  defer 
to  the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to 
him  by  tne  noble  Lord  on  the  frt>nt 
Opposition  bench.  The  reason  that  he 
could  not  do  so  was,  that  he  read  the 
expressions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt^vemment 
Board  in  a  very  different  sense  frtnn 
that  attributed  to  them  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He  could  not  see  that  there  was 
anything  in  what  the  right  hon.  GFentle- 
man  said,  to  lead  him  or  anyone  else  to 
suppose  that  when  they  got  into  Com- 
mittee, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  anything  bevond  treating  all  Amend- 
ments that  might  come  from  that  side  of 
the  House  with  the  fairness  with  which 
he  always  treated  proposals  from  what- 
ever quarter  they  might  come.  Wh^n 
Amendments  were  proposed,  canying 
out  the  principles  enunciated  by  ihB 
right  hon.  Member  for  HaUfSax,  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  would 
flock  down  in  considerable  numbers, 
and  the  Amendments  would  be  thrown 
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out.  When  the  Bill  reached  a  further 
Btaee,  they  would  find  that  they  had 
made  no  progress  in  giving  efifeot  to 
their  views.  Therefore,  though  with 
great  reluctance,  he  felt  compelled  to 

Sress  the  matter  to  a  division.  The  Irish 
[emhers,  he  might  point  out,  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  observed,  that  if 
that  were  the  case,  there  appeared  to 
have  been  a  shocking  waste  of  time  on 
the  part  of  the  English  Members  who 
had  addressed  the  House  during  the  last 
two  evenines,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
noble  Lord  hadreservedhis  own  observa- 
tions for  the  same  occasion. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
I  did  not  say  that  the  Irish  Members 
ought  to  have  reserved  their  speeches. 
All  I  said  was  that  they  stiU  had  an  op- 
portunity. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  idea  of  charging  the  noble 
Lord  with  intending  to  shut  the  Irish 
Members  out  of  this  debate.  On  many 
questions,  besides  this  one  of  local 
government,  the  Irish  Members  had  a 
right  to  speak.  He  would  tell  the 
English  Members  that  Irish  legislation 
had  had  to  pave  the  way  for  anv  reform 
they  ever  got.  They  had,  for  mstance, 
bled,  so  to  speak,  for  the  Land  Question 
for  many  years.  It  was  exactly  the 
same  upon  this  matter  of  county  go- 
vernment. They  called  upon  the  Eng- 
lish Members  to  realize  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  merely  going  to 
fight  the  battle  for  the  future  for  the 
English  people  upon  that  question.  They 
intended  to  fight  the  battle  of  the  Eng- 
lish people  upon  that  Bill,  knowine,  at 
the  same  time,  that  they  had  to  fight 
their  own  battle.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  have  a  full  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  Irish  Bill.  But  when  the 
Irish  Bill  came  on — the  debate,  having 
all  the  life  and  earnestness  worn  out  of  it 
by  the  debate  on  the  English  Bill,  would 
be  one  of  those  dreary  discussions  that 
no  one  would  care  to  listen  to..  Mem- 
bers would,  therefore,  naturally  say — 
"  We  have  heard  all  that  before  on  the 
English  Bill;  when  the  division  bell 
rings  we  will  go  in  and  vote."  The 
Iridi  Members  learned  a  little  every 
year,  and,  as  they  were  brought  to  that 
House,  they  intended  to  intervene  in  these 


debates  for  the  purpose  of  serving  every 
useful  interest  in  l&gland  as  well  as  in 
Ireland.  He  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  grant  this  adjournment,  because, 
in  doing  so,  they  would,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  save  time  on  the  Irish  Bill. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  pointed  out  that  there  was  some 
difference  between  the  position  last  year 
with  regard  to  the  Prisons  Bills  and  the 
position  this  year  with  regard  to  ihe 
Local  Government  Bills.  I^t  year  the 
two  Prisons  Bills  were  introduced  to- 
gether, and  it  was  found  convenient  by 
the  Irish  Members  to  discuss  the  English 
Bill,  as  upon  a  considerable  number  of 
questions  it  governed  the  decisions  upon 
the  Irish  BiU.  It  was  an  understanding 
that  these  discussions  should  take  place 
with  the  view  subsequently  of  making 
the  Irish  Prisons  Bill  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible identical  with  thef  English  Prisons 
Bill.  He  thought  there  would  probably 
be  more  difference  between  the  County 
Qovemment  Bill  for  England  and  the 
Ghrand  Jury  Bill  for  Ireland  than  there 
was  between  the  two  Prisons  Bills  last 
year ;  and  it  would  be  more  convenient 
that  the  Irish  discussion  should  take 
place  upon  the  Irish  Bill,  because  if  they 
wished  to  discuss  the  principles  of  the 
Irish  Bill  upon  the  English  Bill,  they 
would  find  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
making  their  speeches  exactly  fit  the 
point  to  which  they  wished  to  direct 
them.  The  Government  were  very  de- 
sirous there  should  be  a  fair  opportunity 
given  for  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  BiU 
by  the  Irish  Members  and  by  the  whole 
House,  and  they  were  quite  ready  to 
propose  some  arrangement  by  which 
that  should  be  effected.  He  would 
undertake  to  provide  that  when  the 
Irish  Bill  was  before  the  House  a 
reasonably  early  day  should  be  given 
when  the  Bill  should  be  taken  as  a  first 
Order,  and  not  put  off  till  late  at  night. 
He  was  quite  sure  the  House  would 
listen  with  pleasure  to  the  arguments  of 
Irish  Members.  They  would  be  losing 
time  if  an  adjournment  took  place,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  not  be  pressed,  but 
that  the  House  would  be  now  allowed 
to  go  to  a  division  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  

Sm  GEOEGE  BOWYER  trusted  that 
the  Motion  for  ihe  adjournment  would 
not  be  pressed.  The  principles  of  the 
Irish  BOl  were  entirely  different  from 
those  of  the  Engb'sh  BiU,    In  Ireland 
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taxation  was  in  the  liands  of  tiie  Orancl 
Juries,  and  in  England  financial  adminiB- 
tration  bdonged  to  quarter  sessionB. 
These  two  bodies  were  as  distinct  as 
possible,  and  the  two  oases  must  be 
argued  in  a  perfecdy  different  manner. 

Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  said,  if  they 
had  the  Irish  Bill  before  them  they 
would  not  be  in  their  present  difficulty. 
He  would  su^^gest  that  ihej  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Irish  Bill 
in  print  and  discussing  it  before  this  BiU 
went  into  Committee.  Last  year  they 
had  to  agree  to  l^e  Irish  Pubue  Health 
Bill  being  read  a  second  time  without 
discussion.  As  a  protest  against  this 
slovenly  way  of  dealing  with  Irish  legis- 
lation, he  would  support  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment. 

Thb  Mabqubss  op  HAETINQTON 
expressed  a  hope  that  hon.  Members 
would  adopt  th%  advice  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Oalne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  and  postpone 
the  further  discussion  till  a  later  staffe. 
Most  of  the  English  Members  who  ae- 
sired  to  speak  had  already  stated  their 
views ;  and,  unless  there  was  so  much 
difiEerence  of  opinion  among  the  Irish 
Members  that  they  were  capable  of 
keeping  up  the  debate  for  a  whole  night, 
he  did  not  see  the  advantage  of  an  ad- 
journment. He  had  no  doubt  that  tiie 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  would  be  able  to  frame  a  satis- 
factory Amendment  at  a  farther  stage  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  8CLATER  -  booth  promised 
that  the  Gt>vemment  would  not  proceed 
with  the  Committee  until  the  Indi  BiU 
had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Sm  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man quite  altered  the  situation. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  \Q«vQfW%thdrawn, 

Main  Question  put. 
The  House  divided : — Ayes  231  ;  Noes 
63  :  Majority  168.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Thursday  7th  March, 

SUPPLY. 

Stjpplt — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sesolped,  Thatasam,notexceedi]ig£l,000,OCO, 
be  granted  to  Her  Miegesty,  to  pay  off  and  di»- 

Sir  Oeorge  Bowyer 


ohaxge  Ezohaqiier  Bonda  that  will  become  im 
and  payable  during  the  year  ending  on  the  )lik 
day  of  March,  1878. 

Besolution  to  he  reported  Tthmcrrme; 
Committee  to  sit  again  ap<Mi  Wedn0$dmf, 

BALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUOBS  ON 

SUNDAY  (lEELAND)  BILI/— [Bnx  44.] 

(The  OConor  Don,    Mr.  Richard    Sm^th^    Mr, 

Cherlee   Zetoitf    Mr.    Jamet     Ctry^     Mr* 

William  Johmton^  Mr.  Dease,  Mr,  Dieknm 

Mr,  Bedmtmd, 

OOMMITTBB.     [^Pfogreu  14M  Fehmmry,'] 

Sm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
no  confidence  could  be  placed  by  the 
Irish  people  in  legislation  commenced  at 
that  hour  of  the  night  or  morning. 
This  Bill  was  run  through  the  second 
reading,  without  hon.  Members  getting 
any  reasonable  opportunity  of  speaking 
upon  it,  and  there  were  most  important 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which  would 
alter  the  entire  character  of  the  Bill,  and 
to  some  of  which  he  should  offer  every 
opposition.  Public  opinion  in  Ireland 
was  not  in  favour  of  this  measure  to 
the  extent  some  hon.  Members  imagined. 
A  large  number  of  his  own  consti- 
tuents had  requested  him  to  support 
Sunday  closing,  and  he  suggested  to 
them  that  before  they  undertook  to 
tell  him  what  were  the  views  of  his 
constituents,  as  a  whole,  they  should 
hold  a  public  meeting  on  the  subject.  A 
public  meeting  was  accordingly  held  at 
the  latter  end  of  last  week,  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Town  Commissioner^ 
a  gentleman  who  had  signed  the 
Memorial  sent  through  him  in  favour 
of  Sunday  dosing,  presided.  At  that 
meeting  two  resolutions  were  passed. 
The  first  was — 

**  Resolved,  that  this  meeting  is  of  opinion  and 
feels  that  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  now  before 
Parliament  is  a  measure  pressed  on  the  Hooae 
by  a  minority  of  agitators  against  the  wish  <^ 
the  great  minority  of  the  people  of  this  country ; 
that  it  is  subveraiye  of  and  an  attempt  to 
disturb  the  vested  rights  of  the  Ucensed  traders ; 
that  it  is  also  a  blow  directed  against  the  un- 
fettered rights  of  the  working  classes,  which  they 
have  heretofore  enjoyed ;  and,  in  conohisioii,  we 
have  to  add  that  the  Bill  is  against  the  voice  of 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country." 

They  also  passed  a  second  resolution 

Thb  CHATHMAN  observed,  thai  it 
was  usual  for  hon.  Members  in  some 
way  to  connect  their  observi^ons  with  the 
Motion  with  which  thej  presniaably 
intended  to  eonohide. 
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Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he  was 
addressing  himself  to  the  drcnmstance 
of  the  BUI  being  before  the  Honse  at 
20  minutes  to  2  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
and  the  absolute  necessity,  owing  to  the 
conflict  of  opinions,  for  time  to  deuberate. 
He  would,  uowever,  at  once  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Ingress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir 
Joseph  M*Kenna,) 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  observed, 
that  when  the  Bill  was  last  before  the 
House,  there  was  no  doubt  its  opponents 
were  taken  by  surprise  by  its  being 
brought  on  at  an  unexpected  early  hour ; 
but  on  this  occasion  they  had  full  Notice 
that  it  would  be  proceeded  with,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  they  were 
present.  On  that  account,  therefore,  he 
should  not  support  the  Motion  for  Pro- 
gress ;  but  as  they  were  all  interested  in 
the  question  being  properly  discussed, 
he  should  join  in  urging  the  Government 
to  give  proper  facilities  for  the  fair 
discussion  oi  the  Bill. 

Thb  O'CONOB  don  felt  it  would  be 
unreasonable  in  him  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  discuss  the  Bill  at  so  late  an 
hour ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
he  was  placed  in  this  difficulty — ^if  the 
Bill  was  brought  on  early,  complaint 
was  made  that  hon.  Members  were 
taken  by  surprise,  and  if  late,  that  it  was 
too  late  to  consider  the  Bill  properly. 
Then  they  had  the  statement  of  the 
Government  on  the  last  occasion,  that 
they  must  use  every  effort  to  get  the 
Bill  on  at  a  time  when  it  could  be 
properly  discussed.  On  this  occasion  he 
had  stated  early  in  the  evening  that  he 
should  brin^  the  Bill  on  at  whatever 
hour  he  cotud.  In  accordance  with  that 
pledge,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  propose 
going  on ;  but  as  to  now  reporting  Pro- 
gress, he  placed  himself  in  the  hands 
of  the  House,  and  would  bow  to  its  deci- 
sion. The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  had  appealed  to 
the  Gx>vemment  to  give  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill.  He  (the 
O'Conor  Don)  had  made  a  similar  ap- 
peal a  few  nights  before.  He  would  not 
now  repeat  it ;  but  he  would  give  an  as- 
surance on  behalf  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  that  they  were  most  anxious  to  come 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Gorenuaent 


Amendments,  and  to  approach  them  with 
every  desire  of  coming  to  a  satisfactory 
arrangement.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  very  fairly  stated  that 
if  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the 
Government  were  substantially  adopted, 
he  would  eive  facilities  for  the  pass- 
ing of  the  BilL  On  behalf  of  its  pro- 
moters, he  would  meet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  suggestion  in  the  same 
spirit  in  which  it  was  made,  and  in 
the  hope  that  they  might  be  able  to 
come  to  some  agreement.  Of  course, 
with  respect  to  the  first  Amendment 
of  the  hon*  Member  for  Limerick, 
it  went  to  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  involved  a  re-opening  of  the 
whole  question.  This  principle  had  been 
very  fully  discussed  last  Session,  and 
again  substantially  discussed  this  Session 
on  the  second  reading ;  and  they  could 
not  assent  to  a  re-openiiig  of  it. 

Mb.  murphy  denied  that  the  prin- 
dple  of  the  Bill  had  received  a  full  dis- 
cussion this  Session.  It  was; not  de- 
bated on  the  second^  reading,  it^beinff 
understood  that  the  discussion  should 
take  place  on  going  into  Committee ;  but 
no  discussion  then  really  took  place. 
There  had,  therefore,  been  no  debate 
worthy  of  the  subject,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Bill  should 
undergo  a  ftiU  and  fair  discussion.  It 
was  omv  now  that  it  was  becoming  un- 
derstood in  Ireland,  and  the  evidence 
which  the  House  was  receiving  from 
that  country  showed  that  its  real  opinion 
had  always  been  aeainst  the  measure. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  struck  at  the  root  of  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  it  should  be  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that,  of  course,  at  that  ad- 
vanced hour  it  was  impossible  they  could 
proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
clauses,  and  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  was  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  consent  to  Progress  being  re- 
ported. If  the  Government  obtained 
facilities  for  the  despatch  of  other  Busi- 
ness, they  would  undertake  not  later 
than  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  to  pro- 
vide a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  hoped  the  BiU  would 
not  be  put  down  on  the  Order  Book 
night  after  night  on  the  bare  possibility 
that  it  might  De  brought  on. 
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Tm  O'OONOE  DON  Mdd,  he  in- 
tended  to  move  that  the  further  oonside- 
ration  of  the  Bill  in  Committee  should 
be  taken  on  Thursday  next. 

Mb.  O'SULLTYAJH  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  promoters  of 
this  Irish  measure  had  stated  at  public 
meetings  that  tiieir  desire  in  pressmg  on 
the  Legislature  the  dosing  of  public- 
houses  on  Sunday  in  Irel^d  was  that 
they  might  lay  the  foundation  for  an 
English  Sunday  dosing  system^ — ^that 
when  the  Irish  Bill  passed,  they  might 
assist  in  bringing  forward  one  for  Eng- 
land. That  admission  haying  been  made, 
he  thought  the  Government  could  not  do 
better  than  fix  a  day  when  the  prindple 
of  Sunday  dosing  in  its  application  to 
both  England  and  Ireland  might  be 
discussed  on  one  broad  and  common 
basis. 

Me.  SANDFORD  warned  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boscommon  (the  O'Conor 
Don)  that  if  he  persisted  in  the  vexa- 
tious policy  of  putting  this  Bill  down 
night  after  night,  and  bringing  it  on  at 
such  an  hour  in  the  morning,  he  (Mr. 
Sandford)  would  move  on  the  next  occa- 
sion that  the  course  was  taken  that  the 
day  for  resuming  Committee  on  the  Bill 
should  be  fixed  in  September. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  considered  that 
after  the  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  should  not  be  justi- 
fied in  bringing  the  Bill  on  after  12.30 ; 
but  opportunities  might  arise  through 
Ihe  lapsing  of  other  Business,  and  the 
House  might  be  able  to  come  to  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bin  at  a  comparatively 
early  hour.  It  would,  therefore,  be  ne- 
cessary to  keep  the  Bill  on  the  Paper ; 
but  he  would  undertake,  at  all  events, 
during  the  time  named  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  not  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
after  12.30. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursdajf, 

PUBUO  WORKS  (east  INDIA). 

Select  Committee  on  Public  Works  (East 
India)  nonUnaUd : — Mr.  Balfoub,  Mr.  Faw- 
OBTT,  Mr.  Childbbb,  Mr.  Ashbubt,  Sir  Gbobgb 
Campbbll,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  John  Ckoss,  Mr. 
Hardcastlb,  Sir  Joseph  M'Ebnna,  Mr.  Samp- 
son Lloyd,  Mr.  Gbant  Dufp,  Mr.  Mulbol- 
LAND,  Mr.  EusTACB  Smith,  Mr.  AoNBW,  and 
Iiord  Gbobgb  Hamilton  : — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum. — (Lord  Q^tr^^  SamilUm.) 


{Spotland)  BtU. 


FUBLio  Aooomrrs. 


1920 


Oommittee  of  Public  Accounts  : 
Sir  Waltbk  Babttblot,  Lord  F&bdbbxck 
Catbndish,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Lord  £6linoton«  Mr. 
Gt>LDNBT,  Mr.  Thomson  Hankbt,  Sir  John 
LuBBOcx,  Mr.  O'Rbillt,  Sir  Chablbs  Mnjjs, 
Mr.  Sbblt,  and  Colonel  Stanlbt.  —  {(hlotui 
Stanley,) 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  I9th  February,  1878. 


MINX7TESJ  — i&i^  First  in  Farliammt  —  ThB 
Lord  de  Clifibrd,  after  the  death  of  bis  father. 

Sblbct  Committbb  —  Litemperance,  Earl  <^ 
Shaftesbury  diteharged. 

Public  'Btlla— Second  JSmu^'mo— Public  Pai^ 
(Scotland)  (18). 

Committee — Report — House  Occupiers  Disqualifi- 
cation Removal*  (17) ;  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Metropolis)  *  (12). 


THE  EASTERN  QUESTION— THE  OCCU- 
PATION OF  GALLIPOLI.— QUESTION. 

The  Dttke  of  ABGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
perhaps  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  Office  will  allow  me  to  ask 
him,  Whether,  without  injury  to  the 
public  service,  he  can  give  the  House 
any  further  information  with  regard  to 
the  negotiations  now  understood  to  be 
carried  on  respecting  the  occupation  of 
GaUipoli? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords,  I 
am  always  ready  to  give  your  Lordships 
any  information  in  my  power ;  but  all 
I  can  say  on  the  very  important  subject 
to  which  the  noble  Duke  has  called 
attention  is  that  those  communications 
are  still  goin^  on  between  the  two 
Governments.  I  have  no  doubt  that*  at 
the  next  meeting  of  this  House  I  shall 
be  in  a  position  to  state  the  result. 

PUBLIC  PARKS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Kinnaird.) 

(no.  18)     SECOND  EEADDfO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading,  read. 

Lord  KINNAIBD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time. 
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said,  it  was  one  to  enable  Local  Autho- 
rities in  Scotland  to  acqiiire  and  lay  out 
land  for  Public  Parks  and  Pleasure 
Grounds.  These  places  of  recreation 
were  much  needed  for  the  population  of 
our  laree  overorowded  towns,  and  in 
England  the  pnTilege  was  granted 
which,  by  the  Dresent  Sill,  it  was  sought 
to  extend  to  Scotland.  Every  enacting 
clause  of  the  Bill  was  already  law  in 
England;  and  the  Bill  as  it  stood  was 
approved  bv  the  Lord  Advocate  as  well 
as  oy  the  Home  Secretary,  having  been, 
with  slieht  Amendments,  carried  with 
their  he^  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Parliament  had  always  been  disposed  to 
view  with  favour  attempts  to  bring  the 
laws  of  England  and  S^tiand  into  har- 
mony, and  this  Bill  was  a  step  in  that 
direction. 


Jfopsd,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
-^The  Lord  Einnaird,) 

Thb  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  pointed 
out  that  a  formal  alteration  in  reB]pcctto 
procedure  imder  the  Bill  was  desirable 
m  the  Bill  as  it  came  up  firom  the  other 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2^  ac- 
cordin^y,  and  committed  to  a  Oonmiittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thureday  next. 

Houae  a4Joamed  at  a  quarter  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 


Taeeday,  X^th  February,  1878. 


HINT7TES.] — SiLBCT  OoiofiTm— Irish  Land 
Act,  1870,  Mr.  Downing  di»eharg$d,  Mr.  Mel- 
don  oiMM^. 

Supply  —  eontidered  in  Committee  —  Beeolution 
[18th  February]  ri9M»r<#rf— (£1,000,000)  Ex- 
diequer  Bonds. 

Public  BiLLb— Second  Seadinff—Andeai  Monu- 
ments [68];  Dental  Practitioneni  [96],  de- 
bote  iidtoutned. 

Select  Committee  —  TuhUo  Health  Act  (1876) 
Amendment*  [66],  nominated. 

Committee^Ji^port'^Uh^  Loans  (Ireland)  [9]. 

YOL.  OGXXXVn.  [thibd  bibim.] 
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POST  OFFICE— MONEY-OBDEB  OFFICE. 
QT7B8TIOK. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  since  the  1st  of  April  1873  no 
promotions  have  been  made  from  the 
second  and  third  class  of  the  Money 
Order  Department  of  the  General  Post 
Office,  although  during  the  period  in 
question  many  vacancies  have  occurred 
and  still  exist,  no  alteration  having  been 
made  in  the  establishment  of  that 
office? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS :  Yes,  Sir; 
it  is  the  fact  that  no  promotions  have 
been  made  as  stated  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Baronet.  On  that  date,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  general  revision,  accom- 
panied by  optional  retirements,  there 
were  a  large  number  of  promotions,  and 
the  higher  positions  were  filled  by  com- 
paratively young  men,  among  whom, 
presumably,  vacancies  would  be  slower 
than  among  those  whom  they  had  suc- 
ceeded. Thus,  in  the  first  class,  no  va- 
cancy, and  in  the  second  class,  only  one 
vacancy  occurred  until  1876.  Since  then 
several  vacancies  have  occurred  in  con- 
sequence of  exceptional  circumstances, 
which  induced  me  to  propose  to  the 
Treasury  that  the  office  should  be  re- 
vised again.  A  decision  on  this  proposal 
is  expected  daily,  and  as  soon  as  it  ar- 
rives no  time  shall  be  lost  in  making 
any  promotions  that  may  remain  to  be 
made  under  the  new  scheme. 


TUEKEY— THE  WAE— ILL-TRBAT- 
MENT  OF  ENGLISH  DOCTORS. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiEairs,  If  he  can  afford  any  information 
as  to  how  ^e  Russians  disposed  and 
what  has  become  of  Doctors  Armand, 
Leslie,  and  Neville,  two  of  whom  are 
British  subjects,  who  were  made  pri- 
soners by  the  Russians' at  Kamarli  early 
in  January  ? 

Mb.  BOXJRKE  :  Sir,  from  communi- 
cations which  we  have  received,  we  un- 
derstand that  the  doctors  mentioned  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  made  pxisoners  of  war  at  Kamarli ; 
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and,  Bubsequently,  they,  no  doubt,  en- 
dured very  great  bardsnips.  Wben  they 
arrived  at  Adrianople  tbe  Grand  Duke 
Nicholas,  upon  the  representation  of  our 
Consul,  Mr.  Blunt,  ordered  their  release, 
and  they  were  then  granted  permission 
to  proceed  to  Constantinople.  When  the 
hardships  that  these  gentlemen  had 
endured  came  to  be  known  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  they  instructed  their 
Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg  to  make 
representations  to  the  Bussian  Gt)vem- 
ment;  and  we  are  informed  that  the 
Commander-in-Chief  expressed  his  very 
great  regret  at  the  hardships  they  had 
endured,  and  he  said  that  rigorous  in- 
quiries would  be  instituted  into  the 
matter  and  severe  punishment  indicted 
upon  the  persons  who  were  responsible 
for  those  hardships,  if  it  turned  out  that 
the  facts  alleged  were  true.  Upon  their 
release  the  prisoners  in  question  went  to 
Constantinople,  and  we  are  informed 
that  two  of  them  are  intending  to  return 
to  England. 

INDIA— THE  LOCAL  SERVICE  AND 
STAFF  CORPS.— QUESTION. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
intends  to  extend  to  the  Indian  Service 
the  provisions  of  the  Royal  Warrant  on 
retirements ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
intention  to  revise  the  pension  regula- 
tions of  the  Indian  Army  ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Sir, 
officers  in  the  Indian  service  are  either 
in  the  local  service  or  the  Staff  Coi^s. 
The  first  have  their  rights  guaranteed 
by  a  clause  in  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  the  Staff  Corps  promotion  being  by 
length  of  service,  the  Royal  Warrant 
alluded  to  could  not  regulate  their  re- 
tirement. At  present  there  is  no  scheme 
for  the  revision  of  the  pension  regula- 
tions of  the  Indian  Aimy  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

INDIA— IRRIGATION  REPORTS. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  FORTBSCUE  HARRISON 
asked  the  Under  Secretarv  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  annual  Indian 
Irrigation  Reports,  as  yearly  printed, 
circulated  among  Indian  offici^Js,  and 
sent  to  the  India  Office ;  and,  wheilier 


Duty  BOl. 


1924 


the  Reports  £6r  at  least  ten  jears  cannot 
be  niaae  accessible  to  l^Mnbers,  and 
those  of  1876-7  printed  for  the  use  ci 
Members? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Reports  referred  to 
had  for  the  last  10  years  been  B^it  to 
the  Library  of  the  House.  They  were 
too  bulky  to  be  laid  on  the  TaUe ;  but 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  a  small  Return  showing  what 
was  the  exact  state  of  things  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject.  In  feiet,  the 
India  Office  Vere  now  considering  the 
best  way  of  condensing  i^em  in  oit^  to 
furnish  it. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— I'HE  KAFFIR  OUT- 
BREAK.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  nature  of  the  intelligence 
from  South  Africa,  he  will  give  the 
House  some  official  information  of  the 
state  of  affairs  at  the  Gape,  and  as  to 
the  proceedings  which  are  being  taken 
by  the  Qovemment  to  arrange  the  exist- 
ing difficulties? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  is  rather  of  a  general  character,  I 
have  no  official  intelligence  to  giro  him 
with  respect  to  the  state  of  affairs  at 
the  Cape  materially  differing  &om  that 
which  ne  has  doubtless  seen  through  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information.  I 
think,  however,  there  is  reason  to  hope 
that  the  disturbances  on  the  Cape  frontier 
are  in  course  of  being  suppressed,  and 
that  the  Zulu  King,  whose  actions  exercise 
great  influence  among  all  South  African 
Natives,  is  adopting  a  more  pacific  atti- 
tude. With  regard  to  politiciBd  matters, 
of  course,  the  whole  energies  of  the 
Cape  Government  are  occupied  by  the 
military  situation,  and  therefore  it  is 
impossible  to  consider  what  measures 
may  or  may  not  be  necessary  after  peace 
is  restored. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY  BILL. 
QXTESnOK. 

Mr.  a.  H.  brown  asked  the  rirfit 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  Hubbard),  Whether  he  intended 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  on  Wednesday 
(that  day),  seeing  that  it  was  the  Fourth 
Order,  and  that  there  was  not  much 
probablity  of  its  being  brought  on? 
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Me.  J.  G.  HXJBBABD,  in  reply,  swd, 
the  Bill  was  one  of  great  importance ; 
but  as  it  stood  a  very  small  chance  of 
being  considered,  in  consequence  of 
there  being  two  Irish  measures  in  the 
waji  he  was  afraid  he  should  have  to 
postpone  it.  He  would,  however,  appeal 
to  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  satisfied 
that  we  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
reasonable,  whether  he  would  not  adopt 
them  in  ^e  fiscal  legislation  of  the 
Session?  

Thb  OHANOELLOB  of  thb  EXOHE- 
QXJEB :  I  may  answer  the  Question  at 
once ;  but  only  to  say  that  the  subject  is 
one  which  has  engaged  my  attention, 
and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  deal  with  it 
when  I  make  my  Financial  Statement 
to  the  House. 


EDUCATION  (SOOTLAKD)— THE  CODE 

OF  1878  AND  THE  GAELIO  LANGUAGE. 

WITHDBAWAi;  OP  MOTIOK. 

Mb.  FRASER  MACKINTOSH,  who 
had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  of  a  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  praying 
that  she  would 

''be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  an 
addition  Bkould  l>e  made  to  the  Scottish  Educa- 
tion Code  for  1878,  providing,  in  the  G^aelic 
speaking  districts  of  Scotland,  and  where  the 
School  Boards  so  resolve,  that  instmction  in 
and  by  means  of  GaeHe  shall  be  resarded  and 
dealt  with  as  a  proper  subject  of  ana  means  of 
education," 

said,  with  the  leave  of  the  House  he 
would  now  withdraw  it.  Since  his 
Motion  was  put  on  the  Notice  Paper,  the 
Education  Department  had  agreed  to 
make  certain  additions  to  uie  New 
Scottish  Education  Code,  which,  to  some 
extent,  met  the  object  he  had  in  view. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  bring  forward  his  Motion  that 
night. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
MOTIONS. 


BOROUGH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND). 
BSSOLXmOK. 

Mr.  MELDON,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tbn  to  the  restricted  nature  of  the 
Borough  Fraaohise  in  Ireland,  and  to 
move— 


**  That  the  restricted  natnie  of  the  Borough 
Franchise  of  Ireland,  as  compared  with  that 
existing  in  England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject 
deserving  the  immediate  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and 
just  e(}uality  of  &e  Franchise  in  the  three 
countries," 

said,  he  wotdd  take  that  opportunity  of 
expressing  his  regret  at  Ireland  having 
lost  the  services  of  the  late  excellent 
Chief   Secretary    (Sir   Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  who  had  pledged  himself  on 
entering  Office  four  years  ago  to  give 
fair  and  candid  consideration  to  all  well- 
founded  Irish  grievances.  He  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  believed  it  had  been  established 
over  and  over  again  that  the  borough 
franchise  question,  as  it  affected  Ireland, 
was  a  substantial  grievance;  and  if  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  had  not  been  able 
to  carry  out  his  pledge  so  far  as  that 
question  was  concerned,  it  was,  he  be- 
lieved, because  the  watchword   of  the 
Tory  Party  was  the  restriction  of  the 
franchise.    Well,  they  were  at  present 
in  the  midst  of  a  great  crisis,  and  he 
would  appeal  to  the  House  whether  this 
was  not  a  fitting  opportunity  for  con- 
ciliating Ireland  by  extending  to  her  the 
same  political  rignts  and  privileges  as 
were  now  enjoyed  by  England.     His 
(Mr.  Meldon's)  Motion  involved  no  new 
principles  of  any  kind,  and  he  was  quite 
satisfied  to  take  his  stand  upon  them, 
for  they  were  admitted  and  adopted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House.    It  only  proposed  to 
establish  in  Ireland  the  same  principle 
as  ol^tained  in  England  and  Scotland  in 
tiie  matter  of  the  borough  franchise.  To 
entitle  a  person  to  the  borough  franchise 
in  England  and  Scotiiand,  it  was  neces- 
sary he  should  be  a  male  inhabitant,  a 
householder,  that  his  poor  rate  should 
be  paid,  and  that  he  should  reside  for  a 
cerudn  specified  period  in  the  house; 
but  in  Ireland  a  man  was  not  entitled  to 
the  franchise  unless  he  were  a  house- 
holder— tenant  of  a  house  of   certain 
value — namely,    £6.    Apart  from  this 
limited  franchise,  the  law  in  Ireland 
threw  every  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
people  obtaining  it,   and  there  was  a 
material  difference  in  this  respect  be- 
tween the  two  countries.      In  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  it  was  absolutely  pro- 
hibitory— actually  preventing  occupiers 
who  paid   by  the  week  or  the  month 
from  Doing  put  upon  the  register  at  all, 
because  the  landlords, .  and  not   they, 
were  rated.    Was  that  just,  fair,  and 


3  Q  2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1927        Borough  Franehko 


(OOMMONS)        (Irel(mi).—Be$ohaioH.     19S8 


reasonable?  If  there  was  to  be  any 
difference,  surely  it  ongkt  to  be  the 
poorer  country  that  ougnt  to  have  the 
lower  franchise  and  not  the  richer 
one,  whereas  the  reverse  was  the  case. 
Although  in  Ireland  they  presumably 
had  the  same  counts  franchise,  still  in 
reality  it  was  a  £15  franchise  and  not  a 
£12  franchise,  while  in  the  boroughs  it 
was  really  a  £6  franchise,  as  compared 
with  the  £4  franchise  in  England  and 
Scotland.  Why  should  not  the  same 
principle  be  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  the 
same  principles  applied  to  both  countries? 
The  same  principles  which  carried  the 
Eeform  Bill  of  1867  were  equally  ap- 
plicable to  Ireland,  and  they  were  put 
forward  by  the  Conservative  Party  them- 
selves. Had  an  Irishman  less  stake  in 
the  country  than  an  En^shman  under 
similar  circumstances  ?  Why  should  an 
Irishman  living  in  a  £4  house  at  Liver- 
pool be  disfranchised  if  he  went  to  live 
m  such  a  house  at  Dublin?  The  only 
excuse  must  be  that  the  Irishman  was 
xmfit  to  exercise  the  franchise.  The 
statement  frequently  put  forward  was 
that  the  Iriim  people  received  equal 
rights  with  the  people  of  England ;  but 
that  was  not  true.  This  Parliament, 
they  were  told,  looked  upon  Ireland  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  ELmgdom ;  but  he 
maintained  that  the  country  did  not  en- 
joy the  same  political  rights-— conse- 
quently, he  would  press  upon  the  House 
uie  necessity  of  adopting  his  Motion. 
They  had  not  equality  of  representation, 
nor  had  they  equal  rights.  While  in 
England  and  Scotland  there  wab  an 
extended  franchise,  in  Ireland  there  was 
a  limited  constituency.  Therefore,  even 
assuming  that  union  was  to  be  main- 
tained as  it  at  present  existed,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  House  to  carry  out  their 
part  of  the  contract,  and  to  fi^ve  them 
what  they  now  asked — equal  political 
rights  in  this  matter.  They  had  no  such 
political  rights,  and  were  not  on  terms 
of  equality.  No  union  existed  between 
the  two  countries.  Parliament  gave  them 
what  it  pleased,  and  between  the  two 
countries  there  was  the  same  position  as 
that  wldch  existed  between  master  and 
servant.  The  Irish  people  were  ground 
down  by  the  iron  heel  of  their  con- 
querors. What  had  Ireland  done  that 
she  should  not  beproperly  represented 
in  that  House  ?  Why  was  she  to  have 
a  limited  constituency  while  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland  had  a  large 

Mr,  Meldon 


franchise  ?  What  was  to  prevent  them 
being  treated  on  equal  terms?  If  the 
Imperial  Parliament  chose  to  carzy  out 
the  Union,  he  trusted  that  it  would  be 
maintained  by  honour,  g^d  faith,  and 
fair  dealing  between  the  two  countries, 
and  not  in  the  way  it  had  hitherto  been. 
The  existence  of  inequality  was  too 
patent  and  too  strong  to  be  aenied,  and 
ne  would  now  quote  a  few  figures  in  order 
to  show  how  the  matter  stood.  It  was  an 
astonishing  fact,  which  demonstrated  the 
justice  of  the  cause  he  was  advocating, 
that  one  city  in  Scotland — Glasgow — 
had  a  larger  number  of  electors  than  all 
the  boroughs  of  Ireland.  Qlasgow,  with 
a  population  of  477,732,  had  60,670 
electors;  Birmingham,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  343,787,  had  a  constituency  of 
61,756 ;  Liverpool,  with  a  population  of 
493,400,  had  a  constituency  of  69,667; 
and  Manchester,  with  a  population  of 
379,874,  had  a  constituency  of  68,938; 
In  Ireland,  however,  the  31  boroughs, 
with  a  population  of  882,146,  had  only 
6  3, 96  3  voters.  Wherever  we  looked  for 
facts,  they  all  tended  to  show  that  Ire- 
land was  represented  in  that  House  in 
an  entirely  different  manner  from  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Scotland, 
with  a  population  of  less  than  3,600,000, 
had  in  ner  boroughs  no  fewer  than 
202,862  electors;  whereas  Ireland,  with 
a  population  of  more  than  4,600,000, 
had  only  63,963  electors.  England, 
with  a  population  of  22,600,000,  had 
1,614,716  names  on  the  registers  of  her 
boroughs.  In  England  the  number  of 
borouffh  voters  had  been  more  thaji 
trebled  since  the  Eeform  Act  of  1867, 
whereas  in  Ireland  only  about  20,000 
had  been  added  to  the  total  number  of 
voters.  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
267,617,  had  only  12,310  electors ;  while 
Leeds,  with  a  population  of  269,212, 
had  49,300;  Sheffield,  with  a  population 
of  239,946,  had  40,643 ;  and  Edinburgh, 
with  a  population  of  196,979,  hiod 
26,934  electors.  In  Cork,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  about  100,000,  there  were  only 
4,446  electors;  while  in  Nottingham^ 
with  a  population  of  86,600,  there  were 
17,632.  In  Limerick,  with  a  population 
of  49,863,  there  were  only  1,804;  while 
in  Gate^ead,  with  a  population  of 
48,627,  there  were  11,616.  In  Water- 
ford,  with  a  population  of  29,988,  tiiere 
were  1,414  electors;  while  in  Great 
Grimsby,  with  a  population  of  26,892, 
there  were  6,286.    In  England,  as  he 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1929      Bortrngh  Franehii$      {Fbbbxjabt  19,  1878]     {Ireland),— MesoMion.    1980 


liad  said,  they  had  the  borough  con- 
stituencies about  trebled  since  1863;  and 
if  they  assimilated  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land to  that  which  existed  in  England, 
the  number  of  electors  would  be  in- 
creased from  53,000  to  97,890.  He  had 
shown  that  the  borough  franchise  in 
Ireland  was  based  upon  a  totally  dif- 
ferent principle  from  that  of  England ; 
and  he  now  asked  the  House  to  afiirm 
that  in  this  matter  there  was  no  differ- 
ence whatever  in  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries,  and  Irishmen  were  as 
much  entitled  to  the  franchise  as  though 
they  were  Hving  in  England.  It  was 
a  breach  of  union  between  the  two 
countries.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  he 
was  not  over  sanguine  in  trusting  that 
the  House  would  adopt  the  Motion  he 
had  laid  before  it,  and  which  he  now 
begged  to  move. 

Mr.  GHAY  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  restricted  nature  of  the  Borough 
Franchise  of  Ireland,  as  compared  with  that 
existing  in  England  and  Scotland,  is  a  subject 
deserving  the  immediate  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  a  view  of  establishing  a  fair  and 
just  equality  of  the  Franchise  in  the  three 
countnes." — {Mr,  Meldon.) 

Mb.  OHAELES  LEWIS,  who  had 
the  following  Notice  upon  the  Paper : — 
As  an  Amendment  to  Mr.  Meldon's 
Motion  on  Borough  Franchise  (Ireland), 
to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  there  is 
no  substajitial  c^und  for  belie^'ing  that  in  the 
present  state  oi  the  Irish  Borough  Representa- 
tion the  opinions  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  constituencieB  are  not  really  repre- 
sented: That  it  appears  that  certain  of  the 
borough  constituencies  returning  thirty  Members 
have  a  population  of  less  than  one-sixteenth  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland:  That  nnder  these  cir- 
cumstances the  reform  which  is  really  required 
in  the  Representation  of  Ireland  is  a  re-distri- 
bution of  seats," 

said,  the  intense  interest  felt  in  that 

?uestion  by  Irish  Members — if  not  by  all 
rish  Members,  by  Irish  borough  Mem- 
bers; and  if  not  by  all  Lrish  borough  Mem- 
bers, by  all  Irish  Liberal  borough  Mem- 
bers— was  shown  by  the  fact  that,  during 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon),  there  was  but  one  Irish  Liberal 
borough  Member  in  the  House,  or  at 
most  tnere  were  but  two,  and  if  all  the 
Irish  Liberal  Members  were  induded, 
only  six  were  present.    It  had,  doubt- 


less, in  various  forms  been  brought  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House ;  but  no 
interest  in  it  had  been  manifested  by 
the  Liberal  electors  of  Ireland,  and 
many  debates  had  taken  place  wiih.  re- 
gard to  it  from  time  to  time.  Now,  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  settlement  which 
it  was  proposed  to  disturb  by  the  Eeso- 
lution,  and  the  Bill  which  would  be 
the  result  of  it  if  passed?  It  was  a 
settlement  made  almost  without  divi- 
sion, by  the  concurrence  of  both  sides 
of  the  House,  10  years  ago.  No  doubt, 
it  was  made  under  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment, but  a  Government  which  had 
to  carry  its  Eeform  Bills  under  the 
pressure  and  check  of  the  great  Liberal 
Farty.  If  he  recollected  aright,  ihere 
was  only  one  division  taken — ^namely, 
as  to  whether  the  line  should  be  drawn 
at  £4  and  under  or  at  £4,  and  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  franchise  proposed  by  the 
Bill.  The  root  of  the  difference  between 
different  persons  on  this  subject  lay  in 
this — that  some  considered  the  franchise 
a  right,  and  others  considered  it  a  trust; 
some  believed  it  a  means,  others  that  it 
was  an  end  in  itself.  He  confessed  he 
belonged  to  the  unpopular  side.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  franchise  ex- 
isted as  a  right  inherent  in  any  class  or 
set  of  men,  and  legislation  had  never  in 
this  country  proceeded  on  any  such 
principle.  If  so,  the  question  arose, 
was  this  change  expedient  in  itself  in 
reference  to  the  country  into  which  it 
was  to  be  introduced ;  was  it  asked  by 
the  people ;  was  it  in  itself  a  practical 
measure;  and  could  it  be  looked  at  irre- 
spective of  other  electoral  measures  be- 
fore the  House  ?  If  this  were  a  measure 
popular  in  Ireland,  they  would  not  havo 
seen  such  a  state  of  the  benches  opposite 
while  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  making  his  able  speech.  How  else 
were  they  to  test  whether  the  measure 
was  popular?  By  Petitions  to  that 
House  and  public  meetings.  But  dur- 
ing the  present  Parliament,  he  had 
searched  and  had  not  been  able  to  dis- 
cover that  a  sin^e  Petition  had  been 
presented  to  the  House  from  any  con- 
stituency or  person  in  Ireland  asking 
for  that  or  any  simileur  change.  Had 
there  been  any  public  meetings  on  the 
subject?  Not  one.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  assimilate  the 
law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  England.  That 
was  put  forward  as  an  act  of  dilatory 
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justice  in  order  to  restore  the  equili- 
brium of  good  feeling  and  concord  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  But  was  Ire- 
land really  entitled  to  make  any  objec- 
tion or  put  forward  8uiy  claim  on  this 
score  ?  The  treatment  of  the  Irish  na- 
tion in  past  time,  as  regarded  the  fran- 
chise, had  rather  been  in  favour  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  Legislature,  not  by  acci- 
dent, but  by  design,  had  been  more 
liberal  to  her  than  to  England.  In 
1860,  or  16  years  before  the  county 
franehise  was  reduced  to  iB  12  in  Eng- 
land, it  was  reduced  to  iB  12  in  Ireland. 
At  that  present  time,  there  was  a  lower 
leasehold  qualification  for  counties  in 
Ireland  than  in  England.  They  had 
another  specimen  of  the  course  of  legis- 
lation with  reference  to  the  borough 
franchise.  In  1860  the  English  qualifi- 
cation was  £10,  whilst  the  Irish  was 
only  £8.  It  so  happened  now  that  the 
difi^rence  between  the  borough  fran- 
chise in  England  and  Ireland  was,  so  to 
say,  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  Irish ; 
but,  as  he  had  said,  tiiey  had  to  deal 
with  a  state  of  circumstances  based  upon 
a  settlement  made  10  years  ago,  practi- 
cally with  the  consent  of  both  sides  of 
the  House ;  and  before  any  change  was 
effected,  they  must  ask  themselves,  did 
the  present  representation  in  the  bo- 
rouehs  fairly  represent  popular  feel- 
ing? He  was  bound  to  admit  that 
the  representation  did  accurately  repre- 
sent the  population,  for  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that,  out  of  37  borough  Members, 
21  described  themselves  as  Home  Eulers, 
and  seven  others  were  Liberal  Members, 
so  that  28  out  of  the  37  sat  on  the  Liberal 
side  of  the  House.  IXd  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  believe  that,  even  if 
his  nostrum  were  adopted,  there  would 
be  any  considerable  change  in  the  colour 
of  the  representation?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  ventured  to 
say  that  the  feelings  of  constituents 
were  not  now  represented,  and  it  was  in 
vain  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  looked  for  an  argu- 
ment to  support  the  proposition.  No 
one  could  believe  that  in  the  town  of 
Belfast  any  different  result  would  occur 
from  drawing  the  line  of  representation 
much  lower.  The  same  might  be  said 
of  the  boroueha  of  Lisbum,  Armagh, 
and  EnniskiSen.  With  a  very  few 
other  exceptions,  the  Liberal  Party  had 
a  monopoly,  of  the  whole  Irish  borough 
representation.  The  next  question  was 
a  most  serious    one — ^What   was   the 
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class  which  would  be  introduced  into 
the  borough  constituency  in  Ireland  by 
the  proposed  change,  and  what  amount 
of  electoral  power  would  be  conferred  on 
that  class  ?  He  (Mr.  Lewis)  hoped  he 
should  not  be  called  a  slanderer  of  &e 
lower  class  in  Ireland  if  he  said  that  the 
class  raised  into  power  would  consist  of 
the  worst  educated,  the  poorest,  the  mo6t 
dependent,  the  least  able  to  resist  in- 
fluences of  an  undue  character,  the  least 
able  to  resist  the  demands  of  religion ; 
and  occupation,  and  labour,  the  least 
able  to  give  an  independent  vote,  Uie 
least  educated,  and  the  least  able  to 
give  an  intelligent  vote.  Then,  when 
he  came  to  examine  the  j>ower  proposed 
to  be  conferred  upon  this  residuum  id 
constituents,  he  found  that  in  tiie  large 
majority  of  boroughs  in  Ireland  the 
number  of  occupiers  rated  at  and  nnder 
£4  exceeded  the  entire  number  rated  at 
upwards  of  £4.  Taking  out  for  a  mo- 
ment the  towns  of  Belfast,  Cork,  and 
Dublin,  the  remaining  boroughs  showed 
of  occupiers  rated  at  £4  and  nnder, 
34,806;  while  the  number  above  £4 
was  24,463.  So  that  they  would  be 
conferring  a  voting  power  upon  a  icur 
larger  number  of  persons  whose  rating 
was  at  and  under  £4  than  the  entire 
number  of  present  electors.  But  taking 
in  the  whole  borou^  eonstituenciee  of 
Ireland,  including  Belfast,  Cork,  and 
Dublin,  the  scale  was  turned  sliehtly, 
but  not  very  much,  the  other  way,  being 
as  follows :  —  Above  the  £4  valua- 
tion, 74,623  ;  at  and  under,  56,902. 
In  the  whole  borough  constituencdea 
in  Ireland  the  valuation  on  which  rates 
were  assessed  above  the  £4  line  was 
£1,226,000,  while  under  £4  it  was  not 
one-tenth  of  that  amount,  being  only 
£1 16,000,  so  that  the  alt»ation  pr(q>086d 
would  in  28  boroughs  give  an  entire 
preponderance  to  those  rated  at  and 
under  £4,  although  their  rating  was 
only  one-tenth  of  the  other.  These 
figures  were  of  the  greatest  importance 
with  reference  to  the  social  life  and  the 
various  organizations  of  parties  in  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  in  relation  to  the  o<^- 
lateral  measures  which  Uie  Liberal  Party 
were  supposed  to  have  in  view  for  that 
countzy.  But,  going  yet  a  little  k>wer 
in  the  scale,  he  woukL  take  fbur  borough 
constituencies— Droffheda,  Galway,Lmie- 
rick,  and  Waterford— where  tii^  were 
houses,  tenements,  huts,  hovels  rated  so 
low  as  5«.,  on  which  it  was  proposed  to 
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confer  the  franohiBe.  In  Drogheda,  out 
of  the  entire  number  of  3,564  tenements, 
huts,  hovels,  or  what-not  rated  under 
20«.,  1,275  would  be  admitted  to  the 
franchise;  and  if  they  went  to  40«., 
2,173  would  be  admitted,  or  60  per  cent 
of  the  entire  number  of  houses  of 
Drogheda  under  40«.  valuation.  In 
Galway,  out  of  the  entire  number  of 
householders — 8,554 — there  were  1,426 
persons  holding  tenements  rated  at  and 
under  20«.,  whale  under  40«.  there  were 
1,896.  In  Limerick,  out  of  a  total  of 
7,274,  1,767  were  under  20«.,  and  3,187 
under  40«.  The  House  would  have  to 
consider  seriously  whether  that  was  the 
sort  of  constituency  which  it  was  desir- 
able to  build  up  instead  of  the  existing 
one.  Those  who  were  satisfied  with 
quantity  rather  than  quality  might  be 
content  with  the  proposed  change ;  but 
he  thought  the  House  should  pause  and 
ponder  before  they  committed  themselves 
to  such  a  state  of  things.  Lastly,  he 
came  to  Waterford,  where  1,878  were 
rated  under  40«.  in  a  total  of  4,544.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  too  long 
with  statistics,  but  would  give  some 
figures  relating  to  England  as  a  contrast. 
It  was  the  omy  outward  test  he  could 
bring  to  bear  as  to  the  state  of  the  same 
dass  in  the  two  Bangdoms.  Out  of 
50  English  boroughs  the  nimiber  of 
male  persons  rated  at  and  under  £4  was 
69,406,  as  against  301,080  above  £4 ;  or 
less  than  a  quarter  as  many  under  as 
above  the  £4  line.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  reviewing  the 
state  of  things  in  England  and  Ireland, 
had  spoken  of  Glasgow,  Manchester, 
Liverpool,  and  some  of  the  richest  cities 
of  England  and  Scotland  in  a  somewhat 
inapt  comparison  between  them  and  the 
weak,  decaying  towns  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,  where  there  was  never  any 
sign  of  prosperity.  He  (Mr.  Lewis) 
had  himself  extracted  the  proportion 
of  voters  to  the  populations  of  the 
English  boroughs,  and  had  found  it 
to  be  in  Marylebone,  1  in  15;  in  Fins- 
bury,  1  in  12;  in  Chelsea,  1  in  11 ;  in 
Dover,  1  in  13;  in  Ghreenwich,  1  In  10 ; 
in  Plymouth,  1  in  16 ;  in  Southwark,  1 
in  11 ;  in  the  Tower  Hamlets,  1  in  13 ; 
and  in  Westminster,  1  in  15.  He  ad' 
mittedthatinMancheister  and  othertowns 
the  proportions  were  higher.  As  for 
Irish  boroughs,  taking  Belfast,  he  found 
that,  with  aU  the  restrictions  upon  the 
feanehise,  there  was  a  larger  proportion 


of  voters  than  in  Westminster ;  in  Derry 
it  was  the  same ;  in  Enniskillen,  Newry, 
and  Dungannon,  1  in  15 ;  in  Antrim,  1 
in  16 ;  in  Downpatrick,  1  in  17  ;  in  Lis- 
bum,  1  in  10;  and  in  Coleraine,  1  in 
17 ;  and  these  were  the  worst  specimens 
he  could  find.  The  scale,  however,  was 
weighted  when  they  came  to  the  fading 
towns  in  the  Sou^,  from  which  trade 
and  population  had  both  gone;  the 
proportion  was,  in  Oarlow,  1  in  26 ;  in 
Drogheda  and  Ennis,  1  in  32 ;  in  Gal- 
way and  Kilkenny,  1  in  22 ;  in  Tralee 
and  Dublin,  1  in  30 ;  in  Waterford,  1  in 
29;  and  in  Limerick,  1  in  25.  The 
difference  between  these  two  groups  was 
considerable;  but  if  they  went  to  any 
town  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  they  would 
find  it  not  only  able  to  hold  its  own 
against  England,  but  even,  in  some  cases, 
to  show  a  better  result  as  regarded  the 
proportion  of  electors  to  population. 
When  he  heard  Manchester  and  liver- 
pool  mentioned,  he  felt  that  the  com* 
parison  was  rather  dangerous  in  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man;  for  Manchester  and  Liverpool, 
with  a  population  exceeding  that  of  the 
Irish  boroughs,  returned  six  Members 
as  against  87  by  the  latter.  He  knew 
that  the  question  opened  up  a  very 
much  larger  one.  The  House  was 
probably  aware  that,  with  a  most  trifling 
exception,  there  had  been  no  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats  in  Ireland  since  the 
Union,  so  that  the  state  of  the  borough 
representation  could  only  be  described 
as  monstrous.  It  was  not  only  that  the 
boroughs  had  too  many  Members,  but 
also  fiiat,  as  regsirded  their  relative 
size,  they  were  badly  distributed,  no 
just  proportion  of  representation  being 
maintained.  He  would  just  re-count  the 
figures.  The  entire  population  of  the 
boroughs  in  Ireland  was  only  866,000 
persons,  and  they  had  37Bepresentatives, 
or  39,  including  the  two  vacant  seats ; 
the  county  population  was  4,548,713, 
with  only  64  Members.  In  other  words, 
the  counties  had  five  times  the  popula- 
tion, and  not  twice  the  representation  of 
the  boroughs,  which,  if  justice  were 
done,  would  return  no  more  than  17 
Members.  The  injustice,  moreover, 
was  not  only  between  boroughs  and 
counties,  but  also  between  the  boroughs 
themselves.  Nine  of  the  smallest 
borough  constituencies — Toughal,  Port- 
arlingfton,  Ennis,  Athlone,  Dungarvan, 
Dungannon,    Kinsale,    Mallow,     and 
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Tralee — had  a  valuation  not  exceeding 
£66,430,  and  they  returned  nine  Mem- 
bers. The  valuation  of  Derry  was 
£64,913,  and  it  returned  only  one  Mem- 
ber to  Parliament.  The  entire  popula- 
tion of  the  nine  towns  was  not  more  than 
49,725,  which  was  not  double  that  of 
Derry.  There  were  also  two  very  re- 
markable constituencies  that  had  been 
fading  away  Census  after  Census, 
with  the  exception  of  Galway  at  the 
last  Census  —  namelv,  the  cities  of 
Galway  and  Waterford;  though,  by 
the  favour  and  forbeeurance  of  Parlia- 
ment, each  returned  two  Members. 
The  population  of  Galway  was  under 
20,000,  and  its  valuation  £32,469,  or 
one-half  that  of  Derry.  Its — Gal  way's — 
electors,  including  a  large  number  of 
freemen,  numbered  1,354.  Waterford 
was  not  quite  so  bad.  Its  population 
was  under  30,000,  and  its  valuation  was 
£53,000,  the  number  of  electors  being 
1,400.  He  had  quoted  enough  figures 
to  show  that  the  House  could  not  deal 
with  the  question  as  if  it  involved  no 
difficulty.  The  question  of  Irish  Eeform 
was  a  far  more  searching  and  far  more 
reaching  question  than  Irish  Members 
seemed  to  contemplate ;  and  when  it  was 
undertaken  in  connection  with  a  new 
Beform  Bill,  it  must  be  carried  out  root- 
and-branch — especially  with  regard  to 
the  county  constituencies,  in  justice  to 
whom  not  half  the  boroughs  now  sending 
Members  to  Parliament  were  entitled  to 
return  Members  at  all.  There  were  10 
Irish  boroughs  the  population  of  which 
was  under  7,000,  although  the  increas- 
ing prosperibr  of  the  North  gave  Ire- 
land some  nourishinK  towns  of  from 
10,000  to  13,000 ;  and  in  the  South  there 
were  Kingstown  and  other  places  that 
were  deserving  of  consideration.  He  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  set  to  work  at  once 
to  introduce  an  Irish  Beform  Bill ;  but 
he  did  suggest  that  so  far  from  its  being 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  fragmentary  manner,  it 
ought,  under  no  circumstances,  to  deal 
with  the  subject  until  it  was  brought 
forward  by  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown  with  a  majority  behind  him. 
That  Motion  constituted  one  of  the  great 
gala  or  festival  days  of  the  House,  for  it 
was  about  the  only  occasion  he  knew  of 
when  the  Liberal  Party  was  seen  in 
union.  The  front  Opposition  Bench, 
according  to  their  own  supportersi  were 
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in   the   habit  of  running   away  afier 
moving  Besolutions    and  not  stopping 
for  the  division ;  but,  with  one  or  two 
remarkable    exceptions,    the    franchise 
was   a  question   on  which   hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  generally  unani- 
mous in  their  voting,   though   certain 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  did   not  confine 
themselves,  on   this   question,    to  op- 
posing their  Partv  in  the  House,  but 
opposed  it  out  of  the  House,  writing 
articles  against  their  Colleagues  for  the 
purpose  of  illustrating  that  there  was 
not,  after  all,  complete  union   of  the 
Liberal  Party  even  on  the  question  of  the 
franchise.  But,  looking  at  it  altogether, 
there  was  no  doubt  mat  the    Liberal 
Party  was  more  or  less  united  on  the 
question    of   the    franchise,   and   they 
would  be  more  or  less  united  on  Friday 
next.    Only  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
would    dissever  themselves  from  their 
Colleagues.    The    Conservative    Party 
might  congratulate  themselves  that  upon 
that  question,  on  which  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  vote  on  Friday — household 
suJ&age  in  counties — they  were  in  the 
right  and  the  Liberal  Party  in  the  wrong. 
P*No,  no!"]    He  would  ask  anyone 
ukely  to  be  led  away  by  the  plausible 
nature  of  the  Motion  this  day  proposed 
to   consider  what  would  be  the  result 
in  Ireland  if  the  Besolutions    of   to- 
day and  of  Friday  were   passed  and 
embodied  in  a  Bill?    It  could  only  be 
followed  out  to  its  logical  conclusion  by 
giving  the  same    county  franchise    to 
Ireland  as  existed  in  the  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom;  and  when  they 
had  the    evil  political    example  of  a 
borough  franchise  debased  to  the  man 
who  paid  upon  a  5s.  rental,  the  same 
rule  would  nave  to  be  applied  to  the 
coimties ;  and,  though  he  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything  to  excite  religious  feeling, 
he  would  assert  that  the  effect  of  su^ 
a  step  would  be  to  sweep  out  of  exist- 
ence the  entire  Ptotestant  constituency. 
Belfast,  and,  perhaps,  through  the  popu- 
larity of  their  present  Members,  Lis- 
bum,  might  escape  from  such  a  flood ; 
but  with  those  exceptions,  the  result  of 
carrying  out  the  proposed  measure  of 
household  franchise  in  Ireland  as  re- 
garded boroughs,  based  on  no  test,  and 
no  limitation  at  all,  and  then    apply- 
ing the  same  principle — as  the  Liberal 
Party  desired,  to  the  counties — ^would 
be   that   one-fifth   of  the   population 
of  Ireland,  oontaining  ba  more  than 
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one-fifth  of  its  wealth,  inflaence,  respec- 
tability, and  loyalty,  would  be  entirely 
destroyed,  and  would  have  no  repre- 
sentation. He  had  not  ventured  to 
speak  on  the  subject  before;  but  he 
hoped  to  find  many  Members  on  the  other 
side  who  would  pause  long  before  com- 
mitting themselves  to  a  step  of  that 
character,  the  result  of  which  they  could 
not  thoroughly  appreciate,  unless  they 
considered  the  points  he  had  ventured  to 
put  before  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber intend  to  move  his  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS:  No;  he 
would  content  himself  with  negativing 
the  Resolution  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
was  sure  the  House,  in  common  with 
himself,  must  thank  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  for  having 
put  the  opposition  of  the  Party  to  which 
ne  belonged  upon  grounds  that  were 
thoroughly  intoUigible.  Last  year  the 
Opposition  were  placed  in  considerable 
dMculty  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beadi),  then 
Chief  Secretary,  now  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  from  which  it  was  impossible 
to  draw  a  conclusion  as  to  the  grounds 
on  which  the  opposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  based ;  but  there  was  no  mis- 
take at  all  about  the  grounds  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry.  He 
adopted  the  well-hiown  language  of 
Lord  Eldon — the  argument  in  favour  of 
rotten  boroughs — ^the  argument  that  re- 
presentation should  depend  upon  pro- 
perty alone ;  that  the  man  who  had  £  1 00 
ouffht  to  have  a  voto,  and  the  man  who 
had  only  £5  ought  not ;  that  the  nume- 
rical preponderance  of  representation 
ought  always  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
ricSi,  and  that  if  a  system  wotdd  give 
equal  or  more  than  equal  representation 
to  men  who  were  not  rich,  that  would 
be  a  condusive  argument  against  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  people.  Those 
might  be  arguments  which  commended 
themselves  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  but  they  were  not  arguments 
upon  which  the  Liberal  Party  ever  had 
or  would  proceed.  Of  course,  they  would 
voto  together  against  the  principles 
which  the  hon.  U^entleman  had  enun- 
ciated, which  were  those  to  which  the 
Liberal  Party  always  had  been,  and 
alwavs  would  be,  opj^osed  to  a  man,  and 
of  wnich  he  hopdd,  in  process  of  time, 
the  Oonservati  vetarty  would  be  ashamed* 


He  had  taunted  the  Liberal  Party  with 
dissension  on  the  subject  of  the  franchise ; 
but  a  recollection  of  the  history  of  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1867  might  have  led  the 
hon.  Member  to  spare  his  taunts,  for  the 
Conservatives,  after  opposing  for  years 
the  proposals  of  the  Liberal  Pariy  for 
extending  the  franchise  in  England  in 
just  such  speeches  as  he  had  delivered, 
when  they  found  their  account  in  it, 
suddenly  turned  round  and  carried  a 
much  more  sweeping  measure  than  any 
they  had  before  opposed.  He  trusted 
that  the  language  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  was  not  to  be  repeated 
from  the  Treasury  Bench ;  for  his  most 
conclusive  argument  had  been  that  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  endanger  Protestant  ascendancy. 

Mr.  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  he  had 
said  nothing  of  the  sort ;  he  said  that  it 
would  sweep  away  the  Protestant  repre- 
sentation^^ 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
in  his  opinion  ProtestiEtnt  representation 
and  ascendancy  were  almost  one  and  the 
same  thing;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
thought  it  worth  while  to  draw  that 
distinction,  he  would  teke  it  as  Protestant 
representation,  and  he  would  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  if  in  the  present 
day  they  were  going  to  stand  up  before 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  say — "  We 
refuse  you  your  rights,  which  otherwise 
we  coidd  not  dispute,  rights  which  we 
have  given  to  England  and  Scotland^ 
because  to  give  you  them  would  en- 
danger the  Protestant  representation  ?'' 
Was  that  a  position  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  could  support?  To 
such  principles  the  Liberal  Party  always 
had  been  and  always  must  be  opposea ; 
and  if  anything  were  wanting  to  justify 
their  votes,  it  was  furnished  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  spoke 
of  the  residuum  being  lai^^e ;  and  it  was 
large  in  England  before  the  Reform  Bill 
of  1832.  It  was  large  because  the  fran- 
chise was  so  small,  and  the  very  argu- 
ments he  used  and  the  very  figures  he 
quoted  were  the  answer  to  the  conclu- 
sion to  which  he  would  bring  them. 
The  numbers  excluded  were  so  great, 
simply  because  the  franchise  was  so 
narrow ;  but  the  statistics  were  worthless 
to  the  Party  that  granted  household 
sufi&age,  who  could  not  now  estimate 
the  right  of  a  man  to  vote  by  the  value 
of  the  house  in  which  he  uved.  He 
(Sir  William  Haroourt)  did  not  think. 
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therefore,  that  any  responsible  Minister 
would  use  the  language  or  employ  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  brave  man,  who 
had  a  contempt  for  Gentlemen  who  pro- 
posed Amendments  and  then  ran  away ; 
but  the  hon.  Member  himself  had  put 
an  Amendment  down  on  the  Paper,  and 
had  run  away  irom  it,  before  he  had  even 
proposed  it.  He  was,  however,  quite 
right  in  so  doing,  for  the  Amendment 
was  absurd.  It  was  like  saying  to  a 
man  who  demanded  food — **  I  cannot 
give  you  food,  what  you  really  want  is 
drink."  It  was  perfectly  true  that  a 
re-distribution  of  seats  might  be  a  very 
good  thing  in  Ireland ;  but  the  argu- 
ment about  such  a  re-distribution  had 
been  used  before,  and  would  be  again 
and  again,  as  a  convenient  mode  of 
getting  rid  of  some  proposal  to  which 
no  good  objection  could  be  raised.  The 
same  remark  applied  to  the  fragmentary 
and  the  sumptuary  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  were  simply 
worn-out  obstructions  to  a  claim  to 
which  no  reasonable  objection  could 
be  advanced.  He  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  very  curious  to  learn  what 
answer  could  be  given  from  the  Treasuir 
Bench  to  that  Motion.  In  the  last  speech 
it  was  impossible  to  discover  any  argu- 
ment ;  and,  in  reference  to  the  question, 
he  could  not  sufficiently  congratulate  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  new  Chief  Secrettury 
for  Ireland — of  whose  promotion  he  had 
been  glad  to  hear— on  his  absence  from 
the  House  that  evening.  It  would,  per- 
haps, not  have  been  very  aCTeeable  for 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  to 
have  inaugurated  his  appointment  by  re- 
sisting the  present  Motion,  and  therefore 
he  was  happy  in  having  escaped  that  de- 
bate by  the  opportuneness  of  his  re-elec- 
tion. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would,  no  doubt,  say  everything  that  in- 
genuity could  suggest,  and  as  well  as  it 
possibly  could  be  said,  and  he  was  very 
curious  to  know  what  that  would  be. 
Upon  what  grounds  were  they  going  to 
say  to  the  Irish  people  that  they  were 
not  to  be  entitled,  in  respect  to  represen- 
tation, to  the  same  rights,  and  upon  the 
some  footing  as  the  people  of  England  ? 
If  the  ground  were  not  that,  the  proposal 
would  disarrange  the  present  Oonserva- 
tive  Protestant  representation  of  Ireland, 
which  he  took  to  be  the  real  objection 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Londondeny. 

Sir  WiUiam  Earcmrt 


Mb.  OHASLESLEWISdeniedliaviiig 
spoken  of  "Conservative"  Memben; 
he  had  simply  spoken  of  the  Protestant 
population. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Well, 
but  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  snppose 
that  many  of  them  might  be  Conserva- 
tives ;  and,  if  that  were  not  so,  they  would 
not  have  had  an  opposition  of  exactly 
that  character  to  this  Motion.  The  hem. 
Gentleman  had  enumerated  various 
places  where  he  thought  the  Protestant 
representation  would  be  swept  away; 
but  he  had  mentioned,  as  probable  ex- 
ceptions to  that,  Belfast  and  Losbum. 
He  (Sir  William  Haroourt),  howev^, 
fancied  he  had  not  heard  him  add  the 
name  of  Londonderry.  But  if  that  was 
not  the  ground  for  resisting  this  pro- 
posal, and  if  there  was  no  reasonable 
ground  for  resisting  it,  he  would  ask 
both  sides  of  the  House  whether,  in  the 
present  state  of  Irish  opinion,  it  was  a 
wise  thing,  because  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
entertained  opinions  which  they  did  not 
share,  showed  that  a  real  gri0vaiK}e 
existed,  to  reject  £hat  Motion  ?  On  the 
opening  night  of  the  Session,  he  had 
pointed  to  this  very  question  as  one  of 
the  just  grievances  which  Irish  Members 
had  brought  forward,  which  it  ought  to 
be  the  duty  and  the  interest  both  of  the 
Conservative  as  well  as  of  the  Liberal 
Party  to  settle  and  remove.  When  Ire- 
land cotdd  point,  as  in  the  present  in- 
stance, to  exceptional  legislation  and  to 
a  just  grievance,  and  say  that  there  was 
exceptional  legislation  by  which  they 
denied  to  the  great  body  of  the  Irish 
people  rights  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment had  granted  freely  to  the  pec^le 
of  England  and  Scotland,  they  armed 
them  with  a  just  grievance  in  refusing 
redress,  and  they  izmicted  on  the  ooontiy 
a  real  danger.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
matter  of  supreme  political  importance 
that  they  should  endeavour  to  reconcile 
the  Irish  people  by  showing  a  disposi- 
tion on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  re- 
move every  grievance  which  appeared 
to  be  a  real  one,  not  by  small  calcula- 
tions of  Party  advantage,  nor  by  setting 
Protestant  against  CamoHo  representa- 
tion, but  by  proving  to  Irishmen  tiiat 
they  were  wilhng  to  extend  to  them  the 
same  equaljustice  as  they  gave  to  the 
rest  of  the  United  Kmgdom. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  vom 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibsot)  observed,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
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ust  sat  down  (Sir  William  Haroonrt) 
ad  endeavoured  to  infuse  into  that 
debate,  which  had  begun  very  quietly, 
some  amount  of  excitement ;  but  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  (Mr.  GKbson)  that  he 
had  quite  done  justice  to  the,  in  many 
respects,  powerful  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  ;  who  had  endeavoured, 
by  the  figures  he  had  quoted,  to  show 
that  there  was  something  more  to  be 
considered  in  dealing  with  this  question 
than  had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
leamedMember  forKild6ure(Mr.  Meldon) 
in  submitting  his  Besolution  to  the  House. 
Any  Motion  which  purported,  even  in 
its  terms,  to  demand  an  assimilation  be- 
tween the  laws  of  different  parts  of  the 
Empire,  naturally  commanded  a  certain 
amount  of  readv  assent  from  every  part 
of  the  House ;  because  no  one  sitting  on 
either  side,  could  desire  that  there  should 
be  the  semblance  of  a  difference  between 
the  treatment  given  to  Ireland  and  that 
given  to  the  rest  of  the  Kingdom.  Li 
suggesting,  as  he  had  fairly  done,  a  con- 
sideration of  the  consequences  which 
would  result  from  the  adoption  of  that 
Motion,  it  was  not  fair  to  conclude  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  had 
wished  to  discuss  that  question  from  a 
Party  point  of  view.  Thenon.andleamed 
Member's  proposition  was  that  by  giving 
household  suffirage  to  the  Lish  ooroughs 
a  great  act  of  justice  would  be  done  to 
Ireland,  and  an  anomaly  would  be  swept 
away  which  was  altogether  indefensible. 
In  the  few  observations  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
should  address  to  the  House,  he  should 
suggest  that  whilst  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  a  temperate  and  interesfting  speech, 
he  had  omitted  from  his  statement  some 
considerations  which  might  induce  the 
House  to  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
that  question  was  not  one  requiring  im- 
mediate or  very  speedy  lenslation.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member^s  whole  argu- 
ment amounted  to  this — **  GKve  nt  house- 
hold sufi&age  in  the  Irish  boroughs, 
because  there  is  something  in  the  English 
boroughs  which  is  household  suffirage.'' 
But  there  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  the  boroughs  of  England  and 
Ireland,  which  weened  that  arm^ 
ment ;  for  at  the  time  of  the  latest  Ke- 
form  BiU  in  England  many  manu- 
facturing towns,  and  great  centres  of 
industry  had  sprung  up,  wbere  a  nnioe- 
rous  class  of  artisans  and  skilled  labonr- 
ers  eziBted,  who  were  receiving  large 


wages,  enjoying  very  considerable  com- 
fort, and  living  in  respectable  houses. 
When  Parliament,  therefore,  in  1867, 
had  to  consider  whether  household 
sufiArage  should  be  conceded  to  a  popu- 
lation so  circumstanced,  it  might  have 
very  reasonably  decided  to  do  so,  having 
due  regard  to  what  would  be  the  pro- 
bable results  of  such  a  measure.  As 
he  gathered  from  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Londonderry,  all  he  ventured 
to  do  with  the  figures  he  submitted  to 
the  House,  was  to  point  out  what  might 
be  some  of  the  results  which  would  follow 
in  Ireland  the  adoption  of  this  Motion. 
What  were  the  results  that  were  accom- 
plished in  England  by  the  adoption  of 
household  sumrage  in  1867?  JBy  that 
Act  in  no  borough  was  the  absolute 
power  of  returning  Members  handed 
over  to  the  lowest  class  of  householders; 
and  if  they  would  take  the  Itetums  laid 
before  Parliament  for  the  last  couple  of 
years,  it  would  be  found  that  the  number 
of  householders  in  the  boroughs  of 
England  who  were  rated  above  £4  was 
greater  by  many  thousands  than  the 
number  of  householders  rated  below  £4. 
Of  course,  that  was  a  circumstance 
which  must  be  largely  taken  into  ac- 
count ;  and  when  it  was  found  that  in 
Ireland  the  vast  majoriiy  of  houses  were 
rated  below  £4,  and  that  the  minority  were 
over  £4,  that  was  a  circumstance  which 
also  should  fairly  be  taken  into  account 
when  this  matter  was  under  considera- 
tion. In  29  Irish  boroughs  out  of  83,  if 
household  sufirage  were  at  once  adopted, 
the  absolute  power  of  returning  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  those  places  would  be  given 
to  householders  rated  below  £4,  to  the 
exclusion  of  any  power  whatever  in  those 
who  at  present  had  the  franchise.  That 
was  also  a  circumstance  entitled  to  its 
due  weight.  He  also  believed  that  the 
test  of  valuation  was  referred  to  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry, not  at  all  as  bdng  deci- 
sive, but  as  an  element  suggesting 
caution  in  a  case  when,  by  a  Motion 
of  that  kind,  they  were  asked  to  say  that 
this  subject  required  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  Parliament.  In  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  boroughs  in  Ireland,  voters 
rated  n&der  £4  would  prepond^ate,  and 
voters  rated  about  £4  would  practically 
hare  no  voioo  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Oibson) 
frand  that  the  persons  oeeapying  houses 
in  the  vast  minority  of  boroughs  in  Ire- 
land rated  imder  £4  occupied  tenements. 
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the  value  of  whioh  was  £11 6,000 ;  while 
those  who  oooupied  premises  rated  oyer 
£4,  and  who  would  be  the  minority  of 
voters,  if  household  sufirage  were 
gpranted,  occupied  tenements  tiie  value 
of  which  was  £  1 ,  200,000.  If  they  took 
the  condition  of  these  boroughs  in  detidl, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  matters  to 
which  he  referred  came  out  in  the  greater 
prominence,  and  would  attract  even 
sweater  attention.  It  was  a  starring 
fact  to  find  that  in  four  or  five  of  the 
boroughs  in  Ireland,  if  household  suf- 
frage were  granted,  the  absolute  pre- 
ponderance of  electoral  power  would  be 
handed  over  to  persons  rated  under  £2. 
That  suggested  the  necessity  for  con- 
sidering this  question  from  every  point 
of  view.  Even  in  Limerick,  an  important 
historical  town,  there  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  houses  rated  under  S0«.  Galway 
uid  some  other  towns  contained  a  eon* 
siderable  number  of  houses  rated  under 
5«.  [An  hon.  Mbicbeb:  What  is  i^e 
rent?]  They  would  generally  find  that 
the  rent  was  a  third  higher  than  the 
valuation,  and,  if  that  nde  was  applied 
to  such  cases  when  a  house  was  vfuued 
at  5«.,  the  rent  might  be  only  about  Is, 
But,  however  this  might  be,  he  said  that 
5«.  did  not  represent  a  very  hiffh  residen- 
tial standard,  for  it  was  scarc^v  possible 
for  anyone  acquainted  only  wiui  English 
boroughs  to  imagine  a  house  vedued 
at  5«.  Of  course,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind-f— he  did  not  want  to  exaggerate 
one  way  or  the  other — that  Ireland  was 
mainly  an  agricultural  country  and  Eng- 
land a  manufacturing  country,  and  a 
great  number  of  the  nouses  in  some  of- 
the  small  Irish  boroughs  were  occupied 
not  by  artizans,  but  by  agricultural  la- 
bourers. If  a  measure  like  mat  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Membeor  for 
Kildare  were  at  once  carried,  it  might 
have  the  effect  of  depriving  to  a  very 
larffe  degree  the  existmg  electors  of  the 
rignt  virtually  of  having  any  voice  in 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
That  was  a  matter  of  very  great  difficulty, 
and  required  attention,  and  it  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  cautiously  and  with  great 
care ;  and,  moreover,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  of  such  extreme  moment  at  the 
present  as  to  demand  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  Parliament.  For  himself,  he 
had  seen  nothing  in  the  state  of  opinion 
in  Ireland  showing  that  it  had  attracted 
very  much  attention.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  had  refbired 
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to  the  law  of  rating.    That  was  a  voiy 
complicated  question,  and  he  (the  At- 
torney   General    for  Ireland)    did  not 
intend  to  trouble  the  House  by  entering 
on  it  on  that  occasion.  He  believed^  how- 
ever, that  every  person  entitled  to  be  an 
elector  had  every  facility  to  be  rated,  if 
he  was  so  desirous,  and  took  the  sli^t- 
est  amoimt  of  trouble  in  the  matter.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  seemed,  though 
not  with  a  desire  of  acting  un^sdrly,  to 
haverather  overstated  thatpart  of  his  case. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  also  stated 
that  there  were  anomalies  on  this  ques- 
tion as  to  the  system  of  representatiooL 
That  was  true ;  and,  unless  equal  elec- 
toral districts  were   established,   thoe 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  anomalies 
in  the  representation  of  Ireland,  as  there 
were  also  in  that  of  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  as  there  would  be,  to  some  ex- 
tent, in  every  system.    The  hon.  aoid 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  was  rather 
severe  on  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lewis)  with  reference  to  what 
he  stoted  about  are-distribution  of  seats. 
When,   however,    they  found   a  great 
many  boroughs  in  Ireland — ^the  vast  ma- 
jority of  them  with  a  small  population — 
many,  in  fact,  decreasing  in  population, 
with  a  very  moderate  number  of  electors, 
and  not  much  chance  of  increasing — when 
they  found  the  majority  of  them  without 
manufactures,  he  (the  Attorney  GFeneral 
for  Ireland)  ventured  to  think  re-distri- 
bution of  seats  was  a  matter  which  lay 
at  the  root  of  the  whole  question,  and 
which  would  require  a  great  deal  of  con- 
sideration.   If  any  change  were  to  be 
made,  many  of  these  towns  would,  he 
supposed,  have  to  be  disfranchised,  and 
some  towns  which  at  present  returned 
two  Members  mie^ht  have  their  right  to 
do  so  challenged.    He  did  not  say  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
evaded  that  point.     He  did  not  think 
any  Member  who  discussed  the  question 
would  seek  to  evade  it.     Under  the  dr- 
cumstanoes,  he  hardly  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  had 
made  out  his  case,  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  such  urgency  as  to  require  the  inmie- 
diate  attention  of  Parliament.    Surely 
there  was  a  fair  opportunity  for  laying 
every  Irish  grievance  before  that  House  ? 
He  had  never  heard  it  said  in  Ir^and, 
nor  seen  it  stoted  in  the  Irish  Press,  that 
there  was  any  section  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  was  not  represented  in  that 
House.    The  question  was  one  of  great 
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importance,  and  it  was  quite  reasonable 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kildare  should  have  brought  it  forward 
as  he  had  done  in  his  fair  and  temperate 
speech.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  had  failed 
to  show  that  the  subject  was  one  of  such 
urgency  that  the  attention  of  Parliament 
should  be  directed  to  it  for  the  purpose 
of  legislation  at  the  present  moment. 
Por  this  reason,  he  was  sorry  to  say  tiiiat 
he  should  be  unable  to  give  his  assent 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Motion. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  (Mr. 
Charles  Lewis)  had  said  a  great  deal 
about  the  settlement  of  1867;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  settle- 
ment was  arrived  at  not  upon  Constitu- 
tional principles,  but  to  satisfy  the 
officials  of  Dublin  Castle.  The  fact, 
however,  was  that  the  influence  of 
Dublin  Castle  was  diminishing,  and  it 
was  now  extremely  difficult  to  return 
Irish  officials  in  certain  constituencies  of 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  on  account  of  that, 
and  not  from  any  wish  arising  from 
motives  of  Constitutional  policy,  that  the 
basis  established  in  1867  was  adopted. 
The  representation  of  Ireland  had  been 
wrenched  out  of  the  bounds  of  that 
clique,  and  Dublin  Castle  had  ceased  to 
be  predominant  in  Irish  affairs.  It 
had  further  been  said  that  there  were 
no  Petitions  in  favour  of  a  wider  fran- 
chise ;  but  the  Irish  people  had  not  got 
used  to  Petition  as  an  instrument  of 
Constitutional  warfare.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  expended  a  great 
deal  of  skill  in  combating  an  argument 
on  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Elildare  had  never  rested  his  claim. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  rested 
his  claim  not  on  any  theory  as  to  the 
right  of  every  man  to  a  vote,  but  on  the 
ground  that  Ireland  would  be  better 

fovemed,  the  real  feelings  of  the  people 
etter  expressed,  and  Constitutional 
action  encouraged  by  this  extension  of 
the  franchise.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Derry  said  that  spiritual  influences 
would  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  Boman 
Catholics,  whom  it  was  proposed  to 
enfrtmchise. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS  said,  he  had 
never  used  the  word  ''Catholic"  in 
reference  to  spiritual  influence. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY:  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  class  of  voters 


who  would  be  introduced  by  this  measure 
would  on  religious  grounds  be  open  to 
spiritual  influence,  and  as  the  vast 
majority  of  those  who  would  be  enfran- 
(dused  were  Boman  Catholics,  he  could 
only  have  been  alluding  to  them.  He 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnes^)  denied  that  any 
such  influence  would  be  used  with  an 
evil  result ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  his 
own  experience  told  him  that  the  pro- 
fession of  Protestantism  did  not  stand  in 
the  wav  of  a  candidate  in  the  South  of 
Ireland.  Then,  in  the  regard  to  the 
question  of  education,  he  had  no  doubt 
mat  the  electors  of  Ireland  would  com- 
pare favourably  with  those  of  England 
and  Scotland.  He  denied  that  in  Ireland 
the  Government  valuations  were  any  test 
of  value,  or  that  they  in  any  way  repre- 
sented the  rents  derived  from  the  houses. 
In  the  Committee  on  Irish  Valuation  last 
year,  a  responsible  witness  stated  that  in 
the  city  of  Limerick  there  was  not  a  single 
house  the  rent  of  which  was  under  Is. 
a-week,  or  £2 12«.  a-year,  and  yet  lime- 
rick was  one  of  the  cities  in  which  there 
were  many  houses  valued  at  5«.  The 
Southern  towns  were  rapidly  increasing 
in  prosperity,  and  had  ceased  to  fall  off 
in  numbers ;  and  he  was  glad  to  have  an 
oj^portunity  of  stating,  on  behalf  of 
Limerick,  which  was  frequently  repre- 
sented in  that  House  as  a  decaying  city, 
that  within  the  last  few  years  houses  had 
gone  up  25  per  cent  in  value,  and  that  it 
was  impossiole  to  find  in  the  business  part 
of  the  city  sufficient  accommodation  for  its 
increasing  commerce.  If  they  declined 
to  grant  that  request  now,  he  would 
mudi  regret  it,  as  the  Irish  people  could 
receive  no  '  greater  benefit  from  the 
hands  of  their  Conservative  coimtrymen. 
But,  at  any  rato,  they  would  carry  a 
measure  of  this  kind  in  time.  He 
believed  that  the  franchise  would  be 
granted  to  Ireland ;  but  when  that 
was  done,  instead  of  its  being  a  bond 
of  imion  between  the  two  countries, 
it  might  become  the  means  of  in- 
creasing the  di£Perences  and  that  an- 
tagonism between  the  different  classes  of 
the  Irish  people  which  now  existed. 

Sm  EABDLEY  WILMGT  said,  he 
was  glad  of  an  opportunity  of  explaining 
the  voto  he  was  about  to  give.  On 
every  occasion,  when  the  proposal  to 
extond  the  household  borough  franchise 
to  Ireland  had  been  made,  he  had  given 
it  his  support,  and  should  cordially  do  so 
now.     He  oould  entirely  oonfinn  the 
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•tatement  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)— 
namelj,  that,  during  the  disouscion  re* 
speoting  Home  Eule,  whioh  took  place 
during  the  first  Session  of  the  present 
Parliament,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland,  said,  addressing  the 
Irish  Members,  if  thej  would  introduce 
measures  of  real  practical  utility  and 
tending  to  redress  what  thej  considered 
Irish  gricTanoes  existing  in  their  own 
country.  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment 
would  not  withhold  trom  them  its  en- 
couragement and  support.  Well,  this 
was  the  fifth  Session  of  the  Parliament, 
and  no  such  encouragment  had  been 
given.  He  (Sir  Eardfey  Wilmot)  had 
himself,  on  that  very  occasion,  appealed 
to  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the 
Ministry,  then  sitting  on  those  front 
benches,  to  utilize  thai  powerful  majo- 
rity which  he  possessed,  and  the  great 
strength  of  the  GonservatiTe  Party,  in 
order  to  enter  upon  a  policy  of  concilia- 
tion towards  Poland,  and  to  remove 
some  of  those  inequalities  in  itsOonstitu- 
tional  Oovemment  which  were  a  source 
of  irritation  to  Irishmen,  and  prevented 
the  compete  harmony  of  the  two  coun- 
tries. Ue  could  conscientiously  sav, 
that  one  of  his  principal  objects  in  seek- 
ing the  honour  of  a  seat  in  Parliament 
at  a  late  period  in  life,  was,  that  he 
ui^ht  assist  in  promoting  measures 
which  would  advance  the  prosperity  and 
social  condition  of  Ireland  and  raise  her 
to  the  same  level  as  England,  which 
could  only  be  done  by  granting  her  the 
same  rights  and  privikees,  and  the  same 
laws^  of  which  we  had  me  full  advantage 
on  this  side  of  the  Ohannel.  Now,  as 
regarded  the  measure  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare, 
it  would  be  recollected,  that  originally 
the  household  franchise  existed  oy  law 
or  by  custom  in  all  our  English  boroughs^ 
the  electors  of  which  consisted  of  free- 
men, scot -and -lot  voters,  and  pot- 
wallopers — the  last  representing  the  pos- 
session of  a  domicile  or  dwemng — and 
these  formed  the  great  majority  of  the 
borough  voters.  This  continued  till 
1832,  when  the  Beform  Bill  of  that  year 
introduced  into  the  boroughs,  as  it  did 
into  the  counties,  a  new  quahfioation — 
namely,  occupation  of  a  tenement  for 
value;  and  this  qualification  continued 
till  1867^  when  the  Conservative  GK>- 
vermnent,  headed  by  the  presemt  IVe- 
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miev,  restored  the  borough  franchise  to  its 
original  tenure — ^household  su&age  as  it 
had  existed  in  the  eariier  periods  of  our 
history.  At  that  time,  if  he  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  was  not  incorrect,  the  Prime 
Minister  distinctly  intimated  that  the 
question  of  an  extension  of  the  household 
nraachise  to  the  boroughs  of  Irdand 
would  undergo  attentive  conaidCTntion  at 
no  distant  period.  He  had  certainly  feh 
oonsiderabfe  disajppointment,  that  from 
this  as  well  as  m>m  oth^  social  and 
political  improvements  proposed  for 
Ireland,  the  Qovemment  had  turned 
away ;  and  thev  could  not  be  suiprised 
if  Irishmen  felt  annoyed  and  irritated, 
when  one  proposal  after  another,  which 
they  made  for  the  amelioration  of  their 
country,  was  rejected.  As  regarded 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derry  (Mr«  diaries 
Lewis),  who  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Pwer  which  he  had  not  moved,  nothing 
eould  be  more  inconsistent  and  illogicu 
than  his  course  of  action.  One  great 
point  in  his  argument  was,  that  the  Act 
of  1867  had  entirely  settled  the  miestion 
of  electoral  matters  and  the  solrieot  of 
Parliamentary  Bepresentation,  when  at 
the  same  moment,  uy  the  Paper  he  held 
in  his  hand,  he  was  advocating — and 
part  of  his  argument  went  in  that  direc- 
tion— the  urgent  necessity  of  a  re- 
distribution of  seats  for  Ireland.  No 
wonder  that  such  inconsistenoy  had 
roused  the  wrathful  eloquence  of  the 
hon.   and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 

Sir  William  Harcourt).  The  hon. 
ember  for  Derry  had  also  declaimed 
on  the  decay  of  prosperity  in  the  South 
of  Ireland  as  a  reason  why  the  borough 
franchise  should  not  be  lowered;  but 
the  fEust  of  that  decay  had  been  ably 
combated  and  contradicted  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  last  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy);  and,  even  allowing  the 
fact  to  be  true,  that  was  an  additional 
reason  why  the  Government  should 
exert  itself  to  arrest  that  downward  pro- 
gress by  the  promotion  and  encourage- 
ment of  measures  calculated  to  increase 
or  restore  the  material  progress  of  those 
districts— either  by  the  development  of 
their  fisheries,  the  reclamation  of  their 
waste  lands,  by  the  improvement  of 
their  harbours  and  inland  navigatiom, 
or  by  fostering  trade  and  commeroe  in 
every  possible  way.  At  all  events,  there 
could  DC  no  ground  whatever  for  with- 
holding from  the  South  of  Ireland  that 
OsBBtitatioBal  freedom  which;  was  the 
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basis  of  wealth  and  oontentment  wheor- 
ever  it  was  to  be  found.  Forthesereasons, 
lie  cordially  supported  the  Besolution  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
dare,  and  did  so  with  the  greatest  con- 
fidence, that  in  doing  so,  he  was  doing 
what  was  just  and  right. 

Mb.  BIMnERHASSETT  :  It  is,  I 
think,  Sir,  much  to  be  r^retted  that, 
year  after  year,  it  should  be  necessary 
to  bring  this  Motion  before  the  House. 
It  is  deferable  that  the  Oovemment 
and  the  Jrarty  opposite  should  appear  so 
unwilling  to  extend  to  the  cities  and 
towns  of  Ireland  the  popular  priTileges 
which  they  have  themselves  bestowed 
upon  England  and  Scotland.  I  cannot 
see  the  wisdom  or  the  justice  of  saying — 
'*  If  you  live  in  Manchester  or  in  liver- 
pool  you  shall  have  a  vote  and  enjoy  all 
the  rights  of  citizenship;  but  if  you 
cross  me  Irish  Sea,  and  n^e  your  home 
in  Dublin  or  in  Belfast,  you  shall  be 
disfranchised."  It  seems  to  me  repug- 
nant to  the  plainest  sense  of  justice  that 
such  a  distinction  should  be  permitted  to 
exist  between  the  different  portions  of 
the  Kingdom.  Apart  from  the  in- 
justice it  inflicts  on  many  persons  in 
Ireland,  I  regret  the  course  the  Govern- 
ment have  pursued  in  this  matter.  I 
regret  that  course,  because  I  bdieve  the 
effect  of  it  on  public  opinion  in  Inland 
will  be  most  mischievous.  Here  is  a 
simple  demand  made  year  after  year, 
and  sumK>rted  by  a  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  MembersT-^  demand  for  nothing 
exceptional,  for  nothing  novel  or  dau- 
iperous ;  but  simnly  that  the  hous^olders 
in  Irish  towns  coiall  have  the  same  pri- 
vil^es^  shall  be  permitted  to  hold  the 
same  position  in  we  Oonstitution,  as  the 
householders  of  England  and  Scotland. 
If  you  persist  in  revising  this  just  and 
reasonable  request,  you  will  w^en  the 
hands  of  every  man  in  Ireland  who  is 
trying  to  infuse  a  moderate  and  loyal 
spirit — a  spirit  of  respect  for  ParHa- 
mentaiy  institutions  and  regard  for  Oon- 
stitutional  action — ^into  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  that  country;  you  will  give 
strength  and  encouragement  to  those— 
and  mey  are  not  a  few — who  are  ready 
to  seize  every  opportunity  of  pointing 
the  moral  that  there  is  no  willingness 
in  this  House  to  do  fair  and  equal  jus- 
tice to  the  people  of  Ireland.  This  is  a 
serious  responsibility  for  any  Qovem- 
ment  to  undertake,  and  I  hope  hon. 
Menbeoi  opposite  will  weigk  well  and 


wisely  this  matter.  I  feel  sure  that  if 
they  could  understand  the  sense  of  irri- 
tation that  is  provoked — ^the  feeling  that 
they  are  not  confided  in,  or  treated  as 
equals,  which  the  continued  rejection  of 
this  Motion  produces  in  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people,  they  would  see  this  matter 
in  a  different  light.  They  would  ask 
themselves,  is  it  worth  wlule  to  refuse 
this  moderate  and  reasonable  request  ? 
Is  it  worthy  of  a  great  Party  and  a 
strong  Government  to  decline  to  carry 
out  their  own  princif^es  ?  Is  it  desirable 
to  maintain  in  the  liish  mind  this  rank- 
ling sense  of  inferiority  and  injustice  ? 
And  I  think  they  would  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be.  wiser  to  take 
the  more  generous  course,  and  to  pass 
this  Motion  to-night  without  a  division. 
What  reason  has  been  shown  for  the 
maintenance  of  this  distinction  between 
the  franchises  of  the  two  countries? 
Frimd  facie,  it  is  an  evil.  Every  unne- 
cessary distinction  in  political  privileges 
between  the  various  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  is  an  evil.  It  has  not,  I 
believe,  been  suggested  that  any  danger 
is  involved  in  this  proposal.  Whatever 
danger  or  trouble  there  may  be  in  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  will  not  be  increased 
by  the  admission  of  the  borough  house- 
holds within  the  pale  of  the  Consti- 
tuticm.  If  any  spirit  of  violence  or 
disaffection  still  exists  in  that  country, 
does  not  all  history  teach  that  in  no 
way  can  you  disarm  that  sphit  so  effee- 
tuidly  as  by  jgiving  it  the  regular  and 
safe  outlet  of  free  representative  insti- 
tutions? The  exceedingly  restrictive 
character  of  the  Irish  borough  franchise 
has  been  pointed  out  in  this  debate.  A 
£4  rating  may  sound  very  low  in  English 
ears;  but  the  enormous  dispropc^rtion 
between  the  number  of  householders 
and  the  number  of  electors  in  Irish  bo- 
roughs shows  how  exclusive  it  is  in 
operation.  Valuation  for  rating  pur- 
poses is  said  to  be  25  per  cent  lower  in 
Ireland  than  in  England.  The  rating  is 
always  considsably  below  the  rental,  so 
that  a  £4  rating  represents  at  least  a 
£6  or  £7  rental.  It  should  be  remem- 
bsed,  also,  that  a  £6  or  £7  rental  in 
most  Irish  towns  means  a  very  different 
thine  from  an  equal  rental  in  England. 
EngWd  is  a  rich  country,  with  a  rapidly 
increasing  population ;  Ireland  is  a 
poor  countiy,  with  a  population  sta- 
tionary or  decreasing.  A  low  rental, 
therefore^  in  Ireland,  does  not  zeprafleni 
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the  same  sort  of  dwellingi  or  by  any 
means  the  same  status  on  me  part  of  the 
oocupier,  that  a  rental  of  a  simileur  amount 
would  indicate  in  England.  Then,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten,  that  while  a 
majority  of  the  En^sh  and  Scotch  Mem- 
bers are  elected  by  household  suffirage, 
only  36  of  the  103  Irish  Members  are 
elected  on  the  conparativelY  low  fran- 
chise of  the  boroughs.  We  are  told 
that  this  matter  cannot  be  dealt  with 
without  a  re-distribution  of  seats;  yet 
you  dealt  with  the  Irish  franchise  in 
1868;  and  you  did  not  re-distribute  seats. 
It  is  q^uite  true,  no  doubt,  that  a  re-dis- 
tribution  of  seats  is  desirable;  and  I 
have  myself  drawn  attention  to  the 
anomalous  condition  of  political  power 
in  Ireland  on  more  than  one  occasion  in 
this  House ;  but  I  did  not  notice  any 
eagerness  on  the  part  of  the  Gk>yemment, 
or  of  Members  opposite,  to  take  it  up. 
I  imagine  if  I  were  to  bring  forward  a 
Motion  on  the  subject,  I  should  be  met 
by  the  objection  that  it  was  impossible 
to  deal  with  the  distribution  of  seats 
without  at  the  same  time  determining  the 
question  of  the  borough  franchise,  which 
was  a  matter  that  required  grave  and  se- 
rious consideration.  The  necessity  for  re- 
distribution exists,  whether  you  alter  the 
franchise  or  you  do  not.  Indeed,  so  far 
as  it  would  f^ect  it  at  all,  the  extension 
of  the  borough  farachise  would  not  in- 
crease, but  would  diminish  the  existing 
anomalies  in  distribution ;  because  the 
most  glaring  of  them  proceed  from  the 
disproportion  between  the  number  of 
Toters  in  the  small  towns  and  the  great 
county  constituencies.  But  the  two  ques- 
tions are  quite  distinct.  Be-distribution  of 
seatswill  nave,  no  doubt,  tobe  considered; 
but  it  will  have  to  be  considered  for  the 
whole  Kingdom  as  well  as  for  Ireland. 
Assimilation  of  the  county  and  borough 
franchise  will,  in  like  manner,  have  to  be 
considered  for  the  whole  Kingdom.  I 
should  myself,  also,  at  the  same  time, 
like  to  see  a  well-considered  provision 
made  for  the  due  representation  and 
protection  of  minorities.  But  all  these 
questions  are  quite  distinct  from  the 
simple  issue  now  before  us,  which  is  not 
whether  we  are  prepared  to  adopt  tiiese 
great  change  in  the  representative 
system  of  the  Kingdom,  but  whether 
we  will  not  extend  to  Ireland  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  measure  which  in  1867  we 
applied  to  Ens^land?  When  we  have 
done  this,  we  flhaU  be  in  a  position,  in 
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case  Airther  change  should  be  oonoideffed 
necessary,  to  deal  fSaiily  and  eqn^y 
with  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  mea- 
sure. In  treating  such  a  subject  as  tiie 
representation  of  the  people,  there  are 
many  reasons  why  this  is  the  moat  de- 
sirable course  to  pursue.  But  to  si^ 
that  you  cannot  pass  this  simple  mea- 
sure to  remove  the  inequality  under 
which  you  have  placed  the  Iriah.  nrbm 
population  by  your  legislation  of  1867 
and  1868,  because  the  distribution  of 
seats  is  unsatisfactory,  is  mere  trifling 
with  the  Oonstitutional  daima  of  those 
on  whose  behalf  this  demand  is  made. 
I  cannot  see  the  object  of  constantly  in- 
troducing this  cry  of  re-distribution  in 
these  debates,  except  it  be  to  hinder  the 
equalization  of  the  franchise.  It  is  a 
very  old  move  on  the  part  of  those  who 
oppose  Parliamentary  Beform,  and  is 
supposed,  I  believe,  to  strike  terror  into 
the  hearts  of  the  Bepresentatives  cf 
those  smidl  boroughs,  whose  existenoe 
might  not  be  preserved  if  a  struggle 
were  to  take  place  for  the  surviv^  of 
the  fittest.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  in 
this  instance,  at  all  events,  it  does  not 
appear  to  have  any  effect  on  their  minds; 
and  I  have  reason  to  think  that  the 
Members  for  many  of  the  smalleet,  as 
well  as  for  many  of  the  largest  consti- 
tuencies in  Ireland,  will  be  found  sup- 
porting the  Motion  to-night,  as  they 
have  supported  it  in  previous  SeasionB. 
Then,  we  are  told,  mat  we  must  not 
adopt  this  Motion,  because  it  would  let 
in  a  disproportionate  number  of  the 
poorer  class  of  voters — ^that  class  being 
mr  more  numerous  in  Irish  than  in  Eng- 
lish towns.  But  it  has  been  pointM 
out,  I  believe  with  accuracy,  that  the 
effect  of  the  change  we  propose  in  Ireland 
would  not  be  nearly  so  great,  relatively, 
as  the  effect  that  was  produced  in  Eng- 
land by  the  Act  of  1867.  The  reduc- 
tion in  England  from  the  £10  household 
qualification  to  household  suffirage  had 
the  effect  of  increasing  tiiie  number  of 
borough  electors  from  500,000  to  some- 
thing like  1,500,000.  The  alteration 
now  proposed  in  the  Irish  franchise 
would  only  change  the  number  of  bo- 
rough electors  from  about  50,000  to 
1 00, 000.  No  doubt  there  are  many  more 
poorly-built  houses  in  Iri^  towns  than 
there  are  in  England.  The  whole  coun- 
try is  poorer ;  and  the  standard  of  com- 
fort is  lower  in  food,  in  dress,  in  houses, 
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and  in  ervery  other  respect  where  the 
expenditure  of  money  is  inTolved ;  bat 
I  do  not  know  that  the  people  who  live 
in  those  shabby  houses  are  less  intel- 
ligent, or  that  they  take  less  interest 
in  public  afiPairs,  than  the  corresponding 
class  in  England.  I  do  not  know  that 
they  haye  less  concern  in  being  well 
ffOTemed.  The  question  of  the  borouffh 
franchise  in  England  has  been  raised  far 
aboTO  this  miserable  contention  about 
the  value  of  houses.  You  do  not  ask, 
now,  what  rent  a  man  pays,  how  thick 
are  his  walls,  or  how  h^^h  his  roof? 
But  you  haye  said  to  eyery  man  who  is 
the  head  of  a  household — **  You  are  a 
citizen  of  this  countxy;  you  do  your 
share  of  the  work,  you  bear  your  share 
of  the  burdens,  and  you  shall  haye  a 
voice  in  tiiie  Qovemment  under  which 
you  live."  There  is  no  principle  in  rating 
value,  by  which  you  can  divide  men  into 
dasses,  and  give  the  franchise  to  one  and 
refuse  it  to  another.  There  is  a  broad 
and  intelligible  principle  in  giving  the 
franchise  to  every  man  who  is  the  owner 
of  a  house  and  the  head  of  a  family. 
We  ask  you  to  extend  this  principle  to 
Ireland ;  and  we  ask  you  do  so  before 
the  concession  shall  have  lost  all  grace 
and  value  through  long  denial  and  delay. 
Tou  do  not  pretend  that  you  can  always 
withhold  it;  you  only  profess  to  delay 
it.  You  are  a  Qovemment  of  caution 
and  consideration  ;  and  the  result  of 
your  caution  and  consideration  will 
be,  that  you  will  do  nothing  until  it  is 
too  late  to  do  anything  useful.  Last 
year  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was 
then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks  -  Beach),  said  that  he 
fully  admitted  it  would  be  necessary 
some  day  to  give  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
a  wider  extension  of  the  franchise  than 
they  at  present  enjoyed ;  and  I  suppose 
we  shall  have  the  same  story  told  to  us 
to-night.  This  is  a  feeble  policy ;  there 
is  nothing  strong  or  robust  about  it. 
It  certaini^  is  not  a  policy  that  will  com- 
mand the  respect  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. A  great  historian  and  orator 
once  gave  you  this  advice  from  these 
benches — **  Whenyou  give,  ffive  frankly ; 
when  you  withhold,  withhold  resolutely. 
But  there  is  a  way  of  so  withholding  as 
merely  to  excite  desire,  and  of  so  giving 
as  merely  to  excite  contempt."  Confi- 
dence in  Parliamentary  Institutions  is  a 
plant  of  slow  growth  in  Ireland.  It 
has  been  shaken  by  many  a  storm,  and 
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bruised  by  many  a  blow.  Of  late,  there 
have  been  signs  of  fresh  and  tender  leaves 
upon  its  branches ;  if  they  are  withered 
and  destroyed  by  the  untimely  frost  of 
your  refusal  to  do  this  act  of  simple  jus- 
tice, I  am  ^lad  at  least  to  feel  that  tiiie 
responsibihty  of  so  great  a  misfortune 
will  not  rest  on  the  Insh  Members  who 
sit  here,  or  on  any  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party. 

Db.  WABD  thought  that  the  denial 
by  the  Government  of  a  demand  for 
Constitutional  rights  would  not  tend  to 
foster  Constitutional  principles  in  Ire- 
land. This  was  the  fifui  time  it  had  been 
made,  and  on  each  occasion  that  was 
denied  which  longsince  had  been  granted 
to  the  people  of  England  and  So^tland. 
For  years  the  Government  was  occupied 
in  keeping  down  with  strong  hands  un- 
constitutional expressions  of  feeling  on 
the  part  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
Irish  people ;  but  when  they  asked  for 
what  was  strictly  within  their  Constitu- 
tional right,  the  message  they  received 
through  official  sources  amoimted  to  an 
absolute  denial  of  what  they  had  every 
reason  to  expect  should  be  granted  them. 
One  ground  of  objection  to  the  proposi- 
tion before  the  House  was  that  it  must 
be  considered  in  conjunction  with  the 

guestion  of  the  re-distribution  of  seats ; 
ut  whatever  objection  might  be  alleged, 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  convinced 
that  the  House  was  refusing  them  their 
Constitutional  rights,  and  he  hoped,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot),  to 
find  a  fair  following  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  in  support  of  the  Motion. 
He  (Dr.  Ward)  represented  one  of  tiiie 
boroughs  whicJi  had  been'  distinctly 
threatened  with  disfranchisement  by  the 
Government.  It  was  true  the  popula- 
tion of  the  town  of  Glalway  was  small 
compared  with  that  of  boroughs  in 
England ;  but  it  was  not  small  compared 
with  other  boroughs  in  Ireland.  They 
were  threatened  with  re-distribution ; 
but  did  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  Gi^neral  for  Ireland 
mean  by  that  the  number  of  Irish 
Members  was  to  be  lessened  ?  He  (Dr. 
Ward)  doubted  whether  that  would  be 
BO ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  and  those  who 
thought  with  him  did  not  shrink  from 
the  issue,  as  they  were  of  opinion  such 
a  contingency  would  never  stand  in  the 
face  of  the  relative  statistics  of  the  three 
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oountriefl.  He  was  astoniahed  to  hear 
the  money  argument  resorted  to  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentl^nan,  whioh 
he  (Dr.  Ward)  had  thought  was  aban- 
doned by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Chief  when  he  educated 
his  Party  up  to  the  last  Beform  Act.  In 
England,  by  that  Act,  the  relative  value 
of  the  houses  was  got  rid  of— -to  be  a 
householder  was  sufficient ;  but  if  they 
crossed  over  to  Ireland  £  s.  d,  was  to 
remain  the  ruling  qualification.  Was 
that  the  message  tiie  House  would  send 
to  Ireland  ?  The  Government,  it  would 
seem,  wanted  to  keep  up  in  Ireland  a 
plutocracy  that  had  been  given  up  in 
England.  The  House  was  told  that 
there  was  no  agitation  on  the  subject  in 
Ireland ;  but  if  they  did  agitate,  they 
were  told  that  they  were  merely  agi- 
tators, and  on  that  ground  their  cla^ 
was  refused.  As  to  the  latter  argu- 
ment, he  knew  that  in  all  the  consti- 
tuencies this  question  was  brought  to 
the  front,  and  had  formed  a  very  promi- 
nent topic  in  the  addresses  of  candidates. 
If  the  people  were  to  be  told  that  they 
were  not  to  have  the  privilege  they  asked 
for,  because  they  were  in  the  liabit  of 
resorting  to  unconstitutional  means  to 
get  what  tiiiey  wanted,  he  doubted 
whether  such  a  message  would  diminish 
the  tendency  to  resort  to  such  means. 
They  were  told  that  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  advocated  in  the  present  Motion 
would  swamp  existing  constituencies;  but 
what  was  tiie  answer  that  had  been 
given  to  a  similar  argument  against  the 
extension  of  the  English  franchise  ?  A 
single  example  womd  show  that  what 
would  take  place  in  Ireland  would  only 
parallel  that  which  took  place  by  the 
last  Beform  Act  in  England.  In  Galway 
there  were  now  1,300  electors ;  if  this 
Motion  was  acted  upon  there  would  be 
8,400.  There  were  before  the  Beform 
Act  in  Tynemouth  1,200,  which  were 
increased  by  that  Act  to  4,000 ;  but  had 
any  harm  resulted  from  such  cases  of 
swamping?  He  protested  against  the 
threat  that  re-distribution  would  be  in 
favour  of  the  counties. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  did 
not  assert  what  the  effect  of  re-distribu- 
tion would  be. 

Dr.  ward  said,  at  any  rate  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Charles  Lewis)  had  gone  in  that 
direction.    He  (Dr.  Ward)  denied  that 
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tkere  was  any  truth  ia  the  theory  tii«fe 
was  made  cme  of  the  bases  of  tiie  -preaeai 
system,  that  the  poor  hoosdiolderB  in 
Irish  boroughs  were  inferior  in  int^eet 
and  capacity  to  the  poor  householders  in 
English  boroughs.  Yet  that  entir^ 
gratuitous  assumption  had  underlain  the 
whole  speech  of  the  riffht  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  (General  for  Irdand. 
Oomparing  the  population  of  Dublin 
and  Leeds,  he  showed  i^at  in  the  former 
case  there  were  only  12,000  deotors  with 
a  population  of  350,000,  while  in  the 
latter  there  was  a  population  of  about 
the  same  numbw  and  50,000  eleeton. 
What  was  really  feared,  however, 
was  that  they  would  lose  Oonflerva- 
tive  seats  in  Ireland;  and  it  was  said 
that  it  would  hand  over  the  representa- 
tion to  the  Catholics  and  crush  out  the 
Protestant  element ;  but  that  he  utt^y 
denied.  What  was  the  present  state  <^ 
the  case  in  the  oounty  of  Keny,  where 
99  out  of  every  100  of  the  population 
were  Catholics  ?  Two  Members  of  the 
Protestant  Disestablished  Church  were 
returned.  Why  a  Conservative  Gk>vem- 
ment  should  be  afraid  of  giving  this 
Constitutional  right  to  tiie  boroughs  of 
Ireland  he  could  not  conceive.  With 
regard  to  reform  in  England,  they  took 
the  bread  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  and  went 
far  beyond  his  proposals.  Had  they 
suffered  for  it?  Did  they  not  sit  at  this 
moment  in  office  because  of  it  ?  They 
had  found  out  Ukat  by  extending  Consti- 
tutional rights  they  had  increased  in  the 
people  the  love  of  the  Constitution ;  and 
they  would  find  it  equally  true  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  they  passed  this 
Keeolution.  Should,  however,  they  reject 
it,  he  would  deeply  regret  the  distrust  of 
the  Irish  people  such  a  rejection  would 
imply,  because  it  would  most  certainly 
engender  a  corresponding  distrust  of  the 
Le^slature  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Mb.  BICKjI-AB  doubted  the  expediency 
of  forcing  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  year 
after  year  to  prefer  a  claim  which  had 
already  been  ceded  to  England.  The 
real  cause  of  the  want  of  proq>eri1y  in 
the  South  of  Ireland  was  not  that  the 
people  lacked  inteUigenoe ;  but  simply 
because  the  rural  parts  of  the  country 
had  been  depopulated  owing  to  emigra- 
tion and  other  causes.  GQiat  was  no 
reason,  however,  why  the  pec^e  who 
remained  behind  should  not  nave  the 
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adyantage  of  giving  a  vote  for  Parlia- 
mentary representation.  He  bad  jrone 
a  good  deal  amongst  tiie  people  of  the 
South  of  Ireland ;  and  he  could  unhesi- 
tatinglj  say  that  they  were  quite  as 
capable  of  giving  an  electoral  vote  as 
any  dtisen,  though  be  niight  live  in  a 
more  expensive  house.  The  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  acted  towards 
Ireland  in  a  manner  which  coidd  not  be 
defended,  and  there  were  substantial 
reasons  for  being  dissatisfied  with  Eng- 
lish rule,  and  to  say  that  they  were  dis- 
loyal to  the  English  system  of  govern- 
ment. They  would  be  loyal  to  good 
laws  and  good  government  for  Ireland ; 
but  upon  particular  questions  they  did 
not  get  fair  play,  and  consequently  they 
were  dissatisfied  with  things  as  they 
were.  The  Qovemment  were  not  doing 
their  duty  towards  Ireland,  and  it  was 
not  fair  that  an  unfair  law  should  be 
enforced.  He  did  not  see  why  Ireland 
should  be  governed  on  a  different  prin- 
ciple from  England.  If  the  question 
was  decided  on  principle,  he  felt  sure 
that  it  would  be  entirely  favourable  to 
the  Motion  now  before  the  House.  With 
regard  to  rents,  they  knew  that  tiiey  were 
very  much  lower  in  Ireland  than  in  the 
manufacturing^  towns  of  England,  where 
waffes  were  higher ;  but  the  people  were 
of  the  same  intelligence  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  the  Gbvemment  would  have 
acted  wisely  if  thev  had  thrown  on  one 
side  the  question  of  Party  in  this  matter, 
and  decided  it  on  the  groxmds  of  justice 
and  common  sense,  ^ere  had  been  no 
great  display  of  public  feeling  in  fevour 
of  the  Motion,  it  was  true;  but  the  reason 
was  that  the  people  of  Ireland  did  not 
find  public  meetings  or  Petitions  of  much 
use.  The  Gbvemment  did  not  listen  to 
them,  but  regulated  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land According  to  Party  exigencies.  K 
the  question  were  to  be  decided  by  the 
votes  of  Irish  Members  alone,  the  Motion 
would  be  carried  by  a  large  majority.  He, 
for  one  at  least,  was  prepared  to  give  it 
his  support  on  every  principle  of  justice. 
Majob  NOLAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Charles 
Lewis)  went  largely  into  statistics  to 
prove  that  the  supporters  of  the-Eeso- 
lution  had  no  case,  and  he  attempted  to 
show  that  there  were  many  borough 
constituencies  in  England  in  which  the. 
proportion  of  electors  to  inhabitants 
was  less  than  in  many  of  the  boroughs  in 
Ireland.    The  hon.  Qentleman  said  that 


in  Westminstear,  fer  example,  there  was 
only  one  elector  to  15  inhabitants.  But 
it  should  be  remembered  that  in  West- 
minster there  were  many  large  estab- 
lishments, and  where  that  was  the  case 
the  proportion  of  voters  was  always  less. 
Westminster,  therefore,  was  not  a  fair 
instance.  He  did  not  know  upon  what 
principle  of  selection  the  hon.  Member 
had  proceeded ;  but  if  he  took  his  cases 
indifferently,  ttie  result  would  have  been 
very  different.  He  would  himself  take 
the  alphabetical  principle  in  making  the 
comparison.  Taking  Abingdon,  the  first 
in  order  of  the  EngUsh  boroughs,  there 
were  seven  inhabitants  to  one  elector, 
while  in  Armagh  there  were  18  to  one. 
In  Andover  there  were  seven  inhabitants 
to  one  elector,  in  Athlone  the  proportion 
was  19  to  one.  In  Ashton-under-Lyne 
there  were  again  seven  inhabitants  to 
one  voter,  in  Bandon  13  to  one.  In 
Aylesbury  there  were  still  seven  in- 
habitants to  one  voter,  in  Belfast  eight 
or  nine  to  one.  Gbing  to  the  end  of  the 
Hst,  and  taking  York,  the  place  where 
the  last  election  had  been  held — and 
here  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that 
he  vras  glad  that  the  hon.  Gendeman 
TMr.  J.  Lowther)  had  been  returned, 
for  he  was  always  courteous  to  the  Irish 
Members — ^in  York  there  were  five  in- 
habitants to  one  voter,  while  inYoughal 
the  proportion  was  22  to  one.  The 
pecuhar  point  on  which  they  rested 
their  case  was,  that  Ireland  was  worse 
off  than  England,  and  that  their  case 
was  peculiarbir  strong,  inasmuch  as  they 
only  wished  to  adapt  the  law  of  Ireland 
to  that  of  England,  and  should,  at  any 
rate,  run  on  all  fours  with  the  latter 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry threatened  them,  if  they  perse- 
vered with  the  principle,  with  a  re-dis- 
tribution of  seats,  and  said  before  they 
allowed  voters  in  Ireland  to  vote  on  the 
same  conditions  as  in  England,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  a  re-distribution  of 
seats  in  Ireland,  and  then  asked  how 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  like  that?  He  (Major 
Nolan)  considered  the  hon.  Member 
had  destroyed  his  own  argument  by 
saying  that  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  swept  away.  Irish  Liberal  Members 
did  not  fear  a  re-distribution  of  seats. 
They  were  quite  willing  to  take  the  con- 
sequences of  the  proposed  course,  and 
wc^d  vote  in  favour  of  any  principle 
which    gave    extended    power  to  the 
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people,  and  gave  also  to  the  people  a 
fair  share  in  the  govemment  of  the 
countxy,  and  allowed  additional  classes 
as  a  **  right,"  and  not  as  a  "  privilege," 
to  vote  for  the  Members  who  were  to 
take  part  in  the  Constitutional  govern- 
ment of  their  ooontiy.  Looking  upon  it 
as  a  Party  question,  he  thought  it  would 
take  a  venr  clever  Party  Leader  to  be 
able  to  judge  which  Party  would  gain 
by  a  re-distribution  of  seats.  He  was 
himself  of  opinion  that  in  the  case  of  a 
re-distribution  of  seats  they  stood  as  fair 
a  chance  as  hon.  Members  opposite*  He 
did  not  know  on  what  principle  such  a 
measure  would  be  based ;  but  if  popula- 
tion was  taken  as  the  basis,  there 
were  plcuses  in  Ireland  which  were  en- 
titled to  more  Members  than  they  had 
at  present.  The  system  of  coupling  re- 
distribution at  one  time  with  registra- 
tion, and  at  another  with  the  franchise, 
was  not  a  fsur  one.  According  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  they  were 
not  to  have  a  fair  franchise  until  a  re- 
distribution scheme  was  brought  for- 
ward ;  and  as  no  one  in  the  fiffch  Session 
of  Parliament  was  likely  to  bring  for- 
ward such  a  scheme,  the  question  of  the 
equalization  of  the  franchise  was  to  be 
indefinitely  postponed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  no  Petitions  from  Lreland 
had  been  presented  on  the  subject ;  but 
the  fact  was,  unless  a  question  was  pro- 
minently before  the  public  mind  the 
Irish  people  thought  very  little  of  Peti- 
tions. Besides,  public  opinion  could  not 
be  gauged  by  the  number  of  Petitions 
presented  in  favour  of  any  particular 
measure — as  many  being  presented  for 
as  agstinst  it.  The  Protestant  represen- 
tation, it  had  been  said,  would  be  swept 
away;  but  he  (Major  Nolan)  still  be- 
lieved that  the  Protestants  would  be  able 
to  hold  their  own.  But  he  denied  that 
there  was  any  such  class  feeling  as  that 
argument  would  seem  to  imply.  If  any 
man  had  the  vote  the  Besolution  would 
give,  even  supposing  there  might  be  one 
or  two  more  Catholic  Members  returned, 
what  was  the  case  in  England,  and  what 
representation  had  the  2,000,000  Catho- 
lics ?  Yet  that  was  not  felt  as  a  disad- 
vantage. Attempts  had  been  made  to 
prove  that  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
in  Ireland  would  cause  a  lower  type  of 
Bepresentatives  to  be  returned  by  the 
constituencies.  He  did  not  admit  this  for 
a  moment;  but  even  if  there  actually 
were  some  grounds  for  fearing  such  a 
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result,  the  &ot  would  not  deprive  ike 
Irish  people  of  their  right  to  be  put  on 
an  equality  as  far  as  voting  power  was 
concerned  with  persons  of  the  same 
social  9tatm  in  iEngland  and  Scotland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  denied 
that  the  franchise  was  a  right ;  but  this 
was  a  proposition  he  (Major  Nolan) 
could  deny.  The  larger  psurt  of  the 
taxation  was  borne  by  the  poorer  classes, 
and  he  could  not  regard  the  represen- 
tation of  this  class  as  a  privilege  merely. 
The  vote  was  the  only  means  a  man  had 
of  protecting  his  interests  in  legislation, 
and  wherever  he  saw  a  dass  left  out  he 
wished  to  see  that  class  represented. 
The  Protestant  labourer  in  England 
would  never  be  fairly  treated  until  he 
had  his  vote.  He  hoped  that  this  would 
come  to  be  acknowledged  in  legislation, 
and  that  the  English  householder  woiild 
remember  that  he,  too,  was  weakened 
so  long  as  the  vote  was  denied  to  the 
poor  householder  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  supported  the  Be- 
solution. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  coimted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  STACPOOLE  resumed:  He 
strongly  deprecated  the  introduction  of 
the  question  of  creeds  into  the  discussion. 
He  would  vote  for  the  Motion,  and,  as  a 
Protestant,  had  no  fear  of  meeting  his 
constituents  under  an  enlarged  franchise. 
He  thought,  however,  that  the  areas  of 
the  small  boroughs  should  be  enlarged 
rather  than  the  boroughs  disfranchi^. 

Mb.  EIBK  entered  his  protest  against 
the  way  in  which  this  and  similar  mea- 
sures, having  for  their  object  the  assimi- 
lation of  the  Irish  to  the  English  law, 
had  been  treated.  The  attempt  to  close 
the  discussion  by  a  count-out  was  one  of 
the  methods  of  getting  rid  of  what  was 
regarded  as  an  ugly  Irish  question. 
He  only  claimed  for  Ireland  die  same 
law  on  that  subject  as  now  existed  in 
England. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  althoi^^h 
the  dinner-hour  was  not  a  very  exciting 
time  in  which  to  speak,  it  was  not,  in 
his  opinion,  either  the  most  favourable 
moment  for  taking  this  division.  And 
as  so  many  speakers  had  followed  each 
other  from  the  other  side,  he  should  be 
sorry  if  hon.  Members  should  suppose 
that  on  his  side  of  the  House  there 
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had  been  want  of  attention  to  their  argu- 
ments or  unwillingness  to  reply  to  them 
when  the  proper  time  arrived.  He  might 
not  indeed  be  able  to  add  much  to  what 
he  had  himself  said  on  former  occasions ; 
for  this  question  had  been  often  debated 
at  great  length  during  the  last  four  years, 
and  divisions  had  been  taken  upon  pro- 
posals almost  identical  to  the  one  now 
before  the  House.  Another  circumstance, 
however,  which  deprived  the  present  de- 
bate of  not  a  little  of  its  interest  was  that 
the  subject  they  were  now  considering 
would  come  up  for  discussion  again 
next  Friday,  when  a  Motion  was  to  be 
brought  forward  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  a  general  Keform  Bill  for 
the  three  Kingdoms.  The  scope  of  the 
Besolution  to  be  moved  on  Friday  would 
be  to  extend  household  suf&age  not 
only  to  the  Irish  boroughs,  but  also  to 
the  counties  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland ;  and  he  beBeved  that  the  Mem- 
bers who  were  supporting  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Meldon)  that  night,  would  be  found 
one  and  all  supporting  the  much  more 
sweeping  proposal  bv  which  it  was  to  be 
followed  three  days  hence.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  felt  more  reluctance 
than  he  otherwise  would  have  done  to 
accede  to  the  smaller  and  more  modified 
proposal  now  before  the  House.  They 
haa  heard  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kildare,  if  carried,  would 
produce  a  great  gain  to  the  Liberal 
Farty  and  a  great  loss  to  the  Conservative 
Party  in  H^t  House.  For  himself,  he 
was  not  at  all  dear  what  might  be  its 
effect  in  that  sense  on  the  one  side  or 
the  other.  His  main  objection  to  it  was 
that  even  this  more  modest  proposal 
would  be  most  injurious,  imder  existing 
circumstances,  to  the  character  of  the 
whole  House,  and  to  the  whole  machinery 
of  legidation  for  the  three  Kingdoms, 
even  in  its  modified  shape;  and  that 
certainly  in  the  larger  form,  which  it 
would  assume  undertheBesolution  tobe 
moved  on  Friday,  it  would  brin^  about  a 
state  of  the  Irish  representation  such 
as  probably  the  minds  of  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  now  realize  or  anticipate. 
He  did  not  treat  the  particular  proposal 
bdbre  them  that  night  as  a  Tarty  pro- 
posaL  He  believed  that  they  could  not, 
under  the  existing  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries,  undertake,  ooute  quUl 
couUf  to  applv  the  same  conditions  to 
the  franchise  in  Ireland  as  they  might 


ap^y,  and  had  applied,  to  the  franchise 
in  England.  That  was  not  altogether  a 
question  of  Protestant  and  Oamolic,  or 
of  Whig  and  Tory ;  but  it  was  a  question 
of  extending  political  power  to  a  vast 
democracy — ^to  an  unmitigated  demo- 
cratic force  which  they  would  by  no 
means  be  able  to  control.  As  had  been 
well  said,  it  was  the  great  advantage  of 
the  social  system  of  tms  country  that  the 
social  edifice  was  evenly  and  gradually 
shaped;  that  there  was  a  harmonious 
blending  of  the  different  ranks  and 
orders  of  men ;  that  there  was  no  great 
conflict  between  one  class  and  another ; 
and  that  there  was  no  sharp  line  drawn 
cusross  any  portion  of  the  social  structure, 
dividing  it  into  hostile  and  imcongenial 
sections.  He  did  not  wish  to  reflect 
upon  any  class  of  his  own  countr3rmen, 
however  much  he  might  differ  from  them 
in  politics ;  but  he  did  say  that  the  lowest 
and  by  far  the  largest  class  of  the  Irish 
population  was  not  in  such  a  state  that 
it  would  be  right  to  give  it  an  over- 
whelming preponderance  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary system  of  Ireland.  In  England 
they  had  WIuk  and  Tory  in  all  the 
ranks  of  life;  out  the  overwhelming 
preponderance  of  the  Irish  people  were 
pledged  to  certain  extreme  views,  and 
all  the  reasoning,  all  the  practical  argu- 
ments, all  the  influence  they  might  bring 
to  bear  in  opposition  to  their  views  would 
be  mere  waste  of  time.  They  would  vote 
en  hloo  in  favour  of  these  views.  He 
knew  that  that  condition  of  things  did 
not  exist  to  the  same  extent  as  it  did  in 
former  times.  He  believed  it  was 
diminishing  every  day,  and  he  longed 
for  the  hour  when  it  would  have  entirely 
passed  away ;  but  in  the  meantime  they 
could  not  apply  the  same  principles  of 
representation  in  Ireland  as  they  ap- 
plied in  England.  In  England  they  had 
different  classes  in  the  counties  and  in  the 
borouffhsj;  the  political  parties  inEugland 
fairly  balanced  one  another.  Sometimes 
one  party  drew  to  its  side  a  majority  of 
those  electors  not  usually  pledged  aspar- 
tizans  to  one  side  or  the  other,  especially 
when  there  was  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment. But  that,  unfortunately,  was  not 
the  case  in  Ireland.  In  this  respect,  the 
social  circumstances  of  the  two  countries 
were  widely  different ; — for  instance,  in 
English  boroughs,  when  the  BeformBill 
of  1 867  waspassedy  the  number  of  persons 
inhabiting  houses  of  a  valuation  of  less 
than£4  was,  hebeUeved,  aboutone-eighth 
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of  the  whole  body  of  electors ;  but  if  the 
qualification  for  the  franchise  in  Ireland 
was  reduced  below  £4,  they  would  not 
only  bring  in  a  number  equal  to  those 
who  at  present  possessed  the  franchise 
in  boroughs,  but  would  introduce  such  a 
number  as  would  completely  swamp  the 
existing  constituencies ;  and  therefore  it 
was  not  a  conclusive  argument  by  any 
means  to  say — **In  1867  you  trusted 
the  masses  in  England — you  did  away 
with  all  restrictions  which  were  found 
unnecessary,  and  you  should  adopt  a 
similar  course  with  regard  to  Ireland." 
If  they  established,  as  he  supposed  per- 
haps they  might  before  long,  household 
suffirage  for  counties  as  well  as  for  bo- 
roughs in  England — he  confessed  he  was 
not  at  all  in  favour  of  such  an  extension — 
what  would  be  the  effect  if  they  applied 
that  to  Ireland  ?  Some  years  ago  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  made  a  prediction  which  was 
treated  with  a  good  deal  of  surprise  and 
some  ridicule.  When  there  was  only 
one  Home  Ruler — the  late  Mr.  John 
Martin — in  the  House,  he  predicted  that 
at  least  60  Members  would  be  returned 
at  the  next  General  Election  adhering  to 
that  Gentleman's  views.  The  noble  Lord 
who  now  led  Her  Majesty's  Opposition, 
he  thought  it  was,  had  very  frankly  said 
— **Let  them  come  ;  we  shall  be  de- 
lighted to  see  them  all  here."  He  was 
quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  was  not  more 
glad  than  himself  to  see  them  there,  so 
far  as  many  of  those  hon.  Members 
were  personally  concerned.  But  that 
was  a  different  question.  He  was 
speaking  on  a  matter  of  policy.  The 
noble  Lord  said  he  should  be  de- 
lighted to  see  them.  The  noble  Lord 
had  since  had  some  experience  in  con- 
ducting the  Opposition  there,  and  he 
thought  the  Home  Bulers  had  not  made 
his  task  a  very  easy  one.  But  sup- 
pose it  had  been  the  fate  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  lead  in  that  House  a  Liberal 
Administration,  dependent  to  a  great 
extent  on  the  votes  of  Home  Kulers, 
would  it  have  been  possible  for  him  to 
carry  on  the  Government  of  the  country 
in  the  way  in  which  it  had  up  to  the 
present  been  ordinarily  conducted  ? 
Seeing,  then,  that  the  social  conditions  of 
Ireland  were  altogether  different  from 
those  of  England,  they  should  hesitate 
long  before  uiey  adopted  such  changes 
in  the  representation  of  the  former 
country  founded  upon  some  abstract 
principle  which  would  have  an  unknown 
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effect  upon  both  that  House  and  upon 
Ireland  itself.  In  his  own  mind,  he 
really  entertained  the  opinion  thftt 
household  suffrage  in  Ireland  would 
bring  about  results  which  they  must  all 
deplore.  If  the  proposed  change  were 
brought  about,  he  believed  that  all  the 
most  moderate  Irish  politicians,  and 
possibly  the  large  majority  of  the  best 
of  the  present  Kepresentatives  of  Irish 
constituencies,  would  disappearfrom  that 
House ;  and  he  ventured  to  predict  Uiat 
their  places  would  be  taken  by  extreme 
Nationalists.  He  should  not  ^>erhaps  so 
much  regret  that  circumstance  if  he  could 
look  at  it  merely  from  a  Party  point  of 
view,  because  ^e  difficulties  of  a  Con- 
servative Government  might  not  be 
increased  by  the  presence  opposite  of  a 
large  body  of  Irish  Nationalists ;  but  he 
should  regret  that  result  as  being  con- 
trary to  the  interests  of  his  country.  He 
was  sorry  to  be  compelled  to  take  the 
part  of  Cassandra  on  this  oocadon ;  but 
he  thought  tiiat  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site in  supporting  this  proposal  scaroely 
realized  the  £fficultiee  they  were 
proposing  to  prepare  for  thfionaelves. 
Doubtless  they  would  get  up  and 
would  say  heroiccklly  that,  whatever 
mi^ht  be  the  consequence,  ''let  right 
ana  justice  be  done."  No  one  was  more 
anxious  than  himself  that  right  and 
justice  should  be  done ;  but  he  denied 
that  this  was  a  question  involving  right 
and  justice.  In  dealing  with  a  question 
of  this  kind  they  must  look  beyond  mere 
abstract  propositions  connected  with  the 
rights  of  man,  and  such  doctrinaire  pro- 
posals were,  in  his  opinion,  contrary  to 
the  principle  and  settled  practice  of 
our  Constitution.  We  had  hitherto  had 
regard,  and  in  his  ojAnion  must  continue 
to  have  regard,  to  its  probable  con- 
sequences when  any  suck  change  was 
proposed.  He  looked  forward  earnestly 
and  longingly  to  the  time  when  the 
social  conditions  of  his  country  would 
correspond  more  nearly  than  they  did  at 
present  with  those  which  existed  in  this 
happy  and  fortunate  Island,  and  when 
it  would  be  safe  and  wise  to  apply  the 
same  principle  of  representation  to  them 
both ;  but  until  that  time,  and  until  the 
beneficial  effects  of  proq>erity  and 
education  were  more  Mt,  and  until  old 
animosities  and  traditional  feuds  which 
had  so  long  disturbed  and  divided  Ire- 
land subsided,  tiiey  must  weigh  well 
such  measures  as  tiiat  now  proposed; 
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or  if  they  did  not,  and  introduoed  ill-oon- 
sidered  changes,  the  consequenoes  might 
be  moet  mif^hieyoos.  Me  must  for 
these  reasons,  and  under  the  existing 
circumstances  of  the  two  countries,  nve 
the  most  strenuous  opposition  to  the  Ke- 
solution. 

Mb.  JOHN  BEIGHT:  Sir,  if  I  had 
heard  the  prophetic  language  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
for  the  first  time  in  this  House  it  would, 
perhaps,  have  made  me  extremely  un- 
happy.    Taking  his    speech  horn   the 
beginning  to  the  end,  it  seems  to  me 
that  Ireland,   if  what  he  has  said  be 
true,  is  at  the  present  time  in  a  deplor- 
able and  hopeless  condition.     The  pro- 
position before  the  House  is  to  admit 
the  householders  of  boroughs  in  Ireland 
to  the  franchise  in  the  same  way  as  the 
householders  in  England  now  exercise  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  G-entleman  said 
that  the  result  of  the  adoption  of  that 
proposal  would  be  something  fearful, 
and  that  the  democracy  would  make  its 
appearance  in  this    Hoxise  in  such  a 
character  that  it  would    be  not    only 
mischieyous,  but  imcontroUable.     The 
hon.  and  learned  G-entleman  told  us  that 
in  Ireland  there  is  no  middle  class  that 
can  take  charge  with  any  material  effect 
of  the  politick  opinions  and  actions  of 
his  countrymen — that  there  is  no  middle 
class    from   which    any    help    can    be 
derived,  or  in  which  any  hope  can  be 
placed ;  and  he  did  not  teU  us  much  of  the 
upper  class,  except  to  say  that  they  were 
few  in  number.     But  there  was  a  time 
when  almost  the  whole  of  the  represen- 
tation was  in  the  hands  of  that  upper 
dass,  and  no  one  could  say  that  it  was 
very  creditable  to  this  House  or  usefid 
to  ihe  country.    The  upper  class,  as  we 
accept  it  in  general  conversation,  is  com- 
posed chiefly  of  landlords,  and  they  are 
very  few  as  compared  with  the  tenantry; 
and  landlord    opinion,  powerful    as  it 
might  be  in  that  House,  was  not  the 
opinion    which    found  much     support 
among  the  great  bulk  of  the  population 
of  Ireland.    Now,  we  had  had  landlord 
opinion  representation,  and  we  did  not 
msh  to  go  back  to  it,  and  yet  if  we 


that  representation  should  be  withdrawn 
from  it,  and  that  the  country  should  be 
governed  upon  a  mode  which  is  wholly 
irreconcilable  with  the  Gx>vemment  and 
Constitution  of  this  country.     I  would 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman   whether  he   thinks   it   likely, 
jud^ng    from    what   has    been    seen 
during    the    present    Parliament,  that 
things  would  be  worse  if  this  Besolution 
were  adopted  than  they  are  now?    I 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  himself  admit  that  if  we  were  to 
run  over  all  the  boroughs  in  Ireland — 
I  leave  out  Dublin  and  Belfast,  which 
he  has  excluded  from  his  argument — 
and  over  most  of  the  counties,  the  exten- 
sion of   the  suffrage   to  householders, 
both  in  boroughs  and  counties,  would 
produce  at  present  veiy  much  the  same 
kind  of  representation  which  we  have 
now  from  the  majority  of  the  boroughs 
and  counties  in  that   country.       [Mr. 
Pltjwket  :  No,  no  !]     I  am  rather  sur- 
prised at  that  objection ;  because,  in  my 
conversation  with  Irish  gentlemen,  some 
of  them  holding  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  they  admitted 
to  me  that  they  thought  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  would  make  no  great 
difference    in     the    representation    of 
Ireland.     There  may  be  some  districts 
in  the  North  of  Ireland    in    which    a 
change  in  the  representation  might  be 
made;  but  I  learn  from  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  there  is  a  great  probability 
that  that  change  will  be  made  at  the 
next  General  Election,  even  if  there  be 
no  extension  of  the  franchise  now.     I 
am  willing  to  admit  that  in  one  sense 
the  language  attributed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
is  correct  when  he  said  that  the  repre- 
sentation of  Ireland  is  deplorable — not 
deplorable     as     regards     the    relation 
between  the  Members  from  Ireland  and 
their  constituencies — that  was  not  his 
meaning,  nor  is  it  mine — but  deplorable 
because  there  has  been  for  some  time 
past  a  severance  of  sympathy  between 
the  hon.  Members  for  Irish  constituencies 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
hon.  Members  also  on  this  side   from. 
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large  and  solid  representation  in  this 
House.  We  all  ^ow  that  after  the 
Union  with  Scotland  the  animosity  of 
the  Scotch  to  the  Union  with  England 
was  greater  and  keener,  was  more 
passionate  than  any  animosity  that  has 
been  exhibited  of  Late  in  Ireland  to  the 
Union  with  England;  and  I  think  a 
good  many  years  after  the  Union  with 
Scotland  an  attempt  to  repeal  that 
Union  only  failed  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  by  a  few  votes — I  am  not 
sure  whether  it  was  not  by  only  one 
vote.  But  at  this  moment  the  Scotch 
people  would  be  much  more  opposed  to 
a  repeal  of  the  Union  with  England 
probably  than  the  English  themselves 
would.  I  never  yet  met  with  a  single 
Scotchman,  after  visiting  that  coimtry 
nearly  every  year  for  20  years,  who 
entertained  the  idea  that  it  would  be  to 
the  advantage  of  Scotland  to  have  a 
representation  of  its  own  in  Edinburgh, 
and  to  be  separate  iram  the  Imperial 
Parliament;  and  when  I  have  sometimes 
told  them  that  they  seemed  very  much 
more  sensible  as  politicians  and  Members 
of  Parliament  than  many  of  our  Eng- 
lish Members,  and  that  I  thought  they 
were  the  only  people  who  really  had  to 
complain  of  the  Union,  and  that  if  they 
had  a  Parliament  at  Edinburgh  they 
might  do  better  for  themselves,  I  have 
always  foimd  that-  they  rejected  the 
notion  as  one  that  offended  their  common 
sense  and  could  not  be  received  or  ac- 
cepted for  a  moment.  But  if  this  is  true 
with  regard  to  Scotland,  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely proved  to  be  false  with  regard  to 
Ireland ;  and  I  shall  never  believe  that 
the  Irish  themselves  will  not  at  some 
day  or  other — at  no  remote  period,  not- 
withstanding the  demonstration  to  the 
contrary  wmch  we  have  lately  had — be 
of  opinion  that  it  is  of  no  disadvantage 
to  them  to  be  united  in  representation 
with  the  people  of  England  and  Soot- 
land.  They  are  united  to  us  in  every 
other  way ;  they  are  united  to  us  in  our 
commerce — and  they  have  at  this  moment 
an  advantage  that  almost  no  other 
country  has,  for  they  buy  everything  in 
the  world — everything  of  the  manufac- 
tures of  Ghreat  Britain  in  the  cheapest 
market  in  the  world ;  and  all  the  excess 
of  their  produce  which  they  have  to 
export  they  sell  at  the  highest  prices  to 
the  richest  customers  in  the  world. 
Therefore,  as  fSeur  as  our  commercial  in- 
terest is  oonoemed,  nothing  can  be  more 

Ifr,  John  Bright 


complete  or  more  advantageous  to  both 
countries  than  the  Union  which  now 
exists.  K  the  commercial  interests  of 
the  two  countries  are  so  united,  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  impossible  that  by  a  little 
moderation — a  Httle  condescension  and 
kindness  on  the  nart  of  Great  Britain, 
and  a  little  more  tnought  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Ireland — at  some  not 
distant  day  we  may  have  as  complete  a 
union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land as  we  have  now  between  England 
and  Scotland.  I  said  that  we  have  this 
commercial  union — ^how  can  we  take 
any  steps  to  bring  about  a  political 
Union  ?  Notwithstanding  the  feelings 
that  have  been  expressed  by  the  new 
Association  that  was  formed  in  Ireland 
some  few  years  ago,  with  regard  to  the 
severance  of  the  legislation  of  the  two 
countries,  I  think  that  we  may  probably 
show — ^the  House  may  show — by  a 
fair  consideration  of  Irish  questions, 
that  we  are  perfectly  willing  to  do  to  the 
Irish  people  a  full  measure  of  justice ; 
and  it  is  not  necessary  that  every 
measure  that  the  Irish  people  ask  for 
should  recommend  itself  to  us  as  abso- 
lutely the  best ;  but  if  they  think  it  the 
best — if  the  great  majority  of  their  Be- 
presentatives  think  it  the  best — I  think 
we  ought,  as  Members  for  En^and  and 
Scotland,  upon  some  occasions  even  to 
strain  a  point,  and  to  do  that  for  them, 
with  their  own  free  will  and  at  their 
own  request,  which  perhaps  we  should 
not  recommend  to  be  done  for  !either 
England  or  Scotland.  And  thus  it 
may  be — ^I  thmk  it  will  be,  but  I  am 
sure  it  may  be  if  we  act  like  sensible 
men — that  the  people  of  Ireland  will 
come  to  see  Uiat  if  they  had  a  Parlia- 
ment of  their  own,  the  measures  to  which 
it  could  turn  its  attention  would  be  so 
few  in  number — so  few  that  were  not  of 
an  Imperial  character — that  it  would  be 
an  absolute  absurdity  to  establish  a 
Parliament  of  Lords  and  Oommons  in 
Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  only 
with  questions  which  are  more  suitable 
for  a  Corporation  or  aYestry  than  for 
the  Parliament  of  a  Kingdom.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  in  his 
— ^what  shall  I  oaU  it  ? — ^his  melancholy 
speech — fornothingoould  bemoremelan- 
cnoly  than  the  prospect  before  us,  aooord- 
ingto  his  statement — said  that  in  Ireland 
there  are  so  many  people  in  the  different 
boroughs  below  the  level  of  the  franchiae 
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that  if  you  were  to  extend  the  franchise 
to  householders,  you  would  immediately 
bring  in  so  many  of  the  poorest  and, 
in  the  social  scale,  the  lowest,  that  you 
might  overwhelm  those  who  are  already 
in  possession  of  the  franchise.  That  is 
exactly  what  was  said  in  1832.  Sir 
Oharles  Wetherell,  and  Mr.  Groker,  and 
others  at  that  time,  said  it — only  they 
said  it  with  a  vast  deal  more  earnestness 
and  a  great  deal  more  passion  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  said  it ; 
and,  then,  if  we  come  down  to  1867, 
exactly  the  same  thin^  was  said  by  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Genuemen  who  sit  on 
that  Treasury  Bench.  Everybody  knows 
who  was  in  the  House  then,  that  the 
present  Prime  Minister  and  his  Friends 
used  exactly  the  same  argument,  and  it 
was  perfectly  true  to  a  certain  extent. 
If  I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  he  can  tell  us 
that  his  constituency  is  three  or  four 
times  as  numerous  as  it  was  before 
the  Bill  of  1867— [Mr.  Hibbbet:  Six 
times  as  numerous.]  He  says  it  is 
six  times  as  numerous.  What  was  said 
against  that  Bill  was,  that  this  three  or 
four  or  six  times  more  numerous  body 
brought  in  would  entirely  swamp  those 
who  already  were  electors.  But  the  old 
constituency  of  Oldham  has  not  been 
swamped.  At  present,  my  hon.  Friend 
is  here  to  represent  them  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  an  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ^Mr.  Serjeant  Spinks)  repre- 
sents a  portion  of  them  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House ;  and  what  could  be  more 

Srojper  if  the  constituency  be  equally 
ivided?  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  TMr.  Plunket)  thinks  that  in 
Ireland  tnere  is  no  such  division ;  and  I 
suppose  he  thinks  also  that  the  ballot 
— ^Auch  he  did  not  speak  of  as  if  he 
were  much  of  a  friend  to  it — ^has  in  a 
certain  sense  worked  a  revolution  in 
Ireland,  because,  on  the  one  hand,  it  has 
liberated  the  electors  from  the  land- 
owners ;  and,  on  the  other,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Limerick,  has  liberated  them  from  the 
priests.  Well,  but  it  is  a  great  and 
ffood  process  to  go  through  in  coming 
from  me  state  of  political  serfdom  in 
which  the  Irish  were — ^it  was  a  natural 

Erocess — that  they  should  on  the  one 
and  get  rid  of  the  landlord,  and  on  the 
other  get  rid  of  the  priest ;  and  that 
mu£t  be  done  before  a  oonstitaenoy 
oomee,  as  it  were,  to  stand  upon  its  own 


feet,  to  act  upon  its  own  convictions  and 
principles,  and  to  speak  with  its  own 
voice  in  ihis  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  results  of  the  Act  of 
1832  disappointed  the  prophets  of  evil; 
the  results  in  1867,  and  since  then,  have 
disappointed  the  prophets  of  evil.  I 
believe. the  results  of  this  measure,  if  it 
were  passed,  would  disappoint  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  result  of  the  measure  would  not  be 
probably  to  supplant  certain  Gentlemen 
— some  who  are  sitting  in  this  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I 
believe,  would  have  none  of  these  new 
constituents  in  his  constituency.  He,  at 
least,  would  be  safe,  and  therefore  he 
speaks  from  a  disinterested  position; 
but  my  own  impression  is  that  the 
general  result  as  regards  the  class  of 
men — the  personal  representation  in  this 
House — ^would  not  be  sensibly  changed 
by  the  proposition  that  is  now  before  us ; 
and  that  the  step  that  the  House  would 
take  by  granting  this  measure  would  be 
one  which  would  say  to  all  the  people  of 
Ireland — "We  have  no  wish  that  you 
should  come  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
inferior  tons  in  any  privilege,  in  any 
right,  in  any  freedom."  I  say,  if  we  were 
to  adopt  that  principle — a<hnitting  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  to 
some  extent  be  right  as  to  certain  incon- 
veniences which  might  result ;  yet  I  think 
this  inconvenience  would  be  trivial  and 
small,  and  not  worthy  to  be  considered  in 
comparison  with  the  enormous  gain  that 
woiiid  come  to  us  as  a  Parliamenfc,  if  we 
could  once  persuade  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  we  are  as  willing  to  be 
just  to  them  as  a  Parliament  sitting  in 
Dublin,  though  composed  in  all  its 
branches  of  men  of  their  own  blood,  of 
men  of  their  own  religion,  and  bom 
and  nurtured  in  their  own  country. 
That  is  what  I  would  wish  to  do  for 
Ireland ;  and  I  would  submit  to  certain 
small  risks  and  certain  inconveniences, 
if  I  could  bring  about  such  a  great 
result  as  that.  1  am  sony  to  say  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  Party 
in  all  past  times,  in  the  views  they  have 
held,  nave  endeavoured  to  direct  the 
course  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  views  I  hold. 
I  say  ul  their  policy  and  all  their 
measures  have  failed,  all  their  fore- 
tellings,  all  their  prophecies  have  been 
false,  BSid  have  le(i  only  to  prove  that 
they  did  not  understand  what  was  the 
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true  interest  of  their  country;  and  I 
hope  now  that  the  House  will  not  take  the 
advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, but  will  consent  to  the  proposition 
which  has  been  submitted  to  it. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  ventured 
to  think  that  the  carrying  of  the  measure 
would  not  make  any  serious  alteration 
on  either  side  of  the  House.  He  could 
not  agpree  with  what  had  been  said  con- 
cerning the  position  of  the  Irish  repre- 
sentation ;  but  the  system  of  registra- 
tion was  nearly  as  unsatisfactory  as  it 
could  be  at  the  present  time.  The  adop- 
tion of  the  proposal  would  show  that 
there  was  a  di4>osition  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  in  some  way  to  do  justice  to 
Ireland,  and  to  equalize  laws  ftur  the 
country  and  put  them  on  the  same  basis 
as  they  stood  for  England.    It  would 

SVe  a  number  of  inhabitants  of  small 
>roughs,  at  present  without  any  link 
with  me  Constitution,  the  oonsdonsness 
that  they  had  some  position  in  the  State. 
It  was  for  that  reason  he  advocated  the 
measure.  They  were  told,  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  present  Parliament,  when 
Home  Bule  was  first  brought  forward, 
that  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  bring  for- 
ward in  the  House  any  Irish  grievance, 
and  their  complaints  would  receive  at- 
tention ;  but  now  they  were  told  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  this 
question  must  await  the  decision  of  Par- 
Hament  on  the  Education  Question.  This 
question  was,  therefore,  not  to  be  dealt 
with,  but  to  be  kept  waiting  on  another. 
The  Education  Question  was  waiting, 
and  for  what  ?  For  the  will  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  GK>vemment  delayed 
the  decision  of  that  question  because 
they  attempted  to  do  that  which  was 
impossible — namelv,  to  reconcile  the 
opinion  of  Ireland,  on  denominationid 
teaching)  with  that  of  certain  classes  in 
England  who  preferred  the  secular  flrjrstem. 
With  respect  to  the  course  that  his  hon. 
Friends  who  sat  near  him  might  take  on 
the  Motion  which  was  to  come  forward 
on  Friday — ^the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Boroughs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan) — ^he  thought  that  it  would  be  out 
of  taste  to  indicate  the  line  that  they  were 
likely  to  take  ;  but,  for  himself,  he 
would  say  that  he  would  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  he  hoped  also  in  the  ftiture, 
vote  for  the  extension  oi  the  firanohiae. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  theire  was  no  man 
fbr  whom  the  Irish  people  oherished 
greater  revarenos  and  deoper  regard,  he 
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miffht  even  say,  afifection,  than  for  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright) ;  and  his  speecm  to-night 
—one  of  the  many  generous  speeches 
which  he  had  delive^d  with  r^erence 
to  Ir^and  —  would  be  received  there 
with  thankfulness,  and  would  not  be 
without  its  effect.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
sanguine  in  assuming  that  the  Irish 
people  would  so  soon  turn  from  the  re- 
solve to  which  they  had  come.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  G^a:Ueman  would  think 
him  (Mr.  Ghray)  more  sanguine  in  hoping 
that  gentlemen  like  him,  who  did  honestly 
desire  the  fullest  measureof  justice  to  Ire- 
land, and  who  had  proved  their  earnest- 
ness, would  come  to  see  that  the  views 
which  were  put  forward  by  the  majority 
of  Irishmen  were  not  incompatible  with 
the  principles  which  they  professed ;  and 
that  what  they  desired  might  be  as 
safely  conceded  as  those  extensions  of 
the  franchise  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  those  who  went  with  him 
now  conceded,  but  which  their  Prede- 
cessors for  long  refused.  ThB  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Plunket)  took 
occasion  three  or  four  times  very 
pointedly  to  disclaim  any  intention  of 
reflecting  upon  his  fellow-coimtrymen. 
He  (Mr.  Gray)  thought  that  disclaimer 
was  more  than  necessary,  when  they  re- 
membered that  he  described  the  debate 
in  which  nearly  every  Irish  Member  in 
the  House  had  taken  part  as  a  ''  tame 
rehearsal.''  He  remembered  that  the 
same  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  -  de- 
scribed the  debate  on  the  adjournment 
of  the  Address  as  a  masquerade.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gendeman  considered  these  re- 
flections upon  his  brother  Members.  He 
hoped  it  was  not  because  he  was  not 
very  earnest  in  the  views  he  put  forward 
himself,  that  he  imaginea  diey  had 
only  equal  earnestness,  and  were 
masquerading  in  a  tame  rehearsal. 
He  assured  him  that  they  were  more 
earnest  than  he  tiiought  in  the  views 
they  took ;  that  they  meant  to  press  this 
question  to  an  issue,  and  they  hoped,  in  a 
very  short  time,  to  a  successful  issue. 
Not  very  long  a«;o,  he  (Mr.  Gray)  had 
the  honour  of  making  his  first  speech  in 
that  House,  and  he  remembered  that  it 
was  on  this  question.  He  listened  to 
every  ai|fume&t  dien  put  forward ;  and 
he  certainly  failed  lo  hear  one  whioh 
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convinced  him  that  there  was  a  shadow 
of  a  reason  for  refusing  this  very  mode- 
rate Tequest.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Colonial  Secretary  (Sir  Michael 
Hioiks-Beach),  who  was  then  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  stated  in  effect 
the  only  argument  which  remained  in 
his  mind,  and  that  was  that  this  pro- 
posal would  destroy  the  Whig  Party  in 
Ireland.  Why  that  should  be  such  a 
stumbling-block  in  the  way  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  whose  only  aim 
seemed  to  be  to  destroy  the  Whig  Party 
in  England,  he  could  not  conceive.  He 
could  understand  their  putting  forward 
any  other  argument— of  their  having 
H>oken  of  the  Land  Question,  or  the 
education  Question,  of  using  almost  any 
other  ai^iument — but  how  they  could 
pnt  this  S>rward  passed  his  copiprehen- 
sion.  He  had  heard  all  the  arguments; 
but  none  of  them  supplied  to  his  mind 
any  reason  for  the  refusal  to  which  he 
supposed  they  would  have  to  submit  to 
adopt  this  Besolution. 

Mb.  BBUEN  joined  in  the  hope 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright),  that  the 
time  would  come  when  the  Irish  people 
would  feel  no  disinclination  to  be  united 
with  England.  Irish  Members  who  sat 
on  the  same  side  of  the  House  as  him- 
self formed  the  party  which  had  al- 
ways supported  the  Union.  But  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
say  that  that  Union  should  be  brought 
about  by  doing  for  Ireland  what  would 
not  be  done  for  either  England  or  Scot- 
land, merely  because  of  the  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  he 
must  offer  his  strenuous  opposition  to 
that  proposition.  He  should  offer  his 
strenuous  opposition  to  the  Motion  be- 
fore the  House ;  and  he  ventured  to  as- 
sert that  the  borough  franchise  in  Ire- 
land, as  compared  with  England  and 
Scotland,  was  not  restricted,  and  a  fair 
and  just  equality  between  the  two  al- 
ready existed.  The  question  in  this 
case  was  whether  the  franchise  was  to 
be  considered  as  a  right  or  a  privilege. 
He  regarded  it  a  privilege,  and  sub- 
mitted that  those  who  dauned  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  privilege  ought  to  show 
that  they  were  fitted  for  it.  He  main* 
tained  that  it  was  untrue  to  say  that 
the  test  of  value  was  disoaided  by  the 
Act  of  1867.  The  quality  of  value  was 
still  retained  in  relation  to  the  lodger 


franchise  and  the  property  franchise.  The 
principle  of  government  recognizedby  the 
Constitution  was  that  of  government  by 
an  aristocracy — that  was,  government 
by  those  persons  best  fitted  to  govern ; 
and  it  was  because  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  struck  at 
that  principle  that  he  should  vote  against 
it.  Until  they  came  more  nearly  in 
Ireland  to  the  independence  of  the 
householders  of  the  English  boroughs, 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  admit  this  new 
class  of  voters  in  overwhelming  numbers 
to  the  franchise  in  Ireland  without  some 
counterbalancing  provisions. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwided :— Ay qb  126; 
Noes  134  :  Majority  8.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  18.) 

EAST  INDIA  (APPOINTMENT  OF  ME. 
M.  MACPHEESON.)— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  appointment  by  the  In- 
dian Government  of  Mr.  Molesworth 
Macpherson,  first  as  secretary  to  the 
Legislative  Council  and  then  as  deputy- 
secretary  to  the  Legislative  Department ; 
and  to  move — 

*'  That  saoh  appointment  constitnted  an  eya- 
sion  of  the  Law,  is  unjust  to  the  regular  Ciyil 
Service  of  India,  and  is  calculated  to  bring  the 
Indian  Adminislration  into  pubUc  discredit," 

said,  it  appeared,  from  facts  which  were 
unchallenged,  that  Mr.  Macpherson, 
a  yotmg  barrister,  had  been  suddenly 
promoted  to  the  valuable  post  of  secre- 
tary to  the  Legislative  Council.  The 
incident  was  freely  and  unfavourably 
criticized  in  Indian  society,  partly  because 
of  the  extreme  youth  of  the  nominee, 
and  partly  because  it  was  concluded  that 
the  authorities,  being  unable  to  appoint 
Mr.  Macpherson  secretary  to  the  Depart- 
ment on  account  of  his  insufficient  resi- 
dence in  India,  had  given  him  that  office 
with  an  altered  title,  and  had  created 
him  secretary  to  the  Legislative  Council. 
Thus,  the  secretaryship  to  the  Depart- 
ment was  filled  by  a  colourable  evasion 
of  an  Act,  which,  as  it  happened,  no- 
where made  use  of  the  word  **  Council." 
Mr.  Macpherson  was  retained  in  his  place 
till  the  Y  iceroy ,  moved  by  the  public  oat- 
cry  and  by  his  own  sense  of  auty,  made 
another  a^dntment  in  aooordanoe  with' 
the  terms  of  the  Afit«  A  soU^Hmn,  how- 
ever, was  provided  for  him ;  and  if  he 
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could  not  be  the  secretary  to  the  Oouncil, 
he  might  take  the  post  of  deputy  secre- 
tary to  the  Dejpartment — and,  in  fact, 
was  at  present  in  that  position.  They 
had,  he  contended,  every  right  to  blame 
the  persons  at  Calcutta  for  the  scandal- 
ous abuse  of  the  power  entrusted  to  them ; 
and  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the  House, 
careful  as  it  was  of  the  rights  of  the 
Civil  servants  of  India,  to  give  such  an 
expression  of  its  opinion  as  would  serve 
to  safeguard  the  rights  of  the  young 
men  they  induced  to  go  out  to  India  to 
administer  the  laws  in  that  country. 
What,  he  asked,  could  be  the  value  of 
the  legal  advice  or  legal  assistance  of 
a  young  man  of  18  months'  experience 
of  the  multifarious  life  of  India  upon 
any  question  which  really  required  li^ge 
powers  of  mind  and  large  training,  for- 
tified by  lengthened  experience  of  the 
customs  and  manners  of  India  ?  The 
second  appointment  to  which  this  gen- 
tleman was  appointed  had  been  vacated 
for  him  by  a  civilian  of  13  years'  expe- 
rience, who  had  been  generally  acknow- 
ledged to  be  fully  deserving  the  promo- 
tion. This  question  had  been  in  various 
forms  brought  before  the  House,  and  he 
trusted  that  now  his  Motion  would  com- 
mend itself  to  their  approval.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  his 
Besolution. 

Mb.  BIGK^AB  seconded  the  Besolu- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  the  appointment  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment of  Mr.  Molesworth  Maopherson,  first 
as  secretary  to  the  Legislative  Oouncil  and  then 
as  depnty-seoretary  to  the  Legislatiye  Depart- 
ment, constitutes  an  improper  evasion  of  the 
Law,  is  unjust  to  the  regular  Civil  Service  of 
India,  and  is  calculated  to  bring  the  Indian  Ad- 
ministration into  public  discredit."  —  (Mr, 
(TDonnell) 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  appointment 
had  been  considerably  censured  in  seve- 
ral Indian  newspapers.  He  was  not 
sorry  that    an  opportunity  had    been 

S'ven  him  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
ember  of  stating  the  facts  of  the  case, 
in  regard  to  whicm,  as  well  as  the  law 
on  the  subject,  there  had  been  consi- 
derable misapprehension.  No  doubt  it 
would  be  a  ver^  improper  thin^  to  evade 
an  Act  of  Paruament ;  but  this  particu- 
lar appointment  did  not  come  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred.    The  Act  of  Parlia- 

Mr.  (yjhnmli 


ment  which  secured  a  certain  monopoly 
of  the  appointments  in  India  to  the  In- 
dian Civu  Service^was  passed  in  1-661  ; 
but  all  appointments  which  were  not 
in  the  Schedule  were  not  to  be  consi- 
dered within  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
Some  three  or  four  years  before  that  Act 
was  passed,  the  Charter  Act  of  the  Com- 
pany was  renewed,  and  a  Legislative 
Council  was  established.  The  offices  in 
question^  which  were  originally  known 
as  those  of  clerk  and  deputy  clerk  to 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  required  a  certain 
technical  knowledge  in  the  persons  who 
held  them.  It  was  most  important  that 
the  Acts  of  the  Indian  Government 
should  be  drafted  clearly  and  intelli- 
gibly, because  otherwise  much  difficulty 
and  mischief  might  ensue,  and  therefore 
these  appointments  had  always  been 
held  by  legal  gentlemen,  and  were  out- 
side the  scope  of  the  Act.  In  the  middle 
of  last  year  the  Secretary  of  State  re- 
ceived a  telegram  requesting  him  to  send 
out  a  competent  draftsman  in  order  that 
the  work  of  codification,  which  fell  to 
the  duty  of  the  Department,  might  go 
on.  Sir  Henry  Thnng  was  consulted  in 
regard  to  the  matter,  and  several  gen- 
tlemen, all  members  of  the  Bar,  were 
named ;  but  they  refused  to  go  to  India 
at  the  salary  offered.  The  Indian  Go- 
vernment were  consequently  compelled 
to  fall  back  upon  their  own  resources. 
There  were  at  the  time  in  the  Legisla- 
tive Department  a  Mr.  Fitzpatri^,  a 
barrister,  and  a  Mr.  Jardine,  who  was 
also  a  barrister ;  but  neither  of  them 
possessed  the  requisite  technical  know- 
ledge. Lord  Lytton,  who  was  obliged 
to  leave  Calcutta  at  the  end  of  August, 
gave  power  to  Mr.  Whitley  Stokes,  a 
legal  member  of  the  Legislative  Council^ 
to  nominate  the  most  competent  person 
he  could  find,  and  in  the  exercise  of  that 
discretion  he  nominated  Mr.  Macpherson. 
Mr.  Macpherson  was  doubUess  veiy 
voung,  being  only  24  years  of  age,  and 
had  been  only  19  months  in  India;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  he  had  shown  great 
aptitude  for  the  work,  and  had  had  a 
special  training  as  an  equity  draftsman 
and  conveyancer.  When  Lord  Lvtton 
returned  to  Calcutta,  he  considered  this 
gentleman  too  young  to  be  put  at  the 
head  of  the  Department,  and  accordingly 
refiised  to  sanction  the  appointment.  He, 
however,  appointed  in  his  place  Mr.Fitz- 
patriok,  who  had  previoualy  been  deputy 
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seoretarj  to  the  Qovemment  of  India. 
Lord  iMton  thought  that  Mr.  Maopher- 
0011  had  oonsideraDle  qualifications^  and 
he  therefore  nominated  him  deputy 
secretary,  and  the  appointment  came 
home  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  confir- 
mation. The  Indian  Gk>vemment  had 
thought  it  desirable  to  give  Mr.  Mao- 
pherson  a  better  sala^  than  his  prede- 
cessor had ;  biit  the  finance  Committee 
at  home  had  thought  there  was  no  rea- 
son for  increasing  the  expenditure ;  and 
therefore,  while  confirming  the  appoint- 
ment, the  Secretary  of  State  refused  to 
sanction  the  augmented  salary.  There 
had  been  no  evasion,  colourable  or 
otherwise,  of  the  law.  Mr.  Macpherson 
had  never  applied  for  the  appointment, 
and  the  first  intimation  ms  Mends 
had  of  it  was  seeing  it  in  IT^e  Oautts. 
Indeed,  he  had  made  a  promising  start 
at  the  Bar,  and  his  family  were  disap- 
pointed that  he  had  accepted  the  ofi&oe. 
During  the  short  time  Mr.  Macpherson 
occupied  his  post  he  had  shown  great 
aptitude  for  the  work,  and  would  in  time 
become  a  very  valuable  public  servant. 
Therefore,  there  seemed  no  reason  what- 
ever for  assenting  to  the  Besolution  of 
the  hon.  Member.  He  quite  agreed 
that  Parliament  ought  to  tale  care  that 
there  was  no  evasion,  colourable  or 
otherwise,  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  by 
which  appointments  were  secured  to  the 
Indian  Civil  Service.  Therd  had  been 
two  rules  adopted  in  regard  to  appoint- 
ments which  had  wor£ed  exceedingly 
well.  The  first  was  that  the  Secret^ 
of  State  never  attempted  to  nominate 
anyone  in  England  to  an  appointment 
which  was  within  the  patronage  of  the 
Indian  Oovemment.  In  the  second 
place,  the  Indian  Government  had  no 
power  to  make  any  fresh  appointment, 
or  increase  salaries,  without  previously 
receiving  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India.  In  the  present  case, 
the  Secretary  of  State  had,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  discretion,  refrised  to  sanction 
the  increase  of  the  salary  which  it  was 

f reposed  to  give  to  Mr.  Macpherson. 
[e  noped  the  hon.  Gentleman,  having 
heard  this  explanation,  would  not  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division,  for  in  that  case 
he  would  have  no  option  but  to  op- 
pose it. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  acknowledged  the 
straightforward  way  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  met  him.  He  thought  the 
general  tone  of  the  noble  Lord's  re- 


marks indicated  that,  in  his  opinion, 
something  extraordinary  had  been  done. 
However,  he  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  observed  there  was  an 
association  established  of  the  young 
members  of  the  Indian  Civil  Service 
who  canvassed  every  appointment  made 
by  the  Indian  Government.  Nothing 
could  be  more  objectionable;  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
year  affcer  year  come  forward  as  their 
spokesman  in  that  House.  When  Mr. 
Whitley  Stokes  appointed  Mr.  Mac- 
pherson, he  did  not  do  so  without  the 
rail  conviction  of  his  competency ;  and 
from  his  knowledge  of  that  genUeman, 
now  a  member  of  the  Supreme  Council, 
he  was  quite  sure  no  one  but  a  hard- 
working mtelligent  ofi&cer  could  under- 
take the  duties  of  the  office  over  which 
Mr.  W.  Stokes  presided. 

Mb.  PABNiajL  protested  against  the 
doctrine  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
t^at  any  dass  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects 
was  to  be  prevented  from  having  their 
grievances  Drought  before  the  House  in 
a  regular  and  constitutional  manner. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum, 

ANCIENT  MONUMENTS  BILL. 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  B&reiford  Mope,  Mr, 

Osborne  Morgan,  Mr,  Ruat^U  Oumey.) 

[bill  63.]      SEOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  the  promoters  had  accepted 
all  Ihe  Amendments  to  the  measure  pro- 
posed by  the  Select  Oommittee  to  whom 
the  Bill  of  last  year  had  been  referred. 
The  principal  arguments  against  the 
Bill  were  that  it  was  unnecessaiy,  and 
that  it  was  an  interference  with  private 
property.  As  to  the  first  objection,  he 
had  on  previous  occasions  brought  for- 
ward evidence  of  the  rapidity  witti  which 
these  ancient  monuments  were  being 
destroyed  in  all  parts  of  Great  Britain ; 
and,  if  the  hour  had  not  been  so  late,  he 
would  have  described  the  destruction 
which  had  taken  place,  especially  among 
camps,  in  the  particular  coimty  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glouces- 
ter (Mr.  B.  Plunkett),  who  had  an- 
nounced his  intention  of  moving  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the 
property  argument,  the  Bill  did  not  pro- 
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pose  to  take  a  tingle  monument  from  the 
ousted  J  of  its  present  owner ;  but  simpl  j 
said  to  him — <<  At  least  give  the  nation 
the  option  of  purohasing  a  monument 
before  you  destroy  it."  TkuJt  was  neilJier 
an  unreasonable  nor  a  noy^  proposal,  and 
tibie  powers  asked  for  were  not  so  sweep- 
ing as  those  given  in  evevy  Bailway  or 
G^  Bill,  when  the  measure  of  last 
year  had  been  sent  to  a  Committee,  a 
special  provision  was  introduced,  giving 
the  owners  of  andent  monuments  a 
right  to  appear;  but  only  one  gentieman 
came  forward,  and  his  allegation  was  not 
that  these  monuments  ought  not  to  be 
preserved,  but  that  the  particular  camp 
with  which  he  was  concerned  was  so 
much  destroyed  that  it  possessed  no 
scientific  interest.  During  each  of  the  six 
years  the  Bill  had  been  before  the  House 
there  had  been  only  one  Petition  with 
one  signature  presented  against  it.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  i^e  owners  of  these 
monuments  objected  to  the  Bill ;  and  if 
it  were  to  be  considered  from  a  property 
point  of  view,  he  would,  in  the  name  o£ 
property  itself,  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
to  support  it — ^for  surely  a  measure  which 
appealed  so  strongly  to  their  respect  for 
the  memory  and  traditions  of  the  past, 
must  be  conservation  in  the  highest 
sense  of  the  term  ?  Hon.  Members  had 
contended  that  the  present  owners  had  a 
perfect  right  to  destroy  these  monuments 
if  they  chose ;  but  surely  these  relics 
were  national  heirlooms,  and  did  not 
belong  exclusively  to  one  generation  ?  In 
the  eloquent  words  of  Buskin — 

«  Of  mere  wanton  or  iffnonmt  ravage  it  is  Tain 
to  speak ;  my  words  wUl  not  reach  those  irho 
eommit  them ;  and  yet,  be  it  heard  or  not,  Imust 
not  leave  the  truth  unstated,  that  it  is  again  no 
question  of  expediency  or  zeeling  whether  we 
uiall  preserve  me  buildings  of  past  times  or  not. 
We  have  no  right  whatever  to  touch  them. 
They  are  not  ours.  They  belong  partly  to 
those  who  built  them  and  putly  to  all  the  gene- 
rations of  mankind  who  are  to  follow  us.  The 
dead  have  still  their  right  in  them :  that  which 
they  laboured  for,  the  praise  of  achievement  or 
the  expression  of  religious  feeling,  or  whatso- 
ever else  it  might  be  whioh  they  intended  to  be 
permanent,  we  have  no  right  to  obliterate.  What 
we  have  ourselves  built  we  are  at  liberty  to 
throw  down;  but  what  other  men  gave  their 
strong^  and  wealth  and  life  to  accomplish, 
their  right  over  does  not  pass  away  with  their 
death ;  still  less  is  the  right  to  the  use  of  what 
they  have  left  vested  in  us  only.  It  belongs  to 
all  their  successors." 

The  nation  was  spending  large  sums  in 
treasuring  up  the  monuments  of  other 
countries  and  other  peoplee  in  titeBiitidi 

Sir  John  Luhhoek 


Museum,  where  they  were  valued  most 
highly ;  and  the  destruction  of  oitr  own 
monuments  was  surely  a  disgrace  to  a 
great  and  enlightened  and  a  wealthy 
nation,  and  woiud  be  a  source  of  shame 
and  soiTow  to  our  children.  It  was 
said  that  these  monuments  were  erected 
by  savages ;  but  even  savages  respected 
the  graves  of  their  dead — fuid  surely  we 
were  not  so  savage  as  to  feel  no  interest 
in  the  history  of  the  past  and  the  relios 
of  ancient  times ;  nor  so  poor,  that  we 
had  any  excuse  when  we  oroke  up  for 
road-metal  or  for  mte-posts  monuments 
which  were  erected  with  love  and  labour. 
He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucestershire  to  withdraw  his  (m>06i- 
tion  to  the  Bill,  so  that  the  House 
might  show  by  a  unanimous  vote  that 
they  reverenced  and  respected  these 
rude  though  venerable  monuments  of 
the  past,  and  would  hand  them  down  to 
their  children  as  they  had  received  them 
ttom  those  who  had  gone  before. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  John  Zuhhoek.) 

Mb.  B.  E.  PLUNKETT,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months,  assured  the  House  that 
he  was  not  so  savage  as  to  feel  no  in- 
terest in  the  history  of  past  times,  or  to 
wish  for  the  destruction  of  our  ancient 
monuments.  He  did  not  view  them 
with  dislike,  and  was  possessed  of  seve- 
ral whioh  he  would  not  allow  to  be  de- 
stroyed. When  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
all  the  improvements  proposed  by  the 
Committee  of  last  year  had  been  adopted, 
he  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  on  that 
Oommittee  the  hon.  Baronet  had  sudi 
an  overwhelming  majority  that  the  im- 
provements made  were  exceedingly  few. 
Still,  the  measure  was  greatly  improved 
as  compared  with  the  Bill  whidi  was 
introduced  a  few  years  ago ;  but  he  could 
not  admit  that  all  the  machinery  it 
now  provided,  such  as  the  continuous 
Oommission,  the  secretary,  and  the 
yearly  Beport  to  Parliament,  were  ne- 
cessaiy.  If  the  thing  was  to  be  done 
by  agreement,  there  was  no  necessity 
for  a  permanent  body  to  look  after  these 
monuments.  Why  could  not  the  hon. 
Baronet  schedulethose  monuments  which 
he  considered  to  be  in  danger  and  to  be 
worthy  of  preservation?  The  great 
migotiiy  of  tae  monnments  whioh  wei% 
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of  national  interest  were  just  as  safe  in 
the  euBtod^  of  l^eir  owners  as  they 
would  be  in  the  charge  of  tiie  State. 
Property  vested  in  the  hands  of  Com- 
missioners would  be  much  more  diffioolt 
and  expensive  to  guard  l^n  that  which 
remained  in  the  hands  of  private  owners. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  appoint  a 
Commission  at  once  to  decide  what 
monuments  were  worth  preserving,  and 
called  for  the  interference  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to  the 
destruction  of  numerous  camps  in 
Gloucestershire;  but  if  an  endosure 
were  set  up  about  each  of  those  remain- 
ing, they  would  in  some  cases  become  a 
nuisance  to  the  neighbourhood.  If  the 
Bill  had  been  passed  years  before,  it 
would  not  have  prevented  the  destruc- 
tion of  many  valuable  stones,  which  had 
been  taken  away  because  their  owners 
did  not  know  their  value.  The  stones 
were  broken  and  the  insoriplions  efiPaced, 
because  no  one  knew  of  tneir  existence. 
Archseological  societies  were  now  being 
founded  in  difPerent  directions,  and  u 
farmers  found  stones  to  be  of  value,  they 
would  not  use  them  for  gate-posts,  but 
sell  them  for  a  pound  or  two.  So  that 
when  an  outcry  was  made  about  finding 
an  inscribed  stone  in  a  wall,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  this  Bill  would  not 
have  saved  it.  A  good  many  hon. 
Members  were  inclined  to  support  the 
Bill  because  they  believed  it  would 
scarcely  interfere  with  any  but  great 
landed  proprietors,  while  it  would  confer 
a  great  boon  upon  the  public  at  large ; 
but  that  was  by  no  means  the  case. 
The  parks  and  pleasure-grounds  of  the 
great  were  specially  exempted  from  its 
action,  and  those  it  would  reidly  afiPect 
were  the  small  farmer  and  the  yeoman. 
By  Clause  12  the  necessary  moneys  were 
to  be  provided  by  the  Treasury;  but 
what  fund  were  they  to  come  from  ?  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  protested  year  after 
year  against  the  increase  of  the  na- 
tional expenditure  ;  but  here  he  had 
adopted  a  contrary  principle,  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  at  large,  because 
this  expenditure  would  not  promote  the 
education  of  the  people,  as  picture  gal- 
leries and  museums  did  ;  and  these 
monuments  could  only  be  seen  by  those 
who  could  afford  time  and  money  to 
travel.  If  the  charge  were  to  be  levied 
on  the  rates,  he  must  equally  protest 
against  it,  unless  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  outlay  waa  for  the  benefit  of  the  dis- 


trict rated.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  he 
dealt  more  leniently  with  the  owners  of 
ancient  monuments  than  owners  of  pro- 
perty were  dealt  with  under  gas  or  rail- 
way undertakings;  but  persons  affected 
by  the  latter  h^  every  opportunity  of 
appeal,  not  only  on  the  ground  of  com- 
pensation, but  on  the  score  of  rights  of 
property.  It  might  have  been  imagined 
tiiat  the  Sdiedule  would  have  been 
drawn  up  with  some  care ;  but  he  foimd 
included  in  it  not  only  monuments  that 
had  not  and  would  not  be  interfered 
with,  but  others  which  had  no  exist- 
ence. Caesar's  Camp  at  Wimbledon, 
for  example,  was  included  in  the  Sche- 
dule, when  last  year  it  had  been  shown 
that  it  had  been  entirely  destroyed. 
Were  the  Commissioners  to  obtain  pos- 
session of  the  site,  although  the  camp 
had  disappeared  ?  It  did  not  ap- 
pear whether  the  appeal  provided  for 
by  the  Bill  was  to  be  on  the  question  of 
law  or  the  authenticity  of  the  monument. 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  would  accept  his 
suggestion  as  to  scheduling  the  monu- 
ments considered  to  be  in  danger,  and 
state  his  extent  to  which  he  desired  to 
go,  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  would  be 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '^  upon  this 
day  six  months."— (ifr.  R.  E.  Phnkett) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
<  now '  stand  part  of  tiie  Question." 

Mr.  KFRTT  said,  in  reference  to  the 
ancient  monuments  of  Ireland,  he  was 
convinced  that  their  owners  did  not  take 
care  of  them,  and  that  if  they  were  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Commissioners  they 
would  be  preserved  from  destruction. 
He  remembered  that  in  county  Meath, 
one  of  the  finest  Druidical  structures 
after  Stonehenge  was  destroyed  by  an 
English  gentleman  who  had  acqidred 
the  land,  and  who  probably  was  un- 
acquainted with  the  archaeological  value 
of  the  stones.  So  much  destruction  had 
taken  place  in  the  past,  that  it.  was 
desirable  to  place  these  monuments 
under  the  control  of  Commissioners,  who 
would  prevent  interference  with  them 
in  the  future.  The  advantages  con- 
ferred on  the  public  by  the  establish- 
ment of  picture  galleries  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  it  had  been  said  that 
these  monuments  were  of  no  use  to  the 
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State ;  bnt  the j  would  at  least  show  the 
knowledge  of  meohanios,  arts,  and 
sciences  possessed  by  the  people  in  the 
remote  past.  He  remembered  many 
monuments  in  Ireland  20  or  25  years 
ago,  which  had  since]  been  entirely 
destroyed.  In  one  case  the  Antiquarian 
Society  of  Ireland  obtained  ^rmission 
to  excavate  some  ancient  remains.  They 
found  nothing  within  them ;  but  they 
left  them  after  the  excavations  had  been 
concluded  unrestored  to  their  former 
condition;  and,  when  applied  to,  the 
answer  was  that  the  Society  had  no 
funds  with  which  to  do  the  work.  Such 
an  instance  was  a  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  did  not 
contemplate  removing  these  remains^m 
the  hands  of  landed  proprietors  if  they 
were keptin proper  preservation;  but  only 
that  the  Commissioners  should  have  the 
power  to  step  in  if  necessary,  and,  when 
it  was  desirable  to  save  a  monument 
^m  destruction,  to  give  full  value  for 
the  land  on  which  it  stood.  That  was 
neither  confiscation  nor  interference  with 
the  rights  of  property.  Those  monu- 
ments testified  to  the  mechanical  know- 
ledge in  Ireland  2,000  years  ago,  when 
many  of  the  stones  used  to  build 
some  of  the  Druidical  remains,  and 
which  were  16,  18,  or  20  feet  long, 
had  been  brought  from  mountains  50 
miles  away.    Me  warmly  supported  the 

Bill.  

Mb.  SIDNEY  HEBBEET  contended 
that  the  ancient  monuments  of  the 
country  were  sufficiently  preserved  under 
present  conditions.  Proprietors,  as  they 
knew,  were  extremely  jealous  of  any 
Parliamentary  interference  with  their 
property ;  yet  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  levelled  directly  at  that  class. 
Ancient  monuments  suffered  a  great 
deal  more  from  the  hammer  of  the 
geologist  and  the  spade  of  the  anti- 
quarian than  they  did  from  the  ambition 
of  a  vandalizing  public  to  inscribe  their 
names  on  a  stone  or  wall,  or  from  the 
neglect  of  proprietors.  So  far  as  he 
could  see,  there  was  no  danger  of  their 
ancient  monuments  being  materially 
interfered  with ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  was  prepared  to  aimie  that  an  old 
earthwork  like  Caesar's  Camp  should  not 
be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
requirements  of  an  increasing  popula- 
tion. He  had  presented  a  Petition 
against  the  Bill  from  the  proprietor  of 
Stonehenge,  who  had  done  his  best  to 

Mr.Xirk 


protect  that  **  andent  monument,"  and 
who  objected  to  having  the  jurisdiction 
over  his  own  property  taken  out  of  his 
hands.  The  Bill  was  entirely  unneces- 
sary, and  exceedingly  arbitraiy,  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  t£at  the  House  would 
not  pass  tiie  second  reading. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOBGAN  main- 
tained that  the  principle  that  ancient 
monuments  were  national  property  had 
been  repeatedly  affirmed  by  the  House. 
The  intention  of  the  Bill  was  not  to 
interfere  with  the  enjoyment  of  private 
property,  but  simply  to  prevent  owners 
m)m  destroying  and  effitoing  what,  in  a 
certain  sense,  oelon^ed  to  the  nation. 
How  could  that  be  said  to  be  an  infringe- 
ment of  private  rights  ?  As  one  of  tiie 
Select  Committee  which  sat  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  assured  the  House  that  nobody 
could  have  shown  more  tenderness  for  the 
rights  of  private  property  than  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Bill,  no  doubt,  had  its 
faults ;  but  it  could  easily  be  amended 
in  Committee.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  been  solemnly  affirmed  in  three  or 
four  former  divisions,  and  it  was  now 
too  late  to  dispute  it. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  when  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  asserted  that  tiie  prin- 
ciple that  the  monuments  contemplated 
in  the  Bill  were  to  be  regarded  as  public 

Property  had  been  affinned  by  several 
ivisions  of  the  House,  he,  in  his  (Mr. 
Baikes's)  opinion,  contended  for  too 
much.  What  was  affirmed  by  those 
divisions  was  that  ancient  monuments 
were  objects  of  national  interest;  and 
there  was,  he  admitted,  a  strong  feeling 
— ^not  confined  within  the  walls  of  Par- 
liament— in  favour  of  preserving  those 
monuments.  The  great  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  as  it  had  from 
time  to  time  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock), was  that  the  House  was  asked  to 
treat  it  in  a  concrete  form,  without  having 
had  any  satisfactory  opportunity  of  coming 
to  a  decision  on  the  abstract  principle. 
If,  in  the  first  instance,  the  hon.  Member 
had  brought  forward  a  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
desirability  of  preserving  ancient  monu- 
ments, he  would  probably  have  met  with 
very  Httie  opposition,  and  would  after- 
wards have  been  able  to  go  to  the 
Oovemment  of  the  day  with  a  request 
that  they  should  themselves  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  ike  subject.  But  if  he  met  with 
no  response  from  the  (Government  then, 
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fcrmed  with  the  recommendations  of  a 
Select  Committee,  he  would  be  justified 
in  himself  enforcing  upon  the  House  the 
propriety  of  dealing  with  tfie  subject. 
His  hon  Friend,  however,  had  persis- 
tently put  the  cart  before  the  horse,  and 
liad  complicated  the  matter  by  raising 
questions  of  private  proper^,  about 
whidi  there  must  necessarily  be  the 
greatest  divergence  of  opinion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  Plun- 
kett)  remarked  that  Ihe  Bill  came  before 
the  House  this  year  in  an  improved  con- 
dition. He  scarcely  agreed  with  him ; 
indeed,  he  was  of  opinion  Ihat  Ihe  Bill 
was  open  to  exactly  tne  same  objections 
{hat  were  taken  to  it  at  first — in  refer- 
ence to  its  machinery.  It  still  proposed 
to  vest  in  a  Commission  of  private  indi- 
viduals powers — and  very  strong  powers, 
too— such  ashithertoParliamenthad  only 
accordedto  the  Government,  ortoEailway 
or  otherpublic  Companies,  forthepurpose 
of  oarrpng  out  some  great  commercial 
enterprize.  Again,  the  Bill  proposed  to 
schedule  a  list  of  particular  monuments, 
but  it  did  not  give  any  definition  what- 
ever of  the  word  "monument."  That 
was  a  most  extraordinary  omission — so 
extraordinary,  indeed,  that  he  cotdd  not 
remember  a  single  similar  instance. 
Then  they  came  to  the  position  of  the 
owners  who  would  be  affected,  or  might 
hereafter  be  affected,  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  They  were  to  be  precluded 
from  any  defence  of  their  property,  the 
riffht  of  which  the  law  accorded  them  in 
all  other  cases.  There  was  not  one  of 
them  owning  half-an-acre  of  land  who 
might  not,  some  fine  day,  find  himself 
broiight  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Malicious  Injuries  Act,  for  dealing  with 
his  own  property.  True,  the  property- 
would  not  be  tSikeR  from  him ;  but  it 
was  a  monstrous  thing  that  a  man  shotdd 
be  put  in  the  position — as  he  would  be 
under  the  Bill — of  aifirming  tiiat  he  was 
injuring  his  own  property,  and  of  writing 
hunself  down  a  sort  of  enemy  to  the 
public.  He  did  not  deny  that  tnere  was 
something  to  be  said  in  favour  of  &e 
measure ;  but  he  wotdd  ask  where  was 
the  effective  machinery  of  the  Bill  to 
come  from  ?  "Why,  he  noticed  amongst 
the  list  of  individuals  who  were  to  form 
the  Private  Commission,  the  name  of  a 
Nobleman  who  had  accomplished  a  more 
sweeping  destruction  of  ancient  monu- 
ments tKan,  perhaps,  any  other  sulject 
of  Her  Majesty.     He  would  ask  the 
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House  what  was  the  good  of  bringing 
in  this  tiresome  measure,  year  after  year, 
without  any  fiondamental  reason  for  its 
necessity  being  shown?  The  House 
was  asked  to  go  through  the  form  of  a 
second  reading,  when  everybody  knew 
that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  was  entirely 
inoperative.  One  of  the  arguments  used 
by  the  supporters  of  the  measure  was 
that  these  dncient  monuments  were  of 
great  value ;  but  that  was  an  argument 
which  would  apply  to  a  great  deal  of 
other  property — and,  xmlesr  it,  they 
might  ask  to  schedule  the  Old  Masters 
at  Burlington  House,  which  were  worth 
infinitely  more  than  those  shapeless 
barrows  or  dilapidated  cairns,  or  any 
of  those  pre-historic  remains  in  which 
some  people  took  such  great  interest. 
By  way  of  further  answer  to  the  argu- 
ment, it  might  be  contended  tiiat  some 
of  the  letters  stowed  away  amongst  the 
dusty  records  of  great  Houses  ritould 
be  scheduled,  for  some  of  them  were  of 
ffreat  vidue — ^far  greater  Value  tiian  the 
decayed  and  obsolete  objects  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill.  StiU,  he  was  bound 
to  admit,  that  something  was  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  the  purpose  of  the  measure ; 
and  if  his  hon.  Friend  would  strike  out 
the  whole  of  the  compulsory  clauses  and 
constitute  his  Commission  as  a  body 
having  power  to  take  over  ancient  monu- 
ments from  those  willing  to  transfer 
them,  he  should  be  ready  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading ;  but,  so  long  as  the 
hon.  Member  persisted  in  maintaining  a 
machinery  which  was  clearly  vexatious 
and  wholly  inoperative,  so  long  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  assent  to  a  measure 
of  that  description. 

Mb.  HEESGHELL  expressed  a  hone 
that  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gent^- 
man  the  t7hairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
would  not  be  aoc^ted  by  the  hon. 
Member  f6r  Maidstone.  They  bad  been 
told  Ihat  their  proper  course  in  deiding 
with  this  matter  was  to  have  moved  a 
Eesohition  for  a  Select  Committee ;  but, 
iot  his  own  part,  he  could  not  conceive 
any  more  ^ectual  mode  of  delaying 
legislation  in  regard  to  these  ancient 
monuments,  eince  the  excuse  would 
always  be  made  that  the  Government 
were  waiting  for  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  like  to  know,  too,  in 
how  many  cases  the  recommendations  of 
Select  Committeeshadfailedtobeadopted 
and  canied  out? — so  tliat  there  would 
be  no  security  in  the  procedure  reoom- 
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mended  by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  that  the  subject  would  receive 
the  attention  which  he  and  others  con- 
sidered it  deserved.    It  was  said  that 
the  Bill  involved  an  imneoessary  inter- 
ference   with    the    rights    of    private 
property;  but   when  it  was  conceded 
that   these    ancient   monuments   were 
objects  of  national   interest,    had  not 
Parliament  a  right  to  step  in  and  say 
that  as  they  comd  not  be  replaced,  so 
they  should  not  be  destroyed  ?    All  the 
Bill    proposed   was,    that    owners    of 
monuments    should   be    restrained  in 
so  far  as  the  nation  had  an  interest  in 
restraining  them.    There  would  be  no 
interference  with  private  management 
and  interests,  but  smiply  the  imposition 
of  certain  responsibilities.    The  Bill  only 
asked  ihat  when  an  owner  contemplated 
the  destruction  of  an  ancient  monument — 
as  mijB^ht  be  the  case  with  some  future 
proprietor  of  Stonehenge— the    nation 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  acquiring 

it  at  its  fullest  value. 

LoBD  HENET  THYNNE  contended 
that  tbe  Bill  ignored   two   important 
questions — ^those  of  economy,  and  the 
rights  of  private  property.    He  would 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Maid- 
stone,   who  they  were  who    destroyed 
ancient   monuments?    They  were    de- 
stroyed more  by  the  antiquarians  than 
by    any    other  class    of  people.     He 
remembered  seeing  an  account  of  some 
Antiquarian  Association  who  went  down 
to  a  certain  place  to  investigate  some 
remains  which  were  supposed  never  to 
have  been  opened.    The  President  went 
solemnly   through    the     ceremony    of 
digging  out  an  indicated  spot ;  and,  after 
several  hours  labour,  he  discovered  that 
another  President  had  been  there  20 
years  before  him — ^the  only  reward  of 
their  research  being  a  relic  with  a  very 
modem  mark  upon  it.  For  his  own  part, 
he  should  be  very  sorry  to  place  any 
monuments  in  charge  of  the  Commission 
proposed  imder  the  Bill.    If  anything 
were  to  be  done  at  all,  the  property 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
couniy  authorities.    The  real  operation 
of  the  Bill  would  be  nothing  more  or 
less  than  to  confiscate  private  property  ; 
and  for  that  reason,    as  weU  as  the 
reason  that  the  measure  was  an  extrava- 
gant one,  he  should  oppose  the  second 

reading.  

Mb.   SHAW  LEFEVEE  explained 
that  Oeesar's  Camp  at  Wimbledon  was 
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sold  by  its  owner  for  building  purposes. 
When  his  neighbours  heard  uiis,  they 
offered  to  buy  me  Camp  at  its  value  for 
building  purposes,     ^e  owner,    how- 
ever, revised  this.    It  was  then  found, 
on  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
that  there  was  power  to  restrain  the 
owner  fiom.  carting  his  materials  aoross 
Wimbledon  Common,  and  consequently 
the  value  of  the  land  for  building  pur- 
poses was  practically  destroyed.     The 
offer  to  purchase  was  then  renewed  by 
the  neighbours  at  the  same  price ;  but 
the  owner  rejected  this,  and  out  of  pure 
spite,  gave  orders  to  level  the  Camp. 
Now,  if  there   had  been   some    such 
law  as  that  proposed  by  the  Bill,  that 
valuable  monument  might  have  been 
saved  to  the  nation.    The  measure  did 
not  touch  any  private  right  whatever, 
except  the   right    to  destroy;  but  its 
compulsory  clauses  were  necessary  in 
order  to  meet  the  cases  of  contumacious 
owners  like  the  one  he  had  referred  to. 
Colonel  STANLEY  observed  that, 
so  far  as  he  hadread  the  Bill,  the  power 
proposed  to  be  vested  in  the  Commis- 
sioners was  not  in  any  way  limited  as  to 
the  nimiber  and  extent  of  the  properties 
the  Commissioners  were  empowered  to 
purchase.     On  behalf  of  the  Treasury, 
he  was,  therefore,  boxmd  to  demur  to 
these  provisions,  inasmuch  as  the  Com- 
missioners were  not  the  persons  who  had 
to  provide  the  Ways  and  Means,  and  tibe 
Treasury  would  possess  no  control  over 
their  proceedings. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK   said,  there 
seemed  to  be  an  erroneous  impression 
among  hon.  Members  as  to  the  powers 
of  purchase  sought  by  this  Bill.     All 
that  was  desired   was   that   in   cases 
where  the  owners   wished  to  destroy 
ancient  monimients,  they  should  com« 
municate  with  the  Commissioners  and 
give  that  body  an  opportunity  of  pur- 
chasing the  monuments  at  a  fair  valua- 
tion.    Begarding   the  extent   of  tiie 
powers  of  expenditure  to  be  vested  in 
the  Commissioners,  the  impression  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  was  that  a  certain 
sum  wotdd  be  sanctioned  by  the  Treasmy 
and  voted  bv  Parliament,  and  that  the 
powers  of  me  Commissioners  would  be 
umited  to  the  expenditure  df  that  sum. 
That,  however,  was  a  question  for  the 
Committee;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  money  expended  by  the 
Commissioners  would  represent  invest- 
ments in  land,  which  would  pay,  say,  3 
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per  cent.  These  monumentB  were  being 
rapidly  destroyed,  and  they  wotdd  even- 
tually disappear  if  such  a  Bill,  as  this 
were  not  passed.  The  Ohairman  of 
Committees  had  said  that  great  powers 
under  the  Defence  Act  were  sought  to 
be  obtained ^by  this  Bill;  but  the  hon. 
Member  would  iind  that  the  Defence 
Act  was  introduced  into  the  'Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  and  fixing 
the  amoimt  of  compensation.  He 
thought  the  objections  made  were  not 
urffed  against  me  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  trusted,  ther^ore,  that  the 
House  would  pass  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  remarked  that  many 
hon.  Members  who  had  taken  a  great 
interest  in  this  subject  were  not  present. 
He  therefore  begged  to  move  mat  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

SiE  BALDWTN  LMGHTON  se- 
conded the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  Omhw.) 

Mb.  BEEESFOBD  HOPE  protested 
against  the  tactics  of  obstruction  brought 
to  bear,  and  stated  that  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  would  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  rather  than  yield  to  such  a  mode 
of  oppodtion.  He  maintained  ihat  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucestershire  had 
himself  condusiyely  proved  the  necessilnr 
for  such  a  Bill  by  the  admissions  which 
he  hadmade,  and  was  bound  to  co-ope- 
rate to  help  it  to  ihat  Oommittee  in 
which  he  could  amend  it.  The  Ohair- 
man of  Oommittees  had  also  worked 
himself  up  in  quite  a  touching  way  in 
favour  of  the  absolute  necessi^  for  le- 
gislation in  that  direction ;  and  yet  he 
did  contend  to  secure  that  nothing  should 
be  done  to  give  effect  to  the  deepest  and 
most  sacred  feelings  of  his  heart.  The 
hon.  Member  had  taunted  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  with  not  confiding  the  Bill  to 
the  Government.  They  were  quite  ac- 
customed to  such  tactics.  Sometimes, 
when  an  hon.  Member  brought  in  a  Bill, 
he  was  told  that  he  ought  rather  to 
have  introduced  the  subject  in  aEeso- 
lution.  Then,  if  a  young  Member  acted 
upon  such  advice,  he  was  told  that  he 
only  showed  his  inexperience  in  bring- 
hkf  in  that  amorphous,  invertebrate 
thmff  called  a  Besolution,  and  that  he 
shoiUd  have  given  the  House  a  Bill  to 


show  in  what  manner  he  would  deal 
with  the  subject.  These  were  the  two 
ways  of  smothering  a  measure ;  but  it 
was  rather  late  m  the  day  for  the 
Ohairman  of  Committees,  good  tactician 
as  he  was,  to  adopt  that  attitude,  when 
the  House,  by  large  and  increasing  ma- 
jorities, had  affirmed  the  principle  of 
this  measure.  If  the  Government  would 
undertake  the  charge  of  the  Bill,  he  was 
sure  he  could  speak  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maidstone,  and  for  those  who 
supported  him,  when  he  said  that  they 
would  gladly  leave  the  measure  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  could  most  legiti- 
mately carry  it. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  hoped  that  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate would  be  adjourned. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  port  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  .--^ Ayes  64;  Noes 
66 :  Majority  8.— (Div.  list.  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tueedoff  next. 


DENTAL  PBACTITIONEES  BHiL. 
(Sir  John  Zubboek,  Sir  Fhilip   Bgertofif    Mr. 
Gregory f  Dr.  Luth.) 

[bill  96.]    sxooud  beadiko. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  its  object  was  to  provide  for 
the  examination  and  registration  of 
dentists.  It  was  rather  remarkable, 
considering  that  all  doctors  and  surgeons 
must  be  examined  before  they  were  per- 
mitted to  practise,  and  that  chemists  and 
druggists  were  liable  to  examination, 
dentists  should  not  be  compelled  to  give 
a  similar  proof  of  their  professional 
skill.  The  system  proposed  in  the  Bill 
had  been  introduced  in  America,  where 
it  had  worked  satisfactorily.  The  Bill 
was  supported  by  the  Eoyal  College  of 
Surgeons,  and  he  had  presented  l^eti- 
tions  in  its  favour  from,  more  than 
two-thirds  of  the  surgeons  practis- 
ing dentistry.  The  signatures  to  these 
Memorials    comprised    the    names  of 
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moat  eniiiient  memben  of  the  snrgioal, 
medioal,  and  dental  precessions.  He 
would  not  at  that  honr  enter  into  the 
details  of  l^e  Bill;  but  its  principal 
object  was  to  protect  the  public  against 
quacks  by  giYing  them  an  opportunity 
of  ascertaining  whether  dentists  were 
properly  qualified. 

Motion  mads,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iSir  JoImLubhoek) 

Sir  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
supported  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  reminded  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
introduced  it  that  certain  degrees  relat- 
ing to  dentistry  were  conferred  by  the 
Universities.  This  circumstance  seemed 
to  have  been  forgotten,  as  there  was  no 
reference  to  it  in  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
Up  to  the  present  moment,  tibe  public 
Universities  both  in  England  and  in 
L*eland  had  been  in  the  habit  of  grant- 
ing degrees ;  but  by  the  clauses  of  the 
Bm,  as  at  present  drawn,  such  degrees 
would  be  unavailable.  He  hoped  that 
this  part  of  the  question  would  receive 
attention  in  Committee. 

Db.  OAMEEON  rose  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  At  that 
late  hour  it  was  quite  impossible  to  dis- 
cuss a  Bill  involving  a  principle  so  im- 
portant. The  hon.  Baronet  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  informed  the  House  that 
its  chief  object  was  to  get  rid  of  quackery 
in  dentistry.  He  had  no  doubt  that  was 
the  object  the  hon.  Baronet  heul  in  view ; 
but  it  was  sought  to  be  attained  in 
such  a  way  as  to  provoke  the  hostility  of 
a  great  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
medical  profession,  who  were  the  last  in 
the  world  to  interfere  on  behalf  of 
quackery.  This  Bill,  he  believed,  would 
rather  promote  qutickery  than  suppress 
it.  It  proposed  that  any  person  practis- 
ing imoer  the  title  of  dentist,  or  surgeon- 
dentist,  or  a  dentist-surgeon,  should  be 
liable  to  fine  and  pxmishment  unless  he 
was  registered  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  BilL  It  proposed,  fur- 
ther, tiiat  no  person  should  be  registered 
who  either  was  not  qualified  as  a 
licentiate  in  dental  sui^ery  by  some 
medical  licensing  body,  or  who  was  not 
already  practising.  The  man  who  was 
not  a  sui^eon  would  not  be  allowed  to 
call  himself  a  dental  surgeon,  although 
he  might  call  himself  an  aural  surgeon, 
or  an  ophthalmic  surgeon.    He  would 

Sir  John  Lublock 


thus  be  preduded  from  adopting  a 
speciality.  But  any  man  practising 
dentistry,  no  matter  how  uneducated, 
would  be  able  to  call  himself  a  sureeon 
and  a  dental  surgeon.  The  British 
Medical  Aseomation,  comprising  many 
members  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
opposed  this  Bill,  and  a  Peiition  a^unst 
it,  which  was  deposited  at  Th4  ianeei 
office  only  on  Saturday  last,  had  received 
the  sienatures  of  tiie  most  eminent 
practitioners  in  Londoiiy  induding  Sir 
WillifljnGulL  The  Bill  was  also  opposed 
by  the  most  eminent  dental  surgeons,  who 
said  that,  while  at  present  tiiey  were 
distinguished  as  dental  surgeons  from 
surgeons  practising  dentistry,  if  this 
Bill  passed  the  most  uneducated  men 
would  be  equally  entitled  to  call  them- 
selves dentiu  surgeons. 
Mb.  YOUNa  seconded  tiie  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That1iie  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Lr,  Cameron.) 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  thought  that 
the  questions  raised  b^  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  a4|ouznment  of  ihe 
debate,  aUdiough  very  important,  might 
be  left  to  the  Oommitteei  aa  thisy  did 
not  go  to  the  root  of  tiie  matter.  The 
Memorial  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  did  not  object  to  the  piincaiple 
of  the  Bill,  but  merely  suggested  certain 
alterations  which,  could  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee.  He  hoped  the  Motion 
for  ike  a^'ouinment  of  me  debate- would 
not  be  pressed. 

Db.  W  ABD  admitted  that  there  were 
many  objectionable  provisions  in  the 
BiU,  but  he  was  satisned  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  charge  of  it  was  willing 
to  make  the  necessary  alterations  in 
Committee.  Some  syst^  of  registration, 
was,  undoubtedly,  necessai^,  and  tiie 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  opposed  at  tiiat 
stage.  Although  he  objected  to  the  BiU, 
as  at  present  framed,  he  did  not  know 
that  any  professional  man  could  object 
to  the  prmciple  it  laid  down.  All  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  wanted  to  secure  was 
that  a  certain  amount  of  registration 
should  take  place  to  suppress  quabk^ry 
and  to  control  a  department  of  surgery 
which  had  got  outside  the  lines  of  sur- 
gery, and,  to  some  extent,  had  frdlen 
into  the  hands  of  pure  mechanimans, 
and  was,  moreover,  outside  the  control 
of  the  College  of  Surgeons. 
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QuMtion  pot. 
The  House  divided  .'-^Ayea  27 ;  Noes 
49 :  Minority  22.--(Div.  list,  No.  90.) 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  moved  the 
adjoamment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pioposedi 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'' — 
(Str  Joieph  IPEimna.) 

Mb.  J.  K.  CBOSS  said,  he  had  sup- 
ported  the  hon.  Bavonet  (Sir  Jo^Il 
Lubbock)  in  the  last  diTision ;  but  aa 
there  was  other  Business  to  be  disposed 
of,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  seek  toproceed  farther  witib  the  Bill. 

Sm  JOBLN  LUBBOCK  trusted  that 
his  hon.  Friends  would  not  press  the  adr 
loumment  after  what  had  fallea  from  iJie 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  young  said,  that  having  tested 
the  opinion  of  the  House  onoe,  he  was 
not  desirous  of  proceeding  fiuiher. 

Db.  OAMEBON  did  not  think  there 
was  any  ^at  necessity  for  pushing  on 
the  Bill  m  such  a  yiolent  hurry.  EDon. 
Members  had  not  seen  any  of  tiie 
Amendm^its  vet.  Oj^KMsition  to  the  Bill 
was  only  wiuidrawn  yesterday  or  the 
day  before,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  University  had  assured 
him  that  he  had  withdrawn  his  opposi- 
tion under  a  mishapprehension.  The 
result  of  that  was  that  the  medical  too- 
fession  and  others  interested  in  the  Bill 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  matter.  Me  woxdd  susgeet  that 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  be  post- 
poned.      

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  be  very  well  satisfied 
with  having  passed  one  Bill  that  even- 


ing. 
Mb. 


BIOGAB  seconded  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  a  promise  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  that,  if  the  Motion  was 
withdrawn,  he  would  not  proceed  further 
with  this  BilL  The  second  reading  was 
not  moved  until  the  most  unreasonable 
hour  of  20  minutes  past  1. 

Mb.  MABE  STEWABT  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  and  not  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Mb.  monk  urged  that  the  House 
should  either  affirm  or  reject  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  BilL  If  the  House  affirmed 
its  principle,  then  his  hon.  Friend  could 
place  his  Amandments  on  the  Paper.    If 


the  hoa.  Member  tor  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  olriiBoted  to  anv  funhsr  pr»- 
ffrees  on  the  Bill,  he  could  do  so  on  the. 
Motion  for  going  into  Oommittee.  He 
hoped  that  the  li&tion  fbr  the-  j 
ment  of  the  House  would  be    ' 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  the  prinoi^  of 
the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it,  was  sinmly 
to  provide  for  the  formation  of  a  trade's 
union,  or  if  it  be  considered  more  re- 
speetfiil,  of  a  professional  union.  The 
House  wasnotinthepraoticeoflecislatingr 
for  such  objects  as  toat,  nor  did  he  think 
such  legiuation  was  desirable.  He< 
hoped  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
would  be  persevered  in,  as  at  tdiat  hour 
they  ought  all  to  be  elsewhere. 

OoLONEL  STANLEY  hoped  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  would 
not  be  pressed,  for  considerable  incon- 
venience to  Public  Business  would  result. 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Baxonet  would 
take  a  course  which  would  render  suck 
a  step  unnecessary. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  11  ; 
Noes  61:  Majority  50.  — -(Biv.  list. 
No.  21.) 

Mb.  DILLWYN  denied  that,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk^ 
seemed  to  assume,  the  House  hadaffirmed 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  debate 
had  been  directed  to  the  question  of  the 
propriety  of  adjourning  the  debate  or 
the  House.  He  would  move  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'^ 
^Mr.  DiOwyn,) 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOOE  said,  he  would 
no  ftir&er  opposition  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adfoumed  •  till  Hieedaif  5th 
March. 

GLEBE  LOANS  (lEELAND)  BHiL. 

{Mr.  MulhoUmd,  Mr.  Kw>anagh,) 

[bill  9.]      OOMiaTTSB. 

Bill  conndered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Motion  made  and  Question,  ''That 
the    Ohaiiman   do    now    report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit 
{Mr,  JfonJfc,)— put,  and  negatived. 
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Majob  NOLAN  said,  iheve  liad  been 
no  explanation  of  this  Bill  on  the  seoond 
reading.  Would  the  Bill  apply  only  to 
the  Olersy  of  the  Establiahed  Ohnroh, 
or  would  it  araly  to  the  Qergy  of  all 
denominatione  r 

Mb.  KA YANAOH  said,  the  Bill  would 
apply  to  the  Olergy  of  all  denomina- 
tions.   

Snt  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  did  not 
think  there  was  any  ^possible  objection 
to  be  urged  against  this  BilL 

Mb.  mAOABTNET  said,  it  was  only 
an  extension  of  time  for  the  fonner  Bill, 
which  provided  for  the  advance  of  money 
on  security.  He  knew  that  many  Pres- 
byterian bodies  in  Ireland  had  bemi 
hastening  their  operations  with  the  view 
of  obtaimng  land  for  glebes  before  the 
Act  expired. 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  had  no  objection 
to  the  continuance  of  the  Bill,  but 
thought  it  required  amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Ohairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
— (JTr.  Doddi,) — ^put,  and  negaiked. 


Clause  1  a^ied  to. 


Clause  2  (Extension  of  time  for  malrfTig 
loans). 

Majob  NOLAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  word  "  period," 
and  to  insert  the  word  "time." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  "woidtuhttitutod. 

CAause,  as  amended,  odfreed  to. 

Bemaining  dauses  of^reed  to. 

^  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HXALTH   AOT    (1875)    AMWHOiXaT 

■RTT.T.- 

8eleot  Ckmunittee  on  the  Public  Health  Act 
(1875)  Amendment  Bia  mmmated  .—Sir  Thokas 
AcLAHD,  Oolonel  Bsibb,  Mr.  Gobbitt,  Mr. 
GowBN,  Mr.  Fbbmamtlb,  Sir  Ha&ooubt  Johk- 
8T0NB,  Mr.  Pbel,  Sir  Baldwyn  Lbiohton,  Mr. 
Paobt,  Mr.  Pbll,  Mr.  Btbbb,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr. 
Whitwbll,  Mr.  Hboinald  Tobxb,  and  Mr. 
Albxamdbs  B&own  : — Power  to  aend  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  reoords;  Five  to  be  tiia 
qaoram. 

Honse  adjooznedat  a  oparter  after 
Two  o'oloQk. 
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AlMMHtee  Proprietors  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  FameUy  Mr,  0' Shaughneasy^  Mr.  Fatriek 

Martin) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  -m  13  [Bill  116] 


AoLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  I)w(m$Ur$,  N. 
County  Government,  Leave,  607  ;  2B.  1877 

Addbkley,     Riglit    Hon.    Sir    0.     B. 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 

Explosives    Act,  1875 — Conveyance    of    Ex* 


Addiblit»  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  B.— «0ft<. 
Merchant    Shipping    Act,    1854  —  American 
OflScers,  258 
Certificates  of  Masters  and  Mates,  252 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts,  1854  and    1876— 

"  Calenick,"  The,  1324 
Railway  Brake  Power,  248 
Ihirkey— Trade  in  the  Black  Sea,  Ate,  1621 


Advocate,    The    Lord    (Right    Hon. 

W.   Watson),    Glasgow,   ife.    Uhi- 

verMiss 
Crown  Teinds  (Scotland),  723 
Dunkeld  Bridge  ToUs,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
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Africa  • 

AfirioaBii  BapUrotian,  Qaettion,  Mr.  H.  B. 
Samuelioii ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exoheqper  Jan  25, 458  i-r'Mr,  Stanley^  Qaei- 
tion,  Mr.  Andenon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bonrke 
Jan  29, 638 

Souith  Afnea—OuibmLk  of  ^  Native  Tribes, 
Qnestlon,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  Uwther  Jan  91,  355;  Qnestion,  Sir 
Henry  Holland ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
Jan  39,  635  ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  Mills ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  Feb  8, 1835  ; 
Qaestion,  The  Earl  of  Kimberlej  ;  Answer, 
The  Duke  of  RichmoDd  and  Gordon  Feb  13, 
1483 ;  Qoestion,  Mr.  Knatchhnll-Hngessen ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hieks-Beaoh,  1587  ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  FA  15, 1784  ;  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Sir  Michad 
Hioks-Beach  Feb  19, 1934 

South  African  Confederation — TheZufu  King, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  £.  Jenkins;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hioks-Beach  Feb  13, 1588 

Agricultural  TenantB  (Security  for  Im- 
proyements)  Bill 

(Mr.  Jmmee  Barclay,   Sir   Oeorye  Balfour ^  Mr, 

Earp) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Jan  18  [BUI  89] 

AntuEy  Earl  ol 
Eastern  Question,  1036 

Allsn,  Major  B.  8.,  Somenetihire,  E. 
Railwajs— Level  Crossing  at  Radstock,  735 

Andent  Momunents  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Bererford  Hope,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  ButeeU  Gumey) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jan  18  [Bill  68] 

Moved,  "That    the    BUI    he  now  read  3«" 

Feb  19, 1978 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,**  and  add  **  upon 

this  dax  six  months"  {Mr.  R.  E.  PhmkeU) ; 

Question  proposed,   "That   'now,'    Ac.;" 

after  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate 

be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Ondow) ;  Question 

put,  and  ncfslived 
Question  put,  "  That  '  now '  Ac  ; "  A.  04,  N. 

56 ;  M.  8  (D.  L.  19) 
Main    Question   put,   and   agreed   to ;    BUI 

read  3» 

ANDS&80V,  Mr.  G.,  GUmow 

African  Exploration — Mr.  Stanlex,  638 
Dunkeld  Bridge  Tolls,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

683 
Parliament—Public  Business,    Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  391 
Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 

Rule),  Res.  413,  419 
Post  OfBce— American  Mail  Service,  818, 819 
Racecourses  (Licensing),  3R.  688.  649 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  3K.  428 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875, 1585 
Shive  Trade  in  the  Eled  Sea,  628 
Snpplementarj  Estimates,  1233,  1359,  1960, 

1263,  1266  ;  Report,  1441 


Abtstbttthsb,  Sir  B.,  FifeMrc 
Burials.  Res.  1801 


Aboyll,  Duke  of 

Crete,  Island  of,  1085 

Eastern  Question— Misoellaneous  Questions 
British  Fleet,  Movements  of  the,  696,  687, 

710, 1831 
GaUipoli,  Occasion  of,  1930 
Statement  bj  Her  Mi^jestj's  Govemmeoi, 
865,866 
'  Parliaitaent— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  40,  49, 54 

Abicy 

MlSOXLLAllSOini   QoSSTIOlfS 

.  Army  {helandy^Married  Sotdiere  QuarUn-- 
Longford  Barra4ik$,  Question,  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Feb  18, 
1846 

Army  Medical  Department'^  Vaamdei  and 
Candidatei,  Question,  Dr.  Ward;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  F^  18,  1849 

Army  Rank^CUrkt  of  the  Royal  Engineer 
Department,  Question,  Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Feb  14,  1630 

Army  Surgeont—The  Kafir  Ou&reak,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  Ward;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome 
Hardy  Feb  14, 1618 

Auxiliary  HospUal,  Wochoieh,  The,  QnettioD, 
Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy 
Feb  7,  1209 

Brigade  Depdti^CaoaJtry  Ofieen,  Question, 
Major  O'Beime;  Answer,  Mr.  Gatbome 
Hardy  /<Eifi  31,  351 

7%«  Ferak  Eaipedition^AUowancis  to  Ofieers, 
^e.f  Question,  Mr.  Seijeant  Simon  i  Answer, 
Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Jan  38, 588 

Th6  Royal  Warrant  of  kStl—ArMe  88— 
Promotion  and  Retir&mentf  Question,  Mr. 
Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy  Jan  31 , 
722  ;  Question,  Mr.  Dunbar ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gathorne  Hardy  FA  7, 1209 

Arwty    {Royal   ArtUUry   and  Eng%n$er 
Officere^  Arteare  of  Pay) 
Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committae  of  last 
.  Session  on  Royal  ArtiUery  and  Royal  Engi- 
neer Officers'  Arrears  of  Pay  be  re-^»point^ ; 
list  of  the  Committee  Feb  7, 1814 

AsHBiTRY,  Mr.  J.  L.y  BrighUm 

«  Turkey— Bosnia,  Hersegovina,  iM.  loiuiwi- 

tions  in,  937 

AflHLET,  Hon.  A.  Erelyii,  Poole 

Criminal  Law  Evidente  Amendment,  3R.  657» 

688 
Greeks— Correspondenoe  of  Mr.    Gladstone 

737 

AssHXTON,  Mr.  B.,  CMh^rm 
County  Government,  3R.  1885 
RaooooonM  (Uoeniiii^),  3R.  647 
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AMisteatCoiuttIr  Surnyort  (lJrelaiiA)Bill 

{Mr.     WiUimm    JohmUn^    Mr.    Ik%9mn§^    Mr. 

Chsin4,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  King-Horwum) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  JanlB  [BUI  01] 

AiTCMBXHTGhnaaAi.,  The  (Sir  J.  Holkxr), 

Beolunptoy  Law,  878 

Orimlnml  Law  ETidenee  AmeBdnieni,  9R.  684 
Oriminal  Law  Praetiee  Amendment,  9R.  1840 
Naty— H.M.S.  '<  Beagle  "— Jedioial  Powers  of 

Naral  Commandert,  588  *" 

Parliamentary  Election  Petitlont,  878 
Patent  Lawe—LegUlation,  1860 
Railwaja— Leyel  Croealng  at  Radttoek,  726 

BAoaB,  Sir  W.,  Norfolk,  W. 

Criminal  Law  —  AMaaltf  on  the  Police   in 
Merionetb^re,  1056 

Balfottb^  Major-Oeneral  Sir  O.,  Kin- 

Boriala,  Bet.  Amendt.  1798 

East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  831,  Sdi 
Fisheriea — Denmark—Be-appearanoe    of    tbe 

Herringt,  1534 
Hypothec  (Sootland),  2R.  868 
India— Mitcellaneons  (^nettions 

Indian  Finance— Clyil  Expenditure,  1428 
West  Frontier  Policy,  246  ' 

Sir  John  Straebey's  Speeches,  1636 
India--Salt  Tax,  Res.  487, 1323 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  Instruction, 

1727 
Parliament — Public  Business,   Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee.  408 
Snp^ementary  Estimate,  862 

Banlcniptcy  Act  (l^OO)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  8mi^9<m  Lloyd,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr. 
Whittcell,  Mr.  Ripley) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1?*  Jon  26  [BiU  8^] 

Banhruptey  Lmo — Legitlation 
(Question,  Mr.  Freshfield ;   Ajiswer,  Tbe  At- 
torney (General  J<m  24,  878 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  F^rfivrMre 
Crown  Teinds  (Scotland),  723 
Eduoittoik  (Scotland)  Act— School  8iteB»  1040 
Factories  and  Workshops,  2R.  1472 
Roads  and  Bridges  (ScotUnd),  2R.  419 


Babttblot,  Oolonel  SirW.R,  8w%$x,  W. 
Coun^  GoTemment,  LeaTe»  607;  2R.  1683, 

1688,  1684 
Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past  TweWe 

Rule),  Res.  413 
Valuation,  2R.  1696 

Baxter,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Man^OM,  Sfe. 
India^Ecelesiastical  Sakries,  248 
Railway  Brake  Power,  248 

Bbaoh,   Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hi6k8- 
(Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  after- 
wardi  f  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Coloniee),  GhueesUnhire,  E. 
CiTil  Bill  Eiectmentfr^Returns,  873 
fCooUe  Emigration  to  tbe  Mauritius,  1848 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Convicts  in  Spike  Island,  610 
County  Govemmenf  in,  1610 
Criminal  Law— Edmond  M'Orath,  Case  of, 

247 
Ckological  Surrey  of  Ireland— The  **  Free- 

man's  Journal,"  872 
Irisb  Constabulary  Fund,  1066 
Irish  Constabulary — Payments  for  Special 

SerTioes,  460 
Lord  Justice  Christian,  631 
Parliament — Public  Business^-Sunday  Closing 

in  Ireland,  166 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 

swer  to,  184,  206,  213 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act — Rules  and  Regulations, 

1060 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1712, 1718 
fSouth     Afrioan     Confederation— KaflSr    Out- 
break, 1326,  1637,  1734, 1924  :-Znlu  King, 
1688 
Supplementary  Sttimate,  001,  002,  903 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  266,  273 

Bbaconafield,  Earl  of  (Firat  Lord  of 
the  Treasury) 
Eastern  Queetiott,  1108 

Dardanelles,  'The— Movements  of  tbe  Fleet, 
14^1  ; — Resignation  of   Ministers,  436, 
446,  460,  461,  462 
Statement  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
366,  367 
Italy — Victor  Emmanuel,  Funeral  of;  466 
Parliament — Business  of  tbe  House,  010 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  27,  30,  33,  36 

''BeagW  H.M.S.—Judieial  Powers  of 
Naval  Cammanderi — Execution  of  a 
Native  of  Tanna 
Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr. 
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BxDFOBB,  Duke  of 
Conienraiiox  Nayigatioii,  4o.,  Boards,  944 

BENTmoK,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  JT. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreti  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  257 
Post  OlBoe— India  Mail  Contraot,  1789 
Snpplementary  Estimate,  868 

B^BBSFO&D,  Colonel  F.  M.,  Southwarh 
Eastern  Qiaestion — Congress,  The — OiTil  and 

Religious  Liberty  in  Poland,  1848 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works—National  Opera 

House,  1308 
Metropoliton  Board  of  Works  and  the  Water 

Companies,  530 

BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  Q.y  Cawm  Co, 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland^  Rm.  1956 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6.000,000),  2R.  1648 
Count  J  GoTemment,  2R.  1011 
Dental  Practitioners,  1993 
East  India  (Appointment  of  Mr.  M.  Macpher. 

son),  Res.  1975 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)    Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  504 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1532 
Parliament— Public    Business,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  402 
Public  Parks  (Scotland),  2R.  360 
Supplementaiy  Estimate,  Report,  1451 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  267,  272 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1568 
Wajs  and  Means,  Comm.  1453 

BillB  of  Sale  Bill 

{Mr,  Sampton  Zloyd,  Mr.  Whiiwell,  Mr,  NoT" 
wood,  Mr,  Monk,  Mr,  Ripley) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1<>* 
Jan  26  [Bm90] 

BiBLST,  Mr.  H.y  Manehoifer 

Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1514, 1537 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1099 

Blakb,  Mr.  T.y  LeomimUr 
Roads^South  Wales  District,  1730 

BliENNEBHASSETT,  Mr.  B.,  KofTy 
Borouffh  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1949 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1172 

Blind  and  Deaf-Mate  Children  (Educa- 
tion) BiU 

{Mr,   Whselhofta,  Sir  Andrew  Lutk,  Mr,  Istuu) 

€,  ordered ;  read  l"*  Jan  18  [BUI  721 

Read3«*F#5  1 

Borongh  Voters  Bill 

{Sir  Charke  W.  Dilke,  Mr,  Sibbert,  Mr,  Batk- 
hone,  Mr,  Boord) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  Jan  18  [Bill  681 

^ead  30*  Feb  U 


BouBXB,  Hon.  B.  (Under  Seeretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affam),  Lpm 

African  Exploration— Mr.  Stanley,  623 
China— Cheefoo  ConTention,  248, 1424 
Eastern  Question,  822 
Eastern  Question — Miscellaneous  Quettiona 

Blockade  of  the  Black  Sea,  1067,  1306, 
1822 

Constantinople,  British  Subjects  la,  723 

Despatches  of  January  4,  8,  and  10,  374 

Neutrality,  Lawk  of,  1051 

'Peace,  Terms  of'-*Despatch  of  Earl  Derby, 
Deo.  25,  1877, 332, 1536, 1537 

Telegraphic  Communieation  in  Turkey,  737 

Turkey  and  Greece,  254 
Egypt — France  and  England,  Oorrespondeoee 

between,  1052 
Italy— Pope  Pins  IX.,  Deatb  of— Sittings  of 

the  ConclaYC,  1235 
Russia— Poles  in  Turkey,  1731 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Red  Sea,  633 
Supplementary  Estimate,  880 
Turkey — Miaoellaneous  Qaettiims 

British  Subjects  in  Constantinopte,  1847 

Bulgaria,  Alleged  Outrages  in,  926 

Consular  Officers,  Reports  of,  463 

Crete,  620,  927, 1050 

Ill-treatment  of  English  Doctors,  1933 

The  War— Black  Sea  Ports,  935 


BowTEB,  Sir  Q.,  Wexford  Co, 

Church  Livings,  Res.  1567 

County  Government,  Leave,  601 ;  3R.  1668, 
1679, 1914 

Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  666, 
669 

Germany — Religious  Reftigees,  1306 

Malta^-Revenue  and  Taxation — Maltese  No- 
bUity,  355 

Parliament — Public  Business,  Motion  §at  a 
Select  Committee,  396 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  360 

Supplementary  Estimate,  1333 

Brady,  Dr.  J.,  Lettrim  Co, 
Registration  of  Land,  dec.  369 


Brand,   Bight  Hon.   H.  B.  W.,  («m 
Spsakbb,  The) 

Bbassby,  Mr.  T.,  Eastingi 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Report^  1450 

Breach  of  FromiBe  of  ICarriage  BOl 

{Mr,  HerteheU,  Mr,  BodweU,  Mr.  Bpder) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»*  Jan  31  [Bill  80] 

Bright,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Btrmmgkm 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1965 
Burials^  Res.  1814 

Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  3R.  1640 
Eastern  Question— Armistice,  Th^^De^ateh 
of  tbe  Fleet  to  Oonstantino^e,  1330, 1331 
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Bbmhx,  Bii^  Hod.  J.-^conL 

Emat  India   (Pablio   Works),  Motion   for   a 

Seloot  Oommittee,  341, 851 
RoMia^-Poles  in  Turkey,  1781 
Sapplcmontarj  Estimate,  780,  804, 1228, 1226 
Supply — Army  and  Navy  Senrices,  568 

Bbight,  Mr.  J.y  ManeheiUr 

Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R..  1019  ; 
Instruction,  1728 

Bbistowb,  Mr.  S.  B.,  Newark 

Parliament— Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 
Bole),  Res.  414 

B&00K8,  Mr.  M.)  Dublin 

Parliament— (Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  126 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
Und),  2R.  289  ;  Comm.  1696, 1709,  1717 

Bbowk,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenihek 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1924 

Bbowne,  Mr.  G.  E.,  Mayo  Co, 
Post  Office — Telegraphio  Communication  with 
Belmullet,  819 

Bbuen,  Mr.  H.,  Carhw  Co, 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1978 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1180 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  267 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1578 

BuoGLEXTOH,  Duke  of 
Eastern  Question— British  Fleet,  HoTements 
of  the,  709,  710 

BuLws&y  Mr.  J.  B.y  Ipswich 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1246 

JBwriaU 

Question,  Sir  Charles  Forster;  Answer,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  Feb  5, 1056 

Amendt  on  Committee  pf  Supply  Feb  5,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  aud  add  •<  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  time  has  arrived 
when  the  long  pending  controversy  as  to  in- 
terments in  parish  churchyards  otight  to  be 
closed,  by  permitting  such  interments  either 
without  any  burial  service  or  with  the  burial 
services  prefnred  by  the  relatives  or  friends 
of  the  deceased,  and  conducted  by  persons 
chosen  by  them  "  (Mr,  Oibame  Morgan)  v,, 
1786 ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words, 
4o.  ;**  after  long  debate.  Question  put ;  A. 
242,  N.  227;  ^15 
Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  1886 

Oadooait,  Earl 

Pariiamentary  Elections  (Metropolis),  2R. 
1844, 1846 

Caibns,    Lord   Lue   Ouanokllor,    The 
liQid) 


Oamebon,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow 

Dental  Practitioners,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1991,  1998 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  421 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Conmi.  1705 

Oaicfbbll,  Lord 
Eastern  Qnestion,  1201 
Eastern  Qu^ion — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Armistice,  Terms  of  the,  1721,  1841 
British  Fleet,  Movements  of  the,  689,  690, 

1420 
Conference,  The,  1598 
Correspondence,  920 
Russian  Armies,  Advance  of,  817 
Eastern  Question — Russia  and  the  Porte,  Res. 
508,511,524,526 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirhealdy,  Sfc, 
ConsoUdated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  2R.    1642, 

1644 
Eastern  Questions-Laws  of  Neutrality,  1051 
East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  848,  851 
House    Occupiers    Disqualification    Removal, 

2R.  808 
India— Salt  Tax,  Res.  478,  485,  490 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  428 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Coram.  1884 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1452 

Capital  Pomshment  Abolition  Bill 

{Mr,  FMse,  Mr,  Leeman^  Mr,  M^Lar^n) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  18  [BiU  19] 

OARLDraFOBD,  Lord 
Railways,  Management  of,  457 

Oabnaryon,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Oolonies) 
Eastern   Question — ^Dardanelles,   Tbe — Move* 
mentsof  the  Fleet— Resignation  of  Ministers,* 
486 

Cartwright,  Mr.  W.  C,   Oxfordshire 
Eastern  Question — Turkey  and   Greece,  254, 

624 
Greece— Diplomatic  Communications,  460 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to.  Report,  259 
Supplementary  Estimate,  864 

Oayendish,  Lord  G.  H.,  Derbyshire,  If, 
County  Government,  2R.  1866 

Ceylon 
EeeUHastical  Votes,  Question,  Mr.  Alderman 

M* Arthur;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther/ai»21, 

250  ;  Eiplanation,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber  Jan  25, 

478 
Food  Tames,  Question,  Mr.  Potter;  Answer, 

Mr.  J.  Lowther  Jan  24,  869 

Ohambsblain,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham 
County  Government,  2R.  1886 
Elementary  Education  Act,  1876,  821 
Supplementary  Sstimate,  996 
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Chakosllob,  The  Lobd  (Lord  Oaibits) 

Parliament — Roll  of  the  Lords,  284 

Queen's  Speech,  2,  8 
Territorial  Waters  JurisdictioD,  IR.  1601, 16ie 


Ohakoellob  of  the  Exoheqxtxb  (Eight 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Northootb),  D^on, 

Africa,  Exploration  of,  468 

Baltic  Sea,  1324 

Barials,  Res.  1827 

Civil  Sendee,  Select  Committee,  1876-1877, 

1424 
Con8olidatedFand(£d,000,000),  2R.  1632, 1689 
Countj  GoTcmment,  2R.  1909,  1914 
Dog  Tax-> Useless  Dogs,  818 
Eastern  Question,  822,  823 
Eastern  Question— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Alleged  Triple  Alliance,  628 

Armistice,  926,  1210 

Armistice^ Advance  of  the  Russian  Forces, 
625,  728, 1326,  1380,  1331, 1832,  1851 

Bessarabia,  1735,  1736 

Black  Sea,  Ac.  156 

Conference,  1211,  1851 

Congress,  The— Civil  and  Religious  Libert/ 
in  Poland,  1848 

Fleet,  Movements  of  the,  534, 1424,  1622, 
1623, 1624,  1734 

H.M.  Government,  Position  of;  467,  471, 
472 

Peace,  Terms  of— Despatch  of  Earl  of  Derby, 
Dec.  25, 1877, 321,  822,  1585 

Roumania,  925 

Russia  and  Turkey,  1324 

Suck  Canal,  530 

Supplementary  Vote^Oceupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  the  Russians,  1211,  1213 

Turkey  and  Greece— Correspondence,  624 
Egyptian  Obelisk  (Cleopatra's  Needle),  1209 
Factories  and  Workshops,  1850 
Germany— Religious  Refugees,  1206 
Greece — Diplomatic  Communications,  461 
Greeks — Correspondence  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  727 
Hydrophobia,  728 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1925 
Inland  Revemie — Inhabited  House  Duty,  249 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1532 
Parliament— Miscellaneous  QuectioBS 

Business  of  the  House,  256,  819, 1786 

Debates,  Reports  of,  1207 

Orders  of  the  Day,  878 

Parliament— Public  Busineflf(Half.p»st  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  417 

Parliament;— Public  Business,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  379 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  89,  151, 153  ;— Report,  262 

Railway  Commissioners  —  Continuance  of 
Powers,  250 

Russia— Colonel  Wellesley's  Despatches,  1852 

Russia   and   Turkey  — The  War  — Proposed 

Terms  of  Peace,  375 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday<Irelaad), 

Comm.  1694, 1703,  1709,  1710,  1720,  1918 
South  Kensington — National  Portrait  Gallery, 

924 

Iconic 


Chamoulob  of  the  EzoHiqinw— •«on(. 
SupptenMotary  Etthnale,  NoiioB  of  Motloo, 
368,  875,  377;— MinifMrlalStatMBMit,  534, 
737,  789,  782,  895, 1024  ;— PefsoDal  Bzpla- 
natlon,  1061,  1216,  1296,  lf31,  129i,  1S36, 
1247,  1265, 1801,  1810 ;  Gmob.  1881,  1362 
Supply— Army  and  Navy  Servioee,  535,  569, 

578,  579 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Qdestlcns 

Bosnia,  Herzegovina,  Ac,  Insurrectioos  io, 

927 
Bulgaria,  Religious  Persecution  in,  1054 
Dardanelles— Entry  of  the  Fle«l,  1209 
Russian  Sailors,  1784 
The  Wai^ Austrian  Int^restf,  1738 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  265,  266 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1458 

Ohapun,  Oolonelfi.,  Lincoln 
Eastern  Question— The  War— Armlitiee,  The 
Reported,  624 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Zincolnshirt,  Xd. 
Eastern  Qneatien — Anoistiee— AdfaiiM«f  the 
Russian  Forees,  728 
Telemphic  Communication  in  Turkey,  726 
India— The  Nizam— Mr.  Oliphant,  529 
Racecourses  (Ucensing),  2R.  647 
Sttpplettientary  Estimate,  1000, 1088, 1285 

Chablby,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2'R.  1527 

Ohildebs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  O.'E.,  PonU- 
Jraet 
Civil  Service— Select  Committee,  1876-1877, 

1424 
Convict  Prisons— The  Commission,  157 
Eastern  Question — H.  M.  Oovemment,  Poei- 
tion  of,  472 
Peace,  Terms  of— Deopatchof  Earl  of  Darby, 
Dec.  25, 1877,  320, 321 
East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  356 
Supplementu7  Estimate,  1010,  1020,  1671, 

1245 
Supply— Army  and  Naty  Servlsee,  577, 578 

China — The'Cheefoo  Convention 
Questions,  Mr.  Murk  Stewart;  Answers,  Mr. 
Bourke  Jan  21,  248;  Feb  11,  1428 


Chmt^9  M)ipital—Ssport  of  the  Commit- 
sion  of  Inquiry 
uestion.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilk 
Assheton  Cross  Feb  7, 1205 


Church  Livings 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  preventing  simoniacal  evasion  of 
the  Law,  and  checking  abases  in  the  sale  of 
livings  in  private  patronage  "  (jtfr.  LecUMam) 
Feb  12,  1540 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  the  better  to  enable  the  adoption  of  mea- 
sures for  preventing  «Jmeiuacal  evasion  of 
the  Law  and  ohtcking  abotM  in  Um  sale  of 
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Church  Living§    oont. 

Hriofs  in  private  patronage,  it  is  expedient 
that  the  Law  of  Simonj,  and  the  oircom- 
•taneee  under  whieh  the  sale  of  livings  in 
private  patronage  are  bj  Law  allowed,  shonld 
be  dedned  by  Parliament "  {Mr,  Qoldney)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  ^. ; " 
after  short  debate,      [House  eounted  out] 


(SESSION    1878}  COM         OOXT 

CoQLpaiiies  (Foreign  Shareholders)  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  Sir  Charles 

Mills,  Mr.  Charles  Fraed) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  fV6  U  [Bill  118] 


Church  of  JEngUmd — The  Burial  Service 
Qnettion,  Mr.  Wad^j  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Feb  4,  923 

Church  Bates  (Scotlaiid)  Bill 

(Mr,  WLaren^  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Sautter,  Mr, 

Tr&vdyan,  Mr.  Laing,  Sir  Gcorfc  Balfour) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  /on  18  [BiU  T6] 

CiM    Service,    The  —  Select   Committee, 
1%16'11  —  Employmeni  of  Soldiers 
and  Sailore 
Question,  Mr.  OfaUders;  Answer,  The  Ohan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  ^($6  11, 1424 

Clerical  Disabilities  Bill 

{Mr.  Goldncy,  Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Walter  Powell) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;   Bill  ordered  ;  read  V* 
Jan  18  [BiU  57] 

Coal  Mines — High  Blantyre  CoUiery  Ex- 
plosion . 
<iiiestioo,  Hr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asshe- 
ton Cross  Jan  21,  250 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.   D.  W.  E.  Baillie, 
Isle  of  Wight 
Egyptian  Obelisk  (Cleopatra's  Needle),  1209 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1268 

CooAN,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  Kild(»re 
Union  Justioes  (Ireland),. 2R.  271 

GoLGHBSTBB,  Lord 
Crete,  Island  of,  1035 

OoLLiNS,  Mr.  E.y  Kinsale 
Sale  of  Intoxioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland ), 

2R.29d 
Turkej— The  War-Blookade  of  the  Blaek  Sea, 
1205 

Colonial  Marriages  Bill 

{Mr,  KnaUhbuU-Sugesseny  Mr.  RusseU  Qumey, 

Sir  Thomas  Chambers) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  ^on  18  [BiU  10] 


Commons  Inelosure^Provieional  Orders 
Select  Committee  appointed ;   Instruction  to 
theCoMmitlee/aradl,8iO 


Conge  d'EIire  Bill 

{Mr.  Monkf  Mr.  Forsyth,  Mr,  Assheton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»»  Feb  13  [BUI  110] 

Conservancy  Navigation,  Sfc,  Boards — The 
Select  Committee,  1877 — Legislation 
(Question,    Observations,    The    Marquess    of 
Ripen  ;  Replj,  The  Duke  of  Riohmoud  and 
Gordon  ;  short  debate  thereon  Jan  21,  23i 

ConsoUdated  Fnnd  (£6,000»000)  Bill 

{Mr.  Saikes,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tJie  Exchequer, 
Colonel  Stanley) 

0,  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  Feb  13 
Read  2<',  after  debate  Fd>  14,  1024 
Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  15 
Read3»*^tf6  18 

/.  BMA\^*(EarlofBeacen^flefd)F€h  18 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

{Sir  H^oourt  Johnstone^  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Mr. 
Whitbr^ad,  Mr.  Mundella) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Jan  18  [BUI  59] 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Fresident) 

1,  Presented;  after  short  debate,  BiU  read  1* 

Feb  12,  1485  (No.  22) 

Convention  (Ireland)  Aot  Bepeal  Bill 

(ifr.  P.  /.  Smyth,  Mr,  Staopoole,  Mr,  Downing, 
Dr.  Brady,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr,  0*Clery) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l'*  Feb  13  [BUI  113] 

Convict  Prisons — The  Commission 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy,  Mr.  ChUders  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jan  18, 157 

GoNTNQHAiCy  Lord  F.  N.,  Clwe 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1 103 

Coolie  Emiaration  to  the  Mauritius 
Question,  Mr.  Errbigton  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  Feb  18, 1848 

CooPB,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 
Epping  Forest,  724 

OoBRY,  Hon.  H.  W.  Lowry,  Tyrone 
Saleof  Intoxioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)^ 
Comm.  1693 

County  Boardi  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mqfor  Nolan,  Mr.  Fay,  Mr.  CClery,  Mr. 
(ySullivan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Jan  18  [BUI  04] 
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County  Conrts  Bill      {i^r,  Jo$eph  Oowm, 

Mr,  RipUyy  Mr.  Rowley  Hilt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  18  [BiU  10] 

County  Courts  Jurisdictdon  Bill 

(Mr.  Norwood f  Mr.  Sampton   Lloyd,  Mr. 
Wmtkin  WiUianu,  Mr.  Waddy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<"  •  Fe6  4  [BiU  100] 

County  Courts  Jurisdiction  (No.  2)  Bill 

(^f>  JSardley  Wthnot,  Mr.  Forsyth) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Ftf6  7  [BUI  102] 

County  Government  Bill 

(Mr.  SelaUr-Boothy  Mr.  Secretary  CroUj  Mr. 
ChaneeUw  of  the  Exehequer) 

e.  Motion  for  LeaTe  {Mr.  Selater-Booth)  Jan  38. 
583 ;  after  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  BiU 
ordered  ;  read  I*  •  [BUI  981 

Petty  Settional  Districts,  Queition,  Mr.  Hib- 
bert  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater-Booth  Feb  I, 
820 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2^" 
Feb  14,  1651 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  **  That/'  and  add 
*'with  a  Tiew  to  limpUfy  and  strengthen 
local  self-gOTernment,  it  is  desirable,  with  as 
little  delaj  as  possible,  to  bring  each  sanitarj 
district  and  poor  law  union  within  the  area 
of  one  countj,  and  to  give  to  the  ratepayers 
in  and  of  such  districts  the  power  of  directlj 
electing  members  to  the  countj  board  ex- 
ceeding in  number  the  representatives  of 
justices  "  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  long 
debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  {Lord  Edmund  FUMmauriee)  ; 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Feb  18,  1853  • 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  debate 
be  now  atyoamed "  {Mr.  PamsU);  after 
farther  debate,  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Main  QuesUon  put;  A.  231,  N.  03;  M.  168 
(D.  L.  17) 

BiU  read  2* 

County  Infirmaries,  Ac.  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr,  JSrrinyton) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Jan  18  [BUI  7] 

OomiTNKY,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Liskeard 
Eastern  Question — Bessarabia,  1735 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1234, 1285, 1288 

OowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NeweastU-im-Tyne 
Law  and  Justice — Jurors,  1616 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1221  ;— Report,  1426 

Ckawfobd,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Down 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870) 
Amendment,  2R.  401, 507 


Criminal  Appeals  Bill 

{Sir  Oeorge  Bowyer,  Mr.  SetyemU  Simm) 

e.  Ordered  *  Jan  22 

Read  1»»  Jan  25  [BiU  92] 

CRiMnrAi<  Law 

AssauUs  upon  the  Police  in  Marioneikshire, 

Question,  Sir  WiUiam  Bagge ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  Feb  5, 1056 
Jmprisanmeni  of  a  CbM,  Queetion*  Mr.  A. 

M< Arthur;    Answer,   Mr.    Assheton  Cross 

Feb  14, 1620 

Criminal  Law  Evidence  Ame»jlim«t  Bill 

(Jfr.  Ashley,  Mr.  RusssU  Qumey,  Mr,  dive) 

0.Oniered;  read  1»*  Jon  18  [BUI  S3] 

MoTed,   «That  the   BUI   be   now  read  r" 

Jan  80,  657 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  da/  six  months  "  {Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) : 
Question  proposed,  "That  *now/  Ac.;" 
after  debate,  (Question  put ;  A.  185,  N.  76 ; 
M.  100  (D.  L.  7) 
Main  Question  put,  and  Mreed  to ;  BUI  read 
2<»,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

Criminal  Law  Practice  Amendment  BiU 

(Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mir.  Gregory,  Mr,  HerscheU, 
Mr.  Cole) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  Jan  18  [BUI  69] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Feb  15, 1840 

Oboss,  Bight  Hon.  B.  A.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Lancashire,  8.  W. 

(Christ's  Hospital,  1205 

Church  of  Encland— -Burial  Serrioe,  Wi 

Coal  Mines— High  BlantTre  CoUlery  Explo- 
sion, 250 

CouTict  Prisons— The  Commission,  157 

Criminal  Law— Imprisonment  of  a  ChUd,  1620 
Polioe,  Assaults  apon,  in  Merionethshire, 
1056 

Factories  and  Workshops,  2R.  1478, 1480 

Fisheriee— Denmark — Re-appearance    of   the 
Herrings,  1534 

Herring  ftsheries,  1618 

HTpothec  (Scotland),  2R.  363 

Ireland— Sergeant  M'Carthj,  The  late,  622, 
726,  1052 

Isle  of  Man— Small  Poz,  Outbreak  of,  528,624 

Law  and  Jostioe — Jurors,  1616 

Metropolis — ^Parochial   (MetropoUtan)  Chari- 
ties, 531 

MetrqwUtan  Board  of  Works  and  the  Water 
Companies,  530 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  256 
Public  Business — Simony  Legislation,  158 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  135, 136 

Parliamentary  Elections  (MetropoUs),  Comm. 
364,  365 

Poor    Law  (Scotland)— Deportation  of  Irish 
Paupers,  1539 

Prisons    Act— Visiting    Committees,    820;— 
Httles  and  Regulations,  1049 
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CEO  DEN         (SESSION     1878)  DEN  DIL 

Dental  Practitioners  BUI 

{Sir  John  Lnbbock,  Sir  Philip  Egertm,  Mr 
Gregory^  Br.  Lush) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  *  Jan  30  [BiU  06] 


Cbou,  Right  Hon.  R.  A.— cen<. 
Registration  of  Land,  Ae.  369 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  433 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland), 

Comm.  1694 
Scotland — Grocers'  Licenses,  1850 
Supplementary  Estimate,  750,  752,  754,  756, 

799,    850,    1030;— Personal    Explanation, 

1065 


Cbosb,  Mr.  J.  K.,  BoUon 
DenUl  Practitioners,  2R.  1993 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill 

(Mr.  E9U,  Mr.  CharUt    Wihon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»»  Jan  18  [BUI  86] 


CuNiNGHAMB,  Sit  W.  J.  M.,  Ayr,  See. 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  425 

DAUtYMFLE,  Mr.  0.,  Buteshire 
Nayy— H.M.S. "  Nelson."  1847 
Scotland— Grocers'  Licenses,  1860 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  Bromley-,  Warwick- 
shire, N. 
Supplementary  Estimate,   Personal   Explana- 
tion, 1066 
Supply — Army  and  Navy  Serrices,  574 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan 

Supplementary  Estimate,  Comm.  1415 

Debtors  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Marten,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Sir  Henry 

Jaekson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  7  [Bill  104] 

RetA2oTehl$ 


Db  La  Warr,  Earl 

Eastern  Question— Armistice— Despatch  of  the 
Fleet  to  Constantinople,  1321 
Correspondence,  913 

Denison,  Mr.   0.  Bbokbtt-,  Yorkshire, 

W.R.,  E.  Div. 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1283 
Supply— Army  and  Navy  Services,  574, 575, 576 

Dbnison,  Mr.  W.,  Beckett-,  East  Bet- 
ford 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  2R.  1650 

Dbnman,  Lord 

Eastern  (iueation  —  Russia  and  the  Forte,  Res. 
526 


Moved,    "That    the    BiU    be  now  read  2<»" 

Feb  19,  1990 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

(Dr.  Cameron) ;  after  short  debate,  Question 

put ;  A.  27,  N.  49  ;  M.  22  (D.  L.  20) 
Moved,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn " 

{Sir  Joseph  M'Kewna) ;  after  short  debate. 

Question  put;  A.  11,  N.  61  ;  M.  50  (D.  L. 

21 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 

{Mr.  DiUwyn) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate 

adjourned 

Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs) 
Crete,  Island  of,  1037 
Eastern  Question,   1031,   M99,  1202,    1204, 

1484, 1485 
Eastern  Question — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Armistice,  The,  91 1  ;— Treaties  of  1856  and 

1871,  1841 
British  Ambassador  at  the  Porte,  Personal 

Vindication,  1843 
British  Fleet,  Movements  of  the,  689,  690, 

691,  715,  1318,  1321, 1422,  1842,  1843 
Conference,  The,  1598, 1599,  1601 
Correspondence,  916,  920 
Gallipoli,  Occupation  of,  1920 
Greece — Correspondence,  612 
Russian  Armies,  Advance  of,  818 
Eastern  Question— Russia  and  the  Porte,  Res. 
520,  524 

Destitute  Children  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Mr.  0' Shaughneesy, 
Mr.  Meldon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  •  Jan  18  [Bill  60] 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Dungannon 
Landlord  and  Tenant   (Ireland)   Act  (1870) 
Amendment,  2R.  494 

DiGBY,  Mr.  K.  T.,  Queen^s  Co. 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  183 

DiLKE,  Sir  0.  W.,  Chelsea,  ^e. 
Christ's  Hospital,  1205 
Consolidated  Fund    (J^6,000,000),    2R.    1644, 

1645 
Eastern  Question — Armistice,  The— Despatch 
of  the  Fleet  to  Constantinople,  1331, 1624 
Russian  Forces  within  the  If eutral  Zone, 
1851 
Eastern  Question— Bessarabia,  1735 
Egypt — France  and  England,  Correspondence 

between,  1052 
House  Occupiers  Disqualification  Removal,  2R. 

303 ;  Comm.  813 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  1691 
Navj— Judicial  Powers  of  Naval  Commanders, 
371, 1617 
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DiLKB,  Sir  C.  W.— «M<. 
ParliamenUry  EleotioDi(MetropolU},  2R.  357  ; 

Comm.  365 
Parliament — Orders  of  the  Day,  378 
Post  OiBce— MoMj  Order  Ofiiee»  1993 
Sopplemeotary  Estimate,  1100 
Tarkej— Orete,  1050 
Turkey—The  War~BU<^  Sea  Ports,  934 
Voters  (Ireland),  3R.  1578 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Consolidated  Fond  (£6,000,000),  2R.  1650 
Dental  Practitioners,  3R.  Motion  for  A4Jonm- 
.    ment,  1994 

Dublin  Soutbom  District  Tramways,  3R.  1045 
Eastern  Question — Peace,  Terms  o^Daspatch 
of  Earl  Derby,  Dec.  25,  1877,323 
Supplementary  Vote — Occupation  of  Con- 
stantinople by  the  Russians,  1213 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  262 
Sale  of  Intoxicj^ting  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Oomm.  1715 
Turkey— Dardanelles-rEntiT  of  the  Fleet,  1308 

Divine  Worihip  Facilities  Bill 

(Mr.   Wilbraham   EgerUm,   Mr,    JFhitweU^  Mr, 
Birley,  Mr.  RotkoOl) 

c  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  V^  * 
Jm  18  [BiU  46] 

DoDSON,  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.,  €hs9Ur 
County  Government,  2R.  16T9,  1684 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  3R.  1530 
Navy— H.M.S.  <«  Undaunted,"  1849 
Parliament— Debates,  Reports  of,  1207 
Parliament— Public  BusiBess,    Motion  for   a 

Select  Committee,  398 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1232 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1453 

DoROHESTBB,  Lord 
EaatM-n  Question,  1204 
Eastern  Question — Russia  and  the  Porte,  Res. 

517,  527 
Italy— Victor  Emounuel,  Funeral  of,  454 

DoudLAB,  Sir  G.  H.  8.,  R^xhwr^hikke 
Dog  Tax— Useless  Dogs,  317 

DowNiNa,  Mr.  M'Oarthy,  Cork  Co. 
CItU  Bill  Ejectments—  Returns,  373 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1140. 1198 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  132 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  300 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  264, 270 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1577 

DuhUn  Southern  District  Tramways  Bil^ 

{by  Order) 
e.  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Feb  5, 1038 


DuTF,  Mr.  M.  E.  Gmnt,  JElginy  Sfc. 
East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  ibr  a  Select 

Committee,  352 
India— Khelat — Occupation  of  Quetta,  723 
India— Salt  Tax,  Res.  485 

Dupp,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 
Roads  and  Bridget  (Scotland),  2B.  43e 

Dttnbab,  Mr.  J.,  New  Boss 
Army— Royal  Warrant,  1877,  1209 

Dunkeld  Bridge  Tolls  {Scotland) 

MoTod,  '*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commlsabn  to  in* 
quire  into  the  adminintvaiioQ  of  the  Dunkeld 
Bridge  Tolls,  and  to  ascertain,  with  itemi  in 
detail,  the  real  state  of  the  account  of 
moneys  reoeiTcd  and  expended  by  the  Dokes 
of  Athole  in  oonnection  with  the  said  trust " 
(Hr.  (/LhrnfMU)  Jan  29,  626:  after  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  79,  N.  189 ;  M. 
118;  (D.L.No.5) 

DxTNRAYEN,  Lord 

Eastern  Question — MoToments  of  the  Fleet, 
1421 

DuwsANY,  Lord 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  IR.  1502 
Eastern  Question — Conference,  The,  1601 
DardaieUas,  The— Movement  of  the  Fleet- 
Resignation  of  Ministers,  453 

Ecclesiastical  Boildings  (Fire  Infaranoe) 
BiU 

(Jfr.  Leighton,  Mr,  Qold^iey,  Mr.  WkUwelt) 
c  Ordered ;  read  P  •  ^€5  4  [Bill  99] 

Education  {Scotland)  Act — School  Sites 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;   Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Feb  5, 1048 

EoERTON,   Hon.  Wilbraham^    Cheshire, 
Mid. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  59 

Egypt  —  Correspondence  between  France 
and  England 
Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  5, 1052 

Egyptian  Obelisk,  The  {Cleopatra's Needle) 

Question,  Mr.  Heygate ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard 

Noel  Jan  31,  724 ;   Question,  Hr.  BaiUie. 

Cochrane ;   Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Feb  7,  l209 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  2R.  1C43 
SopplemMitAry  Estimate,  1242 
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Election  of  Aktomefti  (Cumltttife  Tote) 
BUI 

(Mr.  WheelhoHie,  Mr,  Uaac,  Mr.  Tennant) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Jan  18  [Bill  71] 

2R.  Feb  11,  1483  [Hoiue  ooaoted  out] 

Elewuntary  Edueatim  Act,  1876— /S^^.  4 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Obamberlaln  ;  Answer,  ViNoiiit 
Sandon  Feb  \,  821 

Emlt,  Lord 
Eastern  Question^ Greece— Gorrespondeaoe, 
610 


Emplojers  LialnHtj  ftr  iBjuriee  Bill 

(Mr,  Muedonaldy  Dr,  Catnerm,  Mr,  Mildon^ 
Mr,  Sas$) 
c  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Jan  18  [Bill  1 1] 


(SESaiON    1878}  FAO        iFOB, 

«37. 

Factoriee  and  Workshops  Bill 

(Mr,  Seeretsrp  Oro$9,  Sir  Emry  Selwin^Ibbetson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Joti  18  [Bill  3] 

MoTed,  « That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  " 
Fe6  11,  U5i 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That/'  and  add 
**  in  any  measure  for  the  oonselidation  and 
amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to  Faotories 
and  Workshops,  it  is  desirable,  in  the  into- 
rests  alike  of  emplojers  and  emploTed,  that 
all  trades  and  manufiMtures  employing  the 
same  class  of  labour  i^Kmld  be  plao(Dd  upon 
the  same  footing,  and  under  the  same  pro- 
tectlTC  and  restriotiTe  regulations  "  {Mr,  Tav- 
nant)  v, ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  d(c.  ;**  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2<* 

Question,  Mr.  Fawoett;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Feb  18, 1850 


Enfield,  Viscount 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Metropolis),  2R.  1845 

Entail  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill  [hj..] 

(The  Duke  of  Argyll) 
L  Presented  ;  read  \**Feb6  (No.  15) 

Sntails  and  Settlements  Limitation  Bill 

(Mr,  Shaw  Zefevrey  Mr,  Beaumont^  Mr,  Osborne 

Morgan,  Mr,  HereeheU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Jon  18  [BiU  25] 

JSpping  Forest — Legulatim 
Question,  Mr.  Coope ;    Answer,  Mr.  Gerard 
Noel  Jan  31,  724 

EBnmoTON,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co, 

Army  (Ireland)— Married  Soldiers'  Quarters- 
Longford  Barracks,  1846 
Coolie  Emigration  to  the  Mauritius,  1848 

EsLXKGTOK,  Lord,  Northumberland,  8, 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1244 ;  Comm.  1381 

Exchequer  Bonds,  Ac.  Bill 

(Mr,  Eaikee,  Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  ^xehequer. 
Colonel  Stanley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  13  [BiU  107] 

Read2<'*l'0dl4 

Conunittee*  ;  Report  Feb  15 

Reads'**  Febl^ 
L  Read  1>  •  (Earl  of  Beacontfield)  Feb  18 

ExoHEQUEB,  Ohakoellob  of  the  {see 
Ohanoellob  of  the  Exchbqueb) 

Explomee  Act,  1875 — Conveyance  of  Ex- 
ploeivee 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Adderley  Feb  1, 1207 


Fawgett,  Mr.  H.,  Haehney 

East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  Amendt.  335,  356 
India— KheUt— Occupation  of  ^uetta,  462 
India— Salt  Tax,  Res.  400 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  Comm.  1602 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1530, 1532 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1217,  1227 ;  Comm. 

1398, 1401 

Fay,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Ca/oan  Co, 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  184 
Union  JnstiMS  (iMlaod),  2R.  265 

Feversham,  Earl  of 
Eastern  Question,  1203 
Eastern  Question— Russia  and  the  Porte,  Res. 
518 

FiELDEN,    Mr.    J.,     Yorkshire,    W*E., 
JE,  Div. 
Factories  and  Workshops,  2R.  1470 

Fisheries — Denmark — JRe-appeanmce  of  the 
Herring 
Qaestion,  General  Sh*  Qeoip  Bal^Mir;   An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  12,  1534 

FiTZMATTBioE,  Lord  £.  Q,,  Calne 

County  GoTemment,  2R.  Motion  for  Atyourn- 

ment,  1691,  1853,  1912,  1913 
Eastern  Question— Roumania,  925 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1068, 1230 

Fletcheb,  Mr.  I.,  Coekermouth 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1528 

FoBSTKE,  Sir  0.,  Walsall 
Buriols,  1056 

Pnrliamoot  —  Public   Business,  Motion  (qv  a 
Select  Committee,  390 
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FoBSTER,  Eight  Hon.  W.  B.,  Bradfifrd 
ContoUdated  Fund  (£«,000,000),  3  a.  IU9 
Eastern  Qaettion — Dardanellei — Movementi  of 

the  Fleet,  1434 
Factories  and  Workshops,  3R.  1466 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  3R.  1534 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  356 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Report,  361 
South  Africa— Outbreak  of  the  NatiTe  Tribes, 

365 
Supplementary  Estimate,  634;  Amendfe.  739, 
753,  756,  841, 843, 13K,  1316, 1337  ;  Oomm. 
1403 
Supply— Army  and  Navy  Serrioes,  573 

FoBSYTH,  Mr.  W.,  Marylehone 
Burials,  Res.  1783 

Criminal  Law  ETideoce  Amendment,  3R.  674 
Supplementary  Estimate,  384 

FoRTEscuB,  Earl 

Consenrancy  NaTigation,  dtc.  Boards,  344 
Eastern  Question— British  Fleet,   MoTcmenis 

of  the,  710 
Metropolis— Hyde  Park  Comer,  316 

Frasek,  Sir  W.  A.,  Kidderminster 

Parliament— Public  Business  ( Half-past  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  413 

Friendly  Societies — Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act,  1876 
Question,  Mr.  Mellor ;  Answer,  Bfr.  Solater- 
Booth  Fa  4,  033 

Germany — Reliaious  Refugees 
Question,  Sir  Georffe  Bowyer;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  7, 1306 

Oihraltar—The  Trade  Ordinance 
Question,    Mr.    Whitwell;    Answer,  Mr.    J. 
Lowther  Jan31,35l 

Gibson,  Eight  Hon.  K,  (Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland),  Dublin  University 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res:  1940, 1355 
Landlord  and  Tenant    (Ireland)   Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  3R.  505 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  3R.  1104 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1584 

GiFFABD,    Sir    H.    S.   (See    Solioitob 
.    Obnbbal,  The) 


Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Green- 
wieh 

Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  3R.  1683, 
1689 

Eastern  Question — Armistice—Despatch  of  the 
Fleet  to  Constantinople,  1339 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  104 

[ciml. 


Glamtori,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.— «ont. 

Supplementary  Estimate,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 910,  938,  960,  974,  975,  1008,  1034, 
1330, 1341 ;  Comm.  1360, 1863, 1878, 1408, 
1410;  Report,  1444,  1446 

Supply— Army  and  NaTy  Senrieee,  564,  580 

Turkey— The  War— Austrian  IntereeU,  1733 

* 

Glebe  Loans  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Kr,  Mulhcllandy  Mr,  Kavanagh) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  Jon  18  [BiU  9] 

Bead3««  Feb^ 
Committee  Feb  19,  1994 
MoTod,  «*Thafe  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 

mes,  and  ask  leate  to  sit  again  "  ( Jfr.  Monk) ; 

Question  put,  and  negatived 
MoTod,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 

Chair"  (Mr.  Doddt);    Question  put,  and 

negatived;  BiU  reported 

GtoiiDirET,  Mr.  G.y  Ch^9penkam 
Church  Livings,  Res.  Amendt.  1559 
County  Government,  Leave,  596 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1091 

GK)LD8MiD^  Mr.  J.,  Rochester 

Army  Rank— Clerks  of  the  Royal  Engineer 

Department,  1630 
Eastern  Question— Bessarabia,  1736 
Manefaester  Corporation  Water,  3R.   Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1533, 1533 

GtoRDON,  Sir  A.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 
Eastern  QuesUon — Peace,  Conditions  of,  1877, 

1536, 1537 
Herring  Fishery,  1618 

OoRST,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 
Dockyards,  H.M.— Writers,  539 
Merchant  Seamen,  Leave,  309  ;  3R.  609 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Beagle  "—Judicial  Powers  ef 

Naval  (Commanders,  533 
Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 

Rule),  Eles.  410 

OosGHEN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.,  London 
County  Government,  Leave,  594 ;  3R.  1898 
Supplementary  Estimate,  754,  887,  896,  903, 
977, 1338 

QouBLBY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Eastern  Question— Miscellaneous  Questiotts 
Blockade  of  the  Blaok  Sea,  1338 
Constantinople— Movements  of  the  Fleet, 

1734 
War,  The— Sues  Canal,  530 
Explosives  Act,  1875— Conveyance  of  Explo- 
sives, 1307 
Merclumt  Seamen,  Leave,  313 
Navy— Mediterranean  Squadron,  461,  463 

Gkaktham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey,  B. 
Burials,  Res.  Amendt.  1833 
Supptomentary  Estimate,  1389 
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Gbaityillb,  Earl 

KMtMn  (iQMtioB,  1199, 1488,  U84 
Emstorn  Qoestion — Misoellaneoot  QaMtions 
Armistioe,  The,  911;  — Deipideh  of  the 
Fleet  to  Oonstantinople,  1818,  1821  ;— 
TMatiei  of  1866  and  1871, 1841 
Conferenoe,  The,  1599 
Dardanelles,  The — MoToraenta  of  the  Fleet, 
14S1, 1842, 1843 ;— Resignation  of  Minis- 
ters, 449«  452,  458 
Greeee    Correspopdenoe,  817 
Papers,  154 

Russian  Armies,  Adranoe  of,  818 
Eastern  (^estion — Russia  and  the  Porte,  Res. 

511,514 
Parliament— Bvsiness  of  the  House,  818, 910 
<^aeen's  Speeeh,  Address  in  Answer  to,  18, 
18,  80,  38,  86 

Gray,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Tipperary 

Borough  Franohise  (Ireland),  Res.  1929,  1971 
Ireland — Misoellaneous  (^estions 
Irish  Constabulary  Fund,  1055 
Irish  Constabulary— Paymenta  for  Special 

Senrioes,  458 
Lord  Justice  Christian,  531 
Royal  College  of  Scienoe,  Dublin,  620 
Parliament — (^een's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  203 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  275 

6r0ece — Liplomatio  Cotnmunteatuma 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Cartwright ;    Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jan  25,  460 

Oreeksy  The-^-Correfpimdence  of  Mr.  Glui- 
stone  ( Jf  NegropimU) 
(^estion,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jan  31,  727 

Grsenb,  Mr.  E.,  Bwry  8i.  Edmunds 
Supplementary  Estimate,  811 

Oremwich   JSbspttal   ISmd^Naval  Fm- 
sums 
(^estion,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer, Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  Feb  14, 1617 

Ore&nwteh  OtU-Pemioners 
Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  Feb  5, 1047 

Gbbooby,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Susssx,  E, 
County  OoTcmment,  2R.  1881 
Parliament— Public  Business  (Half-past  TweWe 

Role),  Res.  419 
Parliament  —  Public  Business,  Motion  for  a 

Select  Committee,  897 
Valuation,  2R.  1594 

Oun  LiceiLce  Act  (1870)  Amendment  BiU 

(5tr  AUxmtder  Gordon,  Mr,    Ctw  lUad,  Mr, 

MUgan,  Mr,  Mark  SUwart) 
c,Ordtrwl;readl«*/<mia  [BiU58] 


GrTBiOR^,  Bight  Hon.  B.»  SouthmnpUm 
Criminid  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  676 

HaMtnal  Dmnluurdi  Bill 

(Dr.  Caimronj  Mr.  Clare  Read,  Mr.  AehUy,  Sir 
Henry  Jaekeon,  Mr.  Edward  Jenktnt,  Mr. 
William  SoUne^  Mr.  Richard  Smyth) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1« •  /on  18  [Bill  27] 

Hall,  Mr.  A.  T^.,  Oxford 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1109 

Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J.,  J^n  Regis 
Hydrophobia,  728 
Turkey— Trade  in  the  Black  Sea,  Ac.,  1621 

Hamilton,  Lord  G.  F.  (Under  Secretary 


of  State  for  India),  Middlesex 
East  India  (Appointment  of  Mr.  M.  Macpher- 

son).  Res.  1975 
East  India  (Public  Works),  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  828, 881,  855 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bengal  —  Enhancement  of  Rent,  468  ;— 
NatiTc  Police  of,  1058 

Ecclesiastical  Salaries.  248 

Indian  Finance— CiTil  Expenditure,  1428 

Irrigation  Reports,  1924 

Khelat— Occupation  of  (^uetU,  320,  462, 
728 

Local  Service  and  Staff  Corps,  1923 

Madras  Harbour,  819 

Mahangah  Scindia,  The,  249 

Niiam,  The— Mr.  Oliphant,  529 

Private  CorbeU,  Case  of,  954 

Sir  John  Strachey's  Speeches, 4 5(^5 

West  Frontier  Policy,  246 
India— Salt  Tax,  Res.  478,  490, 1823 

Hanqcdiid,  Lord 
Eastern  Question— Armistice— Despatch  of  the 
Fleet  to  Constantinople,  1315 
Correspondence,  920 

Hanbttrt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Tamworth 
Eastern  Question — Peace,  Terms  of— Despatch 

of  Earl  Derby,  Dec.  25,  1877, 321 
Russia  and  Turkey  —  The  War  —  Proposed 

Terms  of  Peace,  874 
Turkey— The  War— Russian  Sailors,  1733 

Hanxby,  Mr.  T.y  Peterborough 
Inland  RcTcnne— Inhabited  House  Duty,  249 
Parliament  —  Public  Business,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  898 

Habootot,  Sir  W.  G.  V.,  Oxford  City 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1987, 1988, 
1940 

Parliament— (^een's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  164 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire* 
land),  Comm.  1706,  lVl7 

Supplementary  Estimate,  1114,  1120,  1121, 
1227,1247 

Supply— Army  and  Navy  Serfices,  575, 577 
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HAB9CA8TLB,  Mr.  B.,  Loncmhrii  8.B. 
Bitohen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (Hoose   of 

Commons),  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Committee, 

Amendt.  856 
Kaaehester  CorpoimtioB  W«ter,  Instmotta, 

1724 
Snpplementaij  Estimate,  771 

Habdy,  Eight  Hon.  Qathome  (Secretary 
of  State  for  War),  Oxford  Vhwersitft 
Army— MisceUaiieoos  (^uasfcioiis 

Army  Medical  Department  —  Candidates, 

1849 
Armj  Rank-^erks  of  tbeBoxiil  Etginefr 

Department,  1620 
AnxiUary  Hospital,  Woolwtcb,  1210 
Brigade  DepOts— Cavalry  OfBeers,  251 
Ireland  ~  Married    Soldiers'    Quarters  ~ 

Longford  Barraeks,  184T 
Kaflir  Outhreak-^Army  SorgeoAS,  1610 
Perak  Expedition— AUowanoes  to  OOoers, 

dEC.,583 
Royal  Warrant  of  1877-^Artiolt  88,  722, 
1200 
Parliament— Orders  of  the  Day,  378 
Supplementary  Estimate,  037,  059,  060,  075, 
077;   Personal    Explanation,    1058,    1062, 
1065, 1067, 1068, 1223 
Union  Jostioes  (IreUnd),  2R.  26Q 


Harbison,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Eihnamoekf  ^e. 
India— Irrigation  Reports,  1928 
Public  Parks  (SootUnd),  2R.  859 

Habtinoton,  Bight  Hon.  Marqness  of, 
New  Radnor 
Burials,  Res.  1833 
County  Goyemment,  2R.  1907,  1915 
Eastern  (Question,  828 
Eastern  Question— Misoellaneoos  QuestloM 
Armistioe,  The,  926 ;  —  Despatch  of  the 
Fleet   to    Constanttaople,   1825,    1830, 
1622, 1623 
Congress,  The,  1851 
HJi.  GovemmsDt,  Present    PosltiPB  ^ 

464,  467,  470 
Supplementary  Vote-^-Ocoupation  of  Con- 
Itantinople  by  the  Russians,  1211, 1214 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  256 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  77 
Supplementary  Estimate,  375, 877  ;  Ministerial 
Statement,    584:     Personal    ExptaMtlQii, 
1062  ;  Motion  for  AdjoumsMH^t,  1222,  1235, 
1804;  Comm.  1839 
Supply — Army  and  NaTj  Serrioes,  561 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  269 


Hat,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Stamford 
Eastern   Question— British  BnbJ^ts  in  Con- 
stantinople, 723 
Supplementary  Estimate,  778, 1234 

Hayteb,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Bath 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Comm.  1889 


HiENinxBB,  Lord 
Parliament-*-PriTate  BilkT-Staading  Orders, 

912 
Railways,  Maaafement  of,  456, 467 

HEimY,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Galway  Co. 

Grimiaal  Law  E? idenoe  Amendment,  2B.  688 

Geoloiioal  Surrey  of  Ireland— Thb  '<  Freeman's 
Journal,"  372 

Landlord  and  Tewmt  (Irelaod)  Act  (1870) 
Amendment,  2R.  497 

Parliament— Public  Business(UaIf-past  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  416 

Parliament  —  Public  Business,  BIoMqd  for  a 
Seleot  Committee,  894  - 

Parliament  Queen's  Speech,  Addrsas  in  An- 
swer to,  Amendt  120.  13j6,  188,  179, 180, 
213 

Supplementary  Estimate,  1246, 1295,  1296 

Herbert,  Mr.  8.,  WiUon 
Ancient  Moauments,  2B.  1983 

Hebmon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 
Dublin  Southern  District  Tramways,  2R.  1046 
Parilament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  162 
Supplementary  Estimate*  Comm.  1389 

Herring  Fishery  Commission,  I%e 
Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Feb  14, 1618 


Hbr8chell,  Mr.  F.,  Ihirham 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  1986 

Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendiqent,  2R.  668 

Supplementary  Estimate,  808 

Hetqate,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Leicestershire,  8, 
Egyptian  Obeli«k  (aeopatra's  Needle),  724 

HiBBBUT,  Mr.  ;.  T.,  OUham 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1969 

Church  UTings,  Res.  1555 

County  Boards  Bill— f  etty  Sen^onal  Districts, 

820 
County  GoTcmment,  Lea?e,  606  ;  2R.  1686 
Factories  and  Workshops,  2B^  1476 
India— Salt  Tt^,  Res.  487 
Parliament— Public  Business  (Qalf-past  TwelTe 

Rule),  Res.  Amendt.  409,  418 
Parliament— Public   Business,  Motion   for  a 

Select  Committee,  396 
Prisons  Act— Visiting  Committees,  820 

Highways  Bill   {Mr,  ScUUer-Boah,  Mr.  Mt) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  I***  Jon  88  [BiU  95] 

Question,  Sir  Baldwyn  Lefgbtou ;  Aniwer,  Mr. 
Sdater-Booth  Jan  31,  722 

HiLi<,  Mr.  A.  Staveley,  Staffordshire,  W. 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  Coipm.  1692 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Comra«  1394 
YalvaliODi  2R,  1594 
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Hooo,  lit.-dolonel  Sir  J.  M.,  IVuro 
Oonnt;  GoTenimenty  2R.  18^0 
MetropoliB — Newipaper  Baoaqnes,  1730' 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Kational  Opera 
House,  1308 

HouDttt,  Sir  J.  (960  ATTOHNBTGnnratALy 
The) 

HoLLAim,  Sir  H.  T.,  Mdhnnt 

South  African  Confederation— Oatbi«ak  of  the 
Native  Tdbei,  625 

HoLicSy  Mr.  J.,  J5raekn0ff 
Supplementary  Estimate.  132d 
Turkey— British  Subjeoti  in  Constantinople, 
1847 

Hoi,T,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Zaneashire,  N'.E. 
Turkey— Religious  Perseoution    i«  Bulgaria, 
1054 

Hafldcide  Law  Ataendnieiit  Bill 

{Sir  SardUy  Wilmot^  Mr.  Whitmlt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  Id  [Bill  108] 

HoPB.  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford,  C<mhridg$ 
university 
Ancient  Monuments,  2lt.  1980 
BuriiUs.  Res.  1781, 1804,  1805 
Church  Livings,  Res.  1564 
Parliament— Orders  of  the  Day,  878 
Parliament— Public  Business  ( Half-past  Twelve 

Rule),  Res.  411 
Paiiiatoent— Public  Bnsinefi,  Motion  Ibr  a 

Select  Committee,  800 
South  Kensington— National  Portrait  Gallery, 

•24 
Supplementary  Bstimate,  782 

HoFWOoD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1220, 1308 

HoBplteb,  fte.  (Bcotlaftd)  Bill 

(Mr,  MZaren,  Mr,  Maitiand,  Dr,  Cameron) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  1««  Jkn  18  [Bai  21] 

HoxTOHTOK,  Lord 
Eastern  <^uestion,  1204 
Oreeee— Corresp<mdence,  612 

House  Occupiers    fiisqnaliflcation   Be- 

mOYal  Bill  {Sir  Swry  Wolf,  Sir  Chwle» 
£u$t$U,  Sir  CharlM  Zfigttrd^  Mr.  Ontiow^ 
Mr.B^tkr) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Jan  18  \mi  45] 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  Jan  21, 802 

Committee*— B.P.  Jan  25 

Oenmittee ;  Report  Jan  81, 818 

Considered  *  Feb  1 

Read  8«*i^^4 
I,  ReiKl  1*«  iSoffi  Stmhap^  Feb  $     <Ne.  17) 

Read2«.F'«6l5«1702 

Otmnil^ee*;  Report /^i^  19 


Souse  Occupiers    Bisqualiflcation   Be- 

moval  (Scotland')  BiH  (2>r.  Cameron, 
Sir  Henry  Wolff,  Mr.  Vans  AgneWy  Sir  Wil- 
limn  Fraeer^  Mr,  MaeTcintoeh,  Sir  George 
Campbell) 

(T.  Ordered;  i«ad  10 •/Off  ^4  [BHl  87] 

Read2»*J^«66 

Committee  •  ;  RepoH  Feb  18  [BiU  106] 

Considered*  Feb  14 

tbead8»*-Ptf*15 
L  Read  l^^iBarl SUmhope) Feb  18     (No. 20) 


HowABD,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Ctmisrland,  E. 
Laneaskire  and  YoriMhire  Water  Supply,  626 
Manohesttr  CorpMation  WaAer,  2R.  Anwndt. 

1508, 1580 
Supplementary  Eitknaie  —  Ministerial  State- 
ment, 586 


HxTBBABD,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Burials*  Res.  Amendt.  1768, 1818 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1025 
Sup^mentary  Estimate,  1231  ;  Comm.  1878  ; 
Report,  1451 


HrNTLT,  Marquess  of 
Conservancy  Navigation,  dec.  Boards,  289,  242 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals),  IR.  1502 


Htjtohinson,  Mr.  J.  D.,  StkUfaa 
County  Government,  2R.  1602 
Libel  Uw  Amendment,  2R.  651,  654 


JSTydrophobia — Legi$laiion 
Question,  Lord  Ckud  Hamilton  :  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exche<iuer  Jan  81,  728 


Hypothec  (Bcotlaiid)  BiU       {Mr.  Agnew, 

Mr.  BailUe  Hamilton,  Sir  George  Douglas) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  •  Jan  18  [BiU  20] 


Hypothec  (Scotlaud)  (Ho*  2)  Bill 

{Sir  George  Balfour,  Mr.  Laing,  Mr.  Barclay) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  *  Jan  18  [Bill  49] 

Moved,   *«That   the   Bill    be  now  read  2o" 

Jan  28,  362 
After  short  debate,  Moved,  <«That  the  Order 
be  discharged  "  (General  Sir  Otorge  Bal- 
four) \  Motion  agreed  to ;  Order  discharged  ; 
Bill  withdrawn 


hypothec  (SooUaad)  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

(Sir  George  Salfmr,  Lord  Douglas  Gorjdm,  Mr. 

Zaing,  Mr,  James  Barclay) 
#.  Qrdoredi  ttUV  FebJ  [BiU  101] 
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MnOILLiHlOOS  QOMTXOHS 

Army^-The  Local  Service  and  SUif  Corpi-^ 

PrcmoUon  and  Retirement^  (^nestion,   Sir 

Joieph  M'KoDDa;   Answer,    Lord   Geocfe 

HjunUlon  Feb  10, 1933 
Bengal — Enhancement  of  Rent,  (^neation,  Mr. 

Ernest  Noel ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Haxnilton 

Jan  20, 46S 
CateofPrivaU  CorbeU,  aaesiion,  Mr.  O'Reillj ; 

Answer,  Lord  George  HMnilton  Jan  21,  304 
Eeeletiattical  Salariee,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 

Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Jan  31,  248 
Indian  Finance — Citnl  Expenditure,  (^estion. 

General  Sir  George  Bauour ;  Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  reb  11,  1423 
Irrigation  Repcrtt,  Question,  Mr.  Fortetoue 

danrison;  Answer,  Lord  George  HamUien 

Feb  19, 1983 
Khelat^Oceupation  of  Quetta,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Reillj;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 

Jan  23,  330;  Question,  Mr.  rawoett;  An- 
swer, Lord  Georee  Hamilton  /49m  30,  463 ; 

Qnei^n,  Mr.   Grant  Duif;  Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  Jan  31,  738 
Madrai  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Smollett ;  An. 

swer.  Lord  George  Hamilton  Feb  1,  819 
Sir  John  Straehey'i  Speeches,  Question,  General 

Sir  Ctoorge  Balfour;  Answer,  Lord  George 

Hamilton  Feb  13,  1530 
The  Maharajah  Scindia,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ; 

Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  Jan  21,  249 
The  Native  Police  of  Bengal  Question,  Mr. 

O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton 

Feb  0,  1003 
The  Nigam — Mr.   Oliphant,    Question,    Mr. 

OhapUn ;  Answer,  Lord  George   Hamilton 

Jan  28,  029 
The  We$t  Frontier  PoUcff,  Qoeetion,  General 

Sir  George  Balfour ;  Answer,  Lord  George 

HamUton  Jan  21,  246 


India — East  India  {Appoinkneni  of  Mr, 
M,  Maepherson) 
MoTod, "  That  the  appointment  by  the  Indian 
Government  of  Mr.  Molesworth  Maepherson, 
first  as  seeretary  to  the  Legislative  Oooneil 
and  then  as  deputy-seeretary  to  the  Legis- 
lative Department,  constitutes  an  improper 
evasion  of  the  Law,  is  unjust  to  the  regular 
Civil  Service  of  India,  and  is  calculated  to 
bring  the  Indian  Administration  into  pubUc 
discredit"  (Mr,  (TDimnett)  Feb  19,  1974; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 


India-'JSait  India  {PubUe  Works) 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
"  to  inquire  into  and  report  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  constructing  Public  Works  in  India 
with  money  raised  on  loan "  {Lard  Qearge 
Hamiltan)  Jan  22,  323 
Amendt.  at  end  of  Question,  to  add,  *'  and  fur- 
ther to  inquire  into  the  best  means  to  be 
adopted  to  prevent  the  recurrence  or  to  miti- 
gate the  intensity  of  famines  in  India ;  and 
whelher  by  greater  economy,  specially  with 
regard  to  military  and  other  charges  which 
aro  under  tlie  control  of  the  Home  Mthori- 

[coni. 


India^East  India  (PvbUc  TTorlv)— oont. 

ties,  a  ftmd  for  the  relief  of  fiunines  may  not 
be  provided  without  subjecting  the  people  of 
India  to  saoh  bardeaseme  taxation  as  will  be 
imposed  npon  them  by  tiie  conteatpjated  in- 
crease of  the  salt  duty  "  {Mr.  Fdweett) ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  those  wQtd»  be 
thef«  added;"  nfler  debate,  Ameait.  and 
Motion  withdrawn 

Select  Committee  appointed, "  to  Inquire  and 
report  as  to  the  expetfiency  of  oonstruoting 
Public  Works  in  fndia  with  money  raised  on 
loan,  both  as  regards  financial  results  and 
the  prevention  of  famine**  {Lard  George 
HanUUon),  306 

Committee  nominated  Fa  18 ;  List  of  the 
Committee,  1919 


India^The  Salt  Tax 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jan  25,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  *•  the  total 
taxation  of  salt  in  India  being  already  exces- 
sive should  not  be  increased,  and  especially 
a  very  large  additional  burden  on  an  article 
so  essentiid  to  life  and  health  should  not  be 
placed  on  the  populations  of  Madras  and 
Bombay  at  a  time  when  they  are  enfeebled 
and  emaciated  by  a  very  prolonged  and  severe 
fcmine"  {Sir  George  Campbell)  v.,  473; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  ^. ; " 
Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn 

Madras — Commission  on  the  Salt  Duty,  Ques- 
tion, General  Sit  George  Balfour ;  Answer, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  fV3  8, 1333 


Inhabited  House  Duty  BiU  {Mr.  Snbberd, 

Mr,  Goschen,  Mr,  Torr,  Mr,  Alexander  Bro%on) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jan  18  [BUI  61] 

Question,  Mr.  A.  H.  Brawn ;  Answers,  Mr.  1. 
G.  Hubbard,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer JVfr  19, 1924 


Intemperance 
Moved  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  preva- 
lence 01  habits  of  intemperance,  and  into  the 
manner  in  which  those  habits  have  been 
affected  by  recent  legislation  and  othet 
causes"  {The  Earl  of  Cork)  Jan  18;  Mo- 
tion agreed  to ;  List  of  the  Committee,  103 


Intozicatiiig  Liqtiors  (Ireland)  Bfll 

{Mr,  Sullivan^  Mr,  Be9\famin  Whitworthy 
Mr,  Lease) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  BUI  ordered  ;  read  1"* 
/an  18  [Bm88] 


Intoxicating^  Liquon  (Lioencefi)  (Ireland) 

Bin        {Mr.  Meldon,  Mr,  Whitworth) 
e.  Considered  In  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;   Bill  ordered  ;  read  1«* 
/on  18  [BiU  703 
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Ibbland 
IfiioBLULirxoai  Qusanovt 

Civil  BUI  EfeetmenU^Betttmt,  QoMtioD*  Mr. 
M*0aHh7  Downiojr;  Antwer,  Sir  lliohmel 
Hioki.B«Mh  Ja«  24, 373 

CawUy  Oovemment  in  hdand,  QaesUon, 
Mj^r  NoIao;  Aoiwer,  Sir  Miohftel  Hiolu- 
Beaoh  Feb  14,  1610 

CWmJuoi  Law^Ca$e  of  Edmond  M*Grath, 
Qoastion,  Mr.  CyReiUj  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
HIeki-BeMh  Jan  31,  246  ;-^CotmeU  at 
8pik4  liUmd,  Qoertioo,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power ;  Answer,  Sir  Mielwel  Hleks-Beaoh 
Jan  29,  618 

Choloffieal  Sttrv^  of  Trelamd^  Th$'*  Freeman* t 
Journal,**  Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  Jan  24,  372 

Lord  Jtistice  Chriitian,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Graj  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  HicKs-Beaoh  Jan  28, 
531 

M*Carthy,  Sergeants  A  releoied  Political  Con- 
vietf  QnestioD,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jan  29,  622 ; — 
The  inquiry,  i^estions,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power; 
Answers,  Mr.  AssheV>n  Cross  Jan  31,  726 ; 
Feb  B,  1061 

Boyal  College  of  Science,  Dublin,  Question, 
Mr.  Graj ;  Answer,  Visooont  Sandon  Jan  29, 
620 

ne  Iriih  Conetabulary-^PMfmenii  for  Special 
Services,  Question,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  Jan  25,  438 

The  Boyal  Iriek  ConOabuiary  Fund^  Question, 
Mr.  Graj ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beaoh 
Feb  5, 1055 

The  Suck  Drainage  District,  Question,  The 
O'Conor  Don;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley 
Feb  18, 1848 


Iriali  Church  Act   (1869)  Amendpient 

Bill       (16-.  F^n-neli,  Mr.  Fag) 
t.  Orderwl ;  read  l^^  Feb  13  [BUI  lid] 


Iruh  Land  AeHl^Ky) 

Seleet  Committee  appointed,  *<  to  inquire  into 
the  working  and  results  of  the  44tb,  45th, 
and  47th  Clauses  of  <  The  Irish  Land  Act, 
1870,'  and  to  report  whether  any  further 
fiMilities  should  be  given  for  promoting  the 
purchase  of  land  by  occupying  tenants  "  (ifr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  Jan  24 

Committee  nominated  f  #6  7  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
aauee,434 


Irifh  Peerage  Bill 

(Mr.  Flunket,  Mr.  Herbert,  Mr.  Maeartneg) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Jan  18  [BUI  78] 


liafy 


Finsral  of  King  Victor  EmmamteLQMtiioii, 
Obeertatk>ns«  Lord  Dorchester;  Reply, 


The 


Earl  of  Beaeonsfleld  Jan  25,  454 
Pope  Pius  IX.,  Death  of  ^Sittings  of  the  Con^ 
clave.  Question,  Mr.  O'Olery ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  8, 1825 

you  OOXXXVn.  [thibd  sbbibs.') 


Jaoxbon^  Sir  H.  M./  Coventry 
County  GoTemmeni,  2R.  1883 
Faotories  and  Workshops,  2B^  1477 

James,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

Criminal  Law  Eyidence  Amendment,  2R.  678 
Racecourses  (Licensing),  2R.  648 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1243,  1244 

Jamss,  Mr.  W.  H.^  Gateshead 

Metrc^lis— Albert  Terrace  (Hyde  Park)  Im- 
provement, 1052,  1053 
Parochial  (Metropolitan)  Charities,  531 
Tarke]^^B^lgArIa,  Alleged  Outrages  in,  025 

JmnoNSf  Mr.  D.  J.,  Penrgn,  Sfo. 
Merchant  Seamen,  Leave,  313 

Jenkins^  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  2  R.  1624 
Dublin  Southern  Distriet  Tramways,  2R.  1043 
Eastern  Question,  822 

Constantinople— Movements  of  the   Fleet, 
1621,  1622 
South  African  ConfoderatioQ— The  Z«lu  King, 
1533,  1924 


Jbnkinsok,  Sir  G.  S.,  WUtshirCy  N. 
County  Govemment,  2R.  1877 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swerto,  170, 171,172 
Union  Jitstieee  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt.  269 

Judicature  Acts  Ainendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Waddy,  Mr.  HerscheU,  Mr.  Merewether) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^'*  Jan  25  [BiU  91] 

Kayanaoh,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Carlow  Co. 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  1995 
Landlord    and    Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  498 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1166 

Kenealy,  Dr.  E.  V.,  Stohe-upon-Trmt 
Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  671, 

672 
Eastern  Question,  822  ;— Alleged  Triple  Alli- 
ance, 622 
Snpplementary  Estimate,  1241 

Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H«,  Lovon^  E. 
Burials,  Res.  1790 
Eastern  Question — Armistice,  The — Despatck 

of  the  Fleet  to  Constantinople,  1331 
Supplementary  Estimate,  857 

Kensington,  Lord,  Haverfordwest 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of 
CoMMnoBs),  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Committee, 
356,  357 
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EncBEBLET,  Ilarlof 

Afrioft— Cape,    Tb»— Th«    KftQfar    OolbtMic, 

1488 
Contagioiii  Dimmm  (Animals),  IR.  1503 

EnnrAisD,  Lofd 
Public  Parks  (SooUand),  9R.  1090 

KiBx,  Mr.  O.  H.,  Z(mth 

Anoienl  Monumentf,  9R.  1089 
Bofoogh  FnuMhiM  (Irvkod),  Rai.  1960 

ENATGHBUU^HuOXMBr^  Blgltt  Hofl.  E. 
H.y  Sandwich 

Burials,  Res.  1761 

Marriage  with  a  DMWsed  Wili.'«  SIstoiw 
Colonial  Legislation,  158 

Parliament^  Pnblio  BQsineti  ( Half-past  TweWe 
Rale),  Res.  410 

Parliament— <^neen'i  Spee^,  AddreM  in  An- 
swer to,  179 

South  Afrioa,  1567 

Khioht,  Mr.  F.  W.,  mrmtershire,  W. 
Oonnty  GoTemment,  Leare,  606 

Knowim,  Ifr.  T.,  Wigm 
Factories  i^d  WcN^sKop*,  9R.  146T 

Laoto,  Mr.  S*,  Orh^y,  kt. 
India^-SaU  Tax,  Res.  488 
Supplementary  Estimate,  774 
Svp^j—Armx  and  Nnff  Serriees,  i74 

Landed  XftfttM  Court  (Irelttid)  Leisea 

BiU         {Mr.    IrmUk,    Mr.    Sk^hp,    Mf. 
(TMsin^,  Mr.  Jti$har4  ibif^rr} 
e. Ordered;  read  l^*  Jafi21  T^USd] 

Landlord  and    Tenant   (Ireland)  Act 
(1870)  Amendmoit  BUI 

{Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  MUhsrd  Smfih^  Mr,  J)i4hion, 

Mr.  DtmUl  Tayhr) 
c.  Ordered;  read  V**  Jan  18  [BiU  43] 

MoTed,    "That    the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 

Jan  25,  491 
Amendt.  to  leaTc  out  *<  now,"  and  add  ^  ^pon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Alfr^  Mt^rtfin) ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  *  now/  dto^a" 
after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  66,  N.  85: 
M.  19  (D.  L.  4) 
Words  added ;  main  Questio9,.as  aviendsd,  pal, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  put  off  for  six  mooth* 


Land  Tennre  (Jrelaad)  BUI 

'{Mr.    Dimming,  Mr.  JButi,   lord  Fnmei9 
Cfm^hamt  Mr.  JShaw) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>•  /m  18  [Bill  501 

Moeed,  "Thai   ike   BiU  be  ii0ir  read  9«' 
Feb  6,  1140 


LtmdTimare(h€kMi^3iUi^  mM 

Ameidt  to  leate  oat  **  ntmj'  and  Add  ''upon 
this  daj  sU  nonthi''  {Sir  Jitlm  Le$mi 
Question  proposed,  "  Th*t  'now,'  4c.;*' 
after  long  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  86, 
N.986;  M.  900(D.L.8> 

Words  added;  maitt  Qoestion,  at  amended^ 
put,  and  agreed  to;  9R.  put  off  for  six 
months 

Law,  BigU  Hon.  H.,  Itondmitrr^  Co, 
LMidlotid  jmd  Teaart  (Ireland)  A^  (^70) 
AsMadment,  9R.  498 

Law  AifD  JtrsncB 
Bmhvpt  $olUiWr$,  Question,  9!r  Henry  Peek ; 

Answer,  The  ^llcltor  Qeners!  Jan  99, 619 
Jurcrt,  Qoestion,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer^  Bfr. 

Anjieton  Cross  F^  14, 1616 

LiWBBroB,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  8wr^,  JGd 
Isle  oTMan— SmalUpox,  Ontbrsak  of,  498 

Lawsoit,  Sir  W.,  Carlisls 
.    Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  9R.  1645 
8ale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land). Gomm.  1693, 1695, 1708, 1716 
Supplemontanr  Estimi^t^  767 ;  Penonal  Sx- 
phLnatl9n.  1066, 1246, 1606 

Lbathak,  Mr.  B.  iL,  SnddmftM 
Ctrareh  LlTing^  Res.  1540 
Parliament— -Publio  Business — Simonr  tegis- 
laMon^  157 

Lbfevbs,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  1987 
Manchester    Corpori^ion  Water,  Instmetioo, 

1794 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Comm.  1390 
Tprkey— Crete,  690 

Lbiohtok,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire^  8. 
Ancient  Monuments,  9R.  1989 
Oodntir  Gof««menWi«vre,6<M^;  9a.  M88 
Highways  792 

Leslxb,  Sir  J.,  Ifonaghm 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  3R,  Amendt.  1159 

Lbwis,  Mr.  01  R,  Zcnimdetty 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),   Res^   Amendt 

1999, 1937,  1938, 1940, 1945 
Dublin  Southern  Distriet  Tramways,  9R.  1044 
Landlord  and    Tenant  (Ireland)  Aot   (1870) 

Amendment,  9R.  498 
Parliamentary  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  358 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  en  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 9R.  991 :  Comm.  1702, 1710;  Motion 
for  A4Joumment,  1717, 1720 
Union  Justices  rire]andX2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 264,  968 
Voters  (^vland),  91t,  Amendt.  1070^  1579 

Lewis^  Mr.  H.  0.,  Carlom 
RosiiA-Polei  In  Turkey^  1780, 1781 
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FnUtUm,  Mr.  KwUy,  Mr,  Wtd^,  Mr.  Mdtcard 

e.  Ordered;  read  1«  •  /on  21  [BUI  SlJ 

[House  counted  out] 


9IL /on  29,091 


Licenfbig  Laws  Amendment  BUI 

(ifr.  StaveU^  Sill,  Mr,  Mundella,  Mr.  Heath) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolcition  ai^reed 
t^  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1** 
Jan  21  [Bill  89] 

Order  for  Conunittee  read;  Mom,  "That 
Mr,  Spei^Ler  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
F^  U,  1691 ;  after  abort  debate.  Motion 
withdnnnL;  Comaiitte  d«forred 

Idtten  and  Tam  HaBi  (I>itblili>  BiH 

{JSir  Miehael  Eieks-JBeach,  Mr,  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland^ 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  VJan  18  [BiU  2] 

Read  2«* /on  24 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jan  28 

Read  8<>* /an  81 
/.  Read  }*•  (Ths  Lord  Pretident)  Feb  1  (No.  11} 

Bead2**Ftf6  7 

Committee*  ;  Report  Fa  8 

Read9»*F^ll 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  BMumdrii 

Criminal  Law  Eridenee  Amendment,  2R.  875 

Local  Ooternment  ttofUkM^  Ordelre 
(Bristol,  ftc.)  Bffl 

{Mr.  Salt,  Mr.  Sclater-^ootH) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  JfefJ  13  [Bill  112] 

LoiroTOBBy  Eazl  of 

Conaerranoj  Navigation,  ite.  Boards,  2^6,  243 

Ijorwovm,  Earl  of 

Partiaaient^Qoeeo's  Sp«M^  Addreea  in  An- 
swer to,  15 

Lowly  Bight  H<m.B.,  Zondan  Unk^tiiy 
Eastera     Question  —  Constantinople  —  Move- 
ments of  the  Fleet,  1524 
Supplementary  Estimate,  847,  978 

Lo-WTHEB,  Mr.  J.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies),  York  City 
Ceylon— Eoolesiastical  Votes,  251,  473 

Food  Tazes^  370 
Gibraltar— The  Trade  Ordinanoe,  252 
Hypothec  (Scotland),  2R.  362 
Malti^Food  TazBS,  379 

RcTeooe  and  Taxation— Maltese  Nobility, 
255 
Marriage  wMb  a  OeoMed  WifiTs  Sister* 

Colonial  Logislationf  158 
Racecourses  (Licensing),  2R.  645 
South  Africa— Onthrettk  of  the  NatiTO  Tribes, 
2»,625 


LowTHBB,  Mr.  W.>  W^fymreltmi 
MswAhsstet  Cevpemioft  Waisy,  0R.  1511 

LuBBooK,  Sir  J*.,  Haiistone 
Anoisnt  Mooaments,  2R.  1978, 1088 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,600),  2R.  1641 
Dental  Frattitioners,  ^E.  1900,  1992.   1993, 
1994 

Ltmaoy  Lmo 
Select  Committee  oP  last  Session  to  InHqnire 
into  the  operation  of  the  LnlMcy  Law,  so  fiur 
as  it  regards  the  security  afforded  by  it 
im^inst  Tiolations  of  personal  liberty,  re- 
appointed {  List  of  the  Committee  ^13, 
1596 

McABTHiTBy  Ifr.  A.>  Leicester 
Burials,  Res.  1^85 
Criminal  Law~  Imprisonment  of  a  Child,  1620 

MpAsTHBit,  Mr.  Alderman  W.»  lAmUih 
Ceylon— Ecclesiastical  Votes,  250, 251 

Maoaktkby,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.^  Tynme 
Olebe  Loans  (Iretaod),  Ceam*  1995 
LandkNrd  and   Tenant  (Ireland)  Act   (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  496 
Parliament— %aeeii's  Speech,  Address  ia  An- 
swer to,  198 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Oomtn.  1711 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  265 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1582 

MacCabthy,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Mallow 
Mereantile  Mariae-^Deck  Passengers^Eng- 

lis^  and  Irish  SteamerSi  253 
Parliament— Queen  s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer te,  129 

Macdonam),  Mr.  A.,  8tajf6rd 
Coal  Mines — Hi|^h  Blantyre  Colliery  Explosion, 

250 
Factories  and  Workshops,  2R.  147^ 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Report,  1449 

MoEbnna,  Sir  T.  N.,   Toughdl 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1971 
Comity  QoTernmevt,  2R.  19  Iff 
Dental  Practitioners,  2R.  Mo%km  hf  Adjourn- 
ment, 1993 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  1995 
Indi»-'Local  Service  and  Staff  Corps,  1923 
Pariiafnent — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  180 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1916,  1917 
Turkey— The  War— lU-treatment  of  English 

Doctors,  1922 
Voters  (Ireland),  9R.  1583 

MAOKnrrosH,  Mr.  0.  F.,  Inverness,  Spe. 
Education  (Scotland) — Code  of  1878  and  the 
Oaelio  Language,  Witbdrawsl  of    Motion, 
1925 
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MoLabsv,  Mr.  D.,  Biinhurph 

Dankeld  Bridge  ToUs,  MoHon  for  M  Addnit, 
683,  087 

Dnrham  Southera  Diftriot  Timmwayi^  9R. 
1046 

Pjarliament — Publio  Buslnesi,  Motion  for  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  401 

Parliament — Queen't  Speech,  Addrees  in  An- 
swer to,  189 

Post  OfiBoe— PriTate  Letter  Bags,  Edinburgh, 
468 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  437 

Vetera  (Ireland),  2a.  1578 


(INDEX)  MAN     '      MED 

MAHKXRa,  Bigfat  Horn.  Iiort  J.  J.  li 
(Postmaster    Gbneral),     ZeieetUr- 
shire.  If. 
Eastern  Qaeatlon — Armistice,  The—Despatch 

of  the  Fleet  to  GoneUntlnople,  1832 
Post  Office — Miscellaneons  Questions 
American  Mail  Serrice,  818 
BfelmHllet,TeIegraphie  Commnnication  with, 

Indian  Mail  Contract,  1783 
Money  Order  Office,  1033 
Officials,  Appointment  of,  1050 
Private  Letter  Bags,  Edinbui^  468 
dnb-Postmasters,  583 


MaHa 
Food  Tawei,  Question,  Mr.  Potter;    Answer, 

Mr.  J.  Lowther  Jan  34,  870 
JUvsnue  and  TaxaUon-^The  MaJUe$e  NofnUty, 

Question,  Sir  George  Bowjer ;  ^Answer,  Mr. 

J.  Lowther /an  21,  355 


Mimehmter   O^oratien   Watmr  BiU  {by 

Order) 
«.  MoTcd,  "That   the  Bill   he  now  read  3«" 
Feb  13, 1503 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  sU  Bsonths  "  {Mr.  SUifierd  MmmfO) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac. ; " 
after  dehnte,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  he 
now  read  3*;''  Moved,  "That  the  Dehate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr,  CMdemid)  ;  Motion 
withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  3^, 
and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

Committee  nominated  Feb  18;  List  of  the 
Committee,  1583 

Moved, "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Manchester  Corporation 
Water  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  present  snttoiency 
of  the  water  supply  of  Manchester  and  its 
neigfabonrhoed,  icA  of  any  other  sources 
available  for  such  supply  :  To  consider  whe- 
ther permission  should  be  given  to  make  use 
of  any  of  the  Westmoreland  and  Cumberisnd 
Lakes  for  the  purpose  ;  and,  if  so,  how  far, 
and  under  what  conditions  :  To  consider  the 
prospective  requirements  of  the  populations 
situated  between  the  Lake  District  and  Man- 
chester :  To  inquire  and  report  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what,  provisions  should  be  made  in 
limitation  of  proposals  for  the  eiolnsive  nse 
of  the  water  of  any  of  the  said  lakes  "  {Mr. 
Selater-Bcoth)  Feb  15, 1723 

Amendt.  to  leave  out "  between  the  Lake  Dis- 
trict and  Manchester,"  and  insert  **  in  Lan- 
cashire and  Torkshire  "  (Mr.  WhUweU)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  dM. ; " 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  after  "  Manchester  and  "  insert  *'  the 
towns  in  "  {Mr.  Serieant  Sjnnkt) ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  those  words,  &c^ ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn;  main 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 

send  forpersoos, papers,  and  records 
Ordered,  That  Five  he  the  Quorum   of  the 
Committee 


MMrriBge  Prelumiiarias  (ScotUnd)  Bin 

(Dr.  Cememt,  Mr.  SwtUr^  Mr.  M^Urmi,  Mr. 
EmwtNoel,  Mr.  Fdward  Jenkme) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  Jan  34  [BiU  86] 

9Jt9A9f>^Feb^ 

Marriag^e  with  a  Deceased  Wift's  Sister 

BiU  .    {Sir  Thomas  Chambert,  Mr.  Mwlef, 
Mr.  Macdonald,  Dr.  Camsran) 
«.  Ordered;  read  !••  Jon  18  [Bill53] 

Marriage  mih  a  Jfeceeued  Wlfie  Suier^ 
Colonial  ZegiibUien 
Question,  Mr.  KnatcbbulUHugessen  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Uwther  /as  18,  158 

Married  Women's  Property  Act  (1870) 

Amendment  Bill         (Jfr.  Sibbert,  Mr. 
Osborne  MorgOHf  Mr.  €Mdmjf^  Sir  Cbarks 
W.  Dilke) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Jon  18  [Bm  55] 

ICarried  Women's  Property  (Scotland) 
BiU 

{Mr.  AndortoHy   Sir    Jtobsrt    AminUhir,  Mr. 

Orr  Swing,  Mr.  McLaren,  Mr.  Flayfair) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Jan  18  [BiU  33] 

Martsn,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Cambridge 
Landlord  and   Tenant   (Ireland)  Act  (1870) 

Amendment.  SB.  401  ;  Amendt.  493 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  103 

Mabtin,  Mr.  P.,  KiHcmny  Co. 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  SB.  360,  373 

Katrimonial  Causes  Acts  Amendment 

Bill    {Mr.  SerseheU,  Sir  Henry  HOimi) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Feb  14  [Bill  117] 

Xedical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  BiU 

{Dr.  Zuth,  Str  Trevor  Lawrenee,  Mr.  Samnim, 

Mr.  Mitekie) 
c.  Ordered ;reftd;«« /on  18  psmso] 
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MED         MET         {SESSION  '  1878} 

•37. 
Medieal  Ofteefs'  Qualifleatioiis  Wl 

(Jfr.   Brrin^ton,  Mir.  John  Jfaitland,  Mr, 
Blmnerhauett) 
e.  Ordered ;  reed  1<»  •  Jem  18  [BUI  63] 


MET 


MON 


Mfdicat  Profession,  The — Zsatslation 
QuettioD,  Mr.  Mills ;  Answer,  \  kocMiiit  Si 
Jan  28, 680 


Sandon 


Meldozc,  Mr.  C.  H.,  JSjOdare 
Borough  Franchise  /Ireland),  Res.  1026 
Parliament — Qaeen  s  Speeen,  Address  ior  An- 
swer to,  163, 150,  164 
Pariiamentarx  Frai^faise  (Ireland),  9R.  868 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Uqvors  on  Stuidajr  (Ire- 
laDd),8R«308 

Mellob,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Ashion-under-Zyne 
Friendly  Societies^Poor  Law  Amendment  Act, 

1876,  oa» 

Mercantile  Marine 
Deeh  PUMsen^s^EnffUsh  and  hkh  SietRmmrt, 

Question,    Mr.    MaoOarthy ;    Answer,   Sir 

Oharles  Adderlej  Jan  21,  268 
Mieeinff  J^eamere,  Question,  Mr.    PlimsoU; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley  Jan  24,  ^0 

Merchant  Seamen  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  Adderley^  Mr,   Edward  Stanhope) 

c.  Considered  in  Oommittee  Jan  21,  304 ;  after 
short  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to,  and  re- 
ported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1*         [BiU  70] 
Read  2«,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
/a»  28,  600 

Merchant  Shijamit^  Act,  1 854    . 

Afneriean  (Qkers — Certificates,  Question,  Mr. 

Wlieelhouse ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Adderley 

Jati21,268 
Cert^Uates  of  Masters  and  MaUs^  Question, 

Mr.  Wbeelbouse  ;    Answer,     Sir    Charles 

Adderlej  Jan  21,  262 

Merchant  Skipping  Acts,  1854  and  1876 
—The  *^  CMemch^* 
Question,  Sir  Golman  Rashleigfa ;  Answer,  Sir 
Oiarles  Adderiejr  Ftib  8, 1823 

HsBEWSTHEB,   Mr.  0.  O.^  Northampton 
Sale  of  Intoiioating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1718 

Mbzbofolu 
MnouxAiiBous  Quunoirs 

Byde  Fork  Comer,  Obeerrations,  Question, 
Earl  Fortescue ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond and  Gordon  Jan  22,  816 

Newspaper  Kiosques,  Question,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Answer,  Sir  James  M'Qarel  Hogg 
Fsh  16,  1720 

Parochial  {MetropelUtan')  Charities,  Question, 
Mr.  James;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross 
Jan  n,69\ 

\fiOnt, 


MVTBOPOUS— cdfi<. 
Royat  Parks,  frc^Kew   Gardens,  Question, 

Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gerard  Noel 

Jan  24,  368 
The  Albert  Terrace  {Hyde  Park)  Improvement 

B&t,  Question,  Sir  Henry  James ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gerard  Noel  Fa>6,  1062 
The   New   Law    Courts,    Question,    Colonel 

Walker ;  Answer.  Mr.  Gerard  Noel  Jan  22, 

322 

MetropoliB  Hanagemmit  and  Building 
Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  James  MOarel-Eogg,  Sir  Charles  Musse^^ 

3ir,ItodweU) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  /an  18  [Bill  67] 

Read  2^  ^,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
Feh^   ^ 

Metropdlia  Waterworks  (Purchase)  Bill 

{Sir  James  M*€hrel  Mogg,  Sir  Andrew  Zusk^ 

Mr,  Chrantham,  Mr,  Eodwell) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Jan  18  [Bill  68] 

Metropolitan  Board   of    Works  and  the 
Water  Companies 
Question,   Colonel  Beresfbrd;    Answer,    Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  Jan  28,  630 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Election 
of  Members)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdown) 
I,  Presented ;  read  1**  Jan  18  (No.  1) 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— National 
Opera  Souse 
Question,    Colonel    Beresfbrd;    kenrnt,   Sir 
James  M'Garel  Hogg  Feb  7, 1208 

UiLLB,  Mr.  A.,  £xeter 
Medical  Profession— Legisla^n,  630 
Railwaj    Oommisstoners  —  Continuance     of 

Powers,  260 
South  African  Confederation— Kafllr  OotbMak. 

1326 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1266 

Jtmej  Laws  (Ireland)  Bill 

(iff.  Belahtmty,  Mr,  Power) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1»  • 
Jan  18  [Bill  66] 

MowK,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  City 
Consolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),  2R.  1648 
DenUl  Practitioners,  2R.  1093 
Post  OflBoe— Sub-Postmasters,  632 
Russia— Colonel  Wellesley's  Despatches,  1862 
Supplementary  Estimate,  086 
Turkej— Crete,  027 
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MoifTAQir,  Bigbt  Hon.  Lord  B.>  Wh^^ 

Baltic  Seft,  1924 

GoDsolUlAted  Fond  (£6,000,000),   9R.   1617, 

1639, 1640 
fUistorn  QuMtioD^Misoellaatoai  Qnettionf 
Armivtioe,  The— Despatoh  of  the  Fleet  to 

0<ttsUuitliiople,  1832 
Despatohet  of  Jaovarjr  4*  8*  mid  10,  3t3, 

374 
Rauia  and  Torkoj,  1334 
Parliament — Public  Business,   Motion   for  a 

Seleot  Committee,  303 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addtese  ia  An- 
swer to,  •107 
Sopplementary  Estimate,  1245 
Supply—  Army  and  Na?7  6er?ices,  *565 

Moon,  Mr.  A.  J.,  OUmmsl 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2a.  1182  * 

HoBGAir,  Mr*  0-.  Osbornd,  BenUghthw^ 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  1084 
Burials,  1036;  Res.  1736,  1805 
Supplementary  Estimate,  859 

MowBBAT,  Eight  Hon.   J.  B.,   Oxford 
Umveriitff 
Parliament—Business  of  the  House,  319 

Orders  of  the  Day,  378 
Parnament— Publio  Bafinese(Hall>pMtTirelTe 
Rule),  Res.  408 

MxmDBLLA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 
Factories  and  Workebope,  2R.  1466 
Patent  Laws — Legislation,  1850 
SupplemenUry  Estimate,  902, 1309 

Mnnifiipftl  FnmohiM  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

(M<vor  a  Gorman,  Sit  Joatph  M^Zmm^  Mr. 

Eiehard  Fou>§r) 
<7,  OrdtffMl;  i«adl»*/cnld  {BIR  26} 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmngham 
County  GoTomment,  2Et.  1666 

MuRB,  Colonel  W.,  Bsnftew 

Eastern  Question — MoTcmentsof  the  Fleet,  534 
Roads  and  Bridges  (ScotUnd),  2R.  432,  433 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Personal  Ezplana- 
Uon,  1059, 1060 

MuEPHY,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  OUf 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Lienors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1918 

Naohten,  Colonel  A.  R.,  JTineHetUr 
Public  Health  Act— PubUo  Offioen  of  Health, 
923 

Navy 

MiacBLUkinous  QuBsnovtf 
DockyarcU,  BM.-^Meckame    WrUers,  ()iiet- 
tioD,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  IL  Smkh 
Jan  28,  529 


Natt    flpuf. 
HJt.S,  *'  B€a0U  "-^u^eial  Bomen  ^  Sa»d 

Cortkinandire-^EceeeulioH   of   a   Native  of 

Tanna,  Question,  Sir  Charles   W.  Dilke; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  J!a#i  24.  371 ; 

Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Ansiwer,  The  Attorney 

General  /at»  28,  532  ;  Qnestioa,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dake ;    Answer,    Mr.    W.   H.    Smith 

Feb  14,  1617 
ffM.S.  "  Neleon:'  QueeUon,  Me.  DiaiTmple; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Feb  18, 1847 
ffjf.8.  *•  Undaunted,"  Question,  Mr.  Dodson : 

Answer,  Mff.  W.  H.dMith  Feb  18,  18ii 
Navai  Engmeere^  Question,  Ifr.  E.  J.  Eeed ; 

Aasver.Mr.  W.  EL  Smith  F»  T,  IM« 
Roman  CiuhoUee — ReUgioui  InebmeUm^  Qnes- 

tiOQ,  Mr.  Mlitan:  Aaswer,  Me.  W.  H. 

Smith  Feb  li,  1732 
The  JUedtterranean  Squadrm^  Qneetiens,  Mr. 

Gourley ;  Answers,  Mn  W.  H.  Snuih  /on  25, 

461 


Nbwdboatb,  Mr.  C.  N.,  WarmckMro^  N. 
Burials,  Res.  1809 
County  GoTemmeoi,  2R.  1894 
Libel  Law  Amendment,  2R.  655 
Maooheeter  Gorporalioa  WstM>,  2R.  1561 
ParUaBwk  ^  PuMie  B«isineas,  Mblhm  fcr  a 

Select  OouMiiltee,  fSt 
PtoliataMnt*-Q0eMi%  8peiob»  AM«6i  in  An- 

«w«  te^  178, 180 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1273, 1279 

NoHL,  Sight  Hon.  G.  J.  (First  Oommis- 
aioner  of  Worki)^  £iUkmd 

Egyptian  ObelidL  (Ckopatm^a  Needle),  724 

fSMiBg  Forest  724 

India-^BeB^^EnbanQetiiWi  el  Bie^  463 

Metropolie^Albert  Terrace  (Hfda  Ptefc>  Im- 
provraient,  1053 
New  Law  Courts,  322 
Royal  Pariu,  ^-^Kew  Oai>deBB,  868 

Supplementai7  Eitimite,  780 

'SoisAxr,  Maj<«  J.  P;»  Gakoety  Co. 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Rjm.  1957 
Cotmty  Goremment,  Leafe,  607 ;  2R.  1909 
County  GoTemment  in  Ireland,  1619 
Eaetarm  Qveetfon— AmisUee^  The,  ^^ 

DardaaeUee— MOHmeple^f  iheFlset,  1534 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland).  Conn.   1995 ;  oL  2, 

Amendt.  1996 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  21^  1184 
Pariiament  —  Pnblie  Buainees,  Motion  for  a 

Seleel  Oonnittlee,  407 
Poor  Uw  («oellaiMl)— DelKNtftUon  df  Iriefa 

Paupers,  1539 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  264, 270 
Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  1578 

NoBXHOOTB,  Bu^t   Hon.   Sir   8.    H. 
{$ee  Ohapoellor  of  the  Ezobequer) 

TioBMooD,  Mr.  C.  M.,   Xingston-upon- 
JSuU 
Merchant  Seamen,  LeaTC,  ^7 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1094 
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CyBBiBNB,  Captdn  P.,  LeiMm 

Sale  of  IntoximliBg  liqnmrv  mi  Boaday  (Ire- 
I«Bd)»  »R.  88ft 

O'B&naf,  &T  P.,  JTmi^^  C^^ 

PaiiiaiiMBi^litiieM^'i  SpMob,  Addrem  io  An- 
Mrtr  to,  IfIL 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ii«faM>  Aot  (1870) 
AiMndnonty  »R.  M#   - 

ParUamant  Qman's  Spaaob,  AMrMi  in  An- 
swer to,  181, 171 

Pope  Pint  IX.,  Death  of— Sitlinga  of  the  Con- 
oUto,  1836 

Sale  of  Intoxieating  Liqttors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  17^1, 1703«  1708 

Union  /oatiees  ( Ireland),  3&.  968,  279 

O'CowoB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  Sligo  Co. 
Parliamentary  Election  Petitions,  878 

OKDoNOB  DoK,  The,  Uo^oommm  Co. 
Factory  and  Workahops,  2a.  1475 
Ireland— Suck  Drainage  District,  1848 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1187 
Parliament— aaiiness  of  the  House,  810 
Parliament  —  PuhUe^  Business,  Motion  for'  a 

Select  Committee,  Amendt*  ^1^ 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  liquers  on  Saadaj  (Ire- 
land), 2B.  277  ;  Gomm,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  804, 1098, 1694,  1695, 1696,1705, 
1709, 1714,  1716,  1717,  1719,  1721,  1917, 
1919 
Union  Juttioes  (IrdandX  2a  268 

O'BoNNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.f  Bumgoirwm 

Donkeld  Bridge  Tolls,  Mdioft  for  an  Address, 
626,686 

East  India  (Appointment  of  Mr.  M.  Maepher- 
son).  Res.  1974, 197T 

India— BMigal,  Natife  Police  of,  1658 

India— Salt  Tax.  Ret.  400 

Pariiament  —  Public  Busfaiess,  Motion  fto  a 
Select  Gonmuttee,  Ameadt.  405,  467,  408 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  200, 266 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Oomm.  1718 . 

South  Afric»-*EaiBr  Ontbveak,  1784 

fiiipplemeiitafy  Estimate,  Pemonal  Explana-' 
tion,  1068, 1064 ;  Oomm.  1882 

O'OoBMAir,  M^'or  P.,  Wdt&rford 
ParUament-  Qusea'a  Speech^  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Motieii  ibr  Ad^iounnMOt,  184r  218 
Sale  of  Intexicating  Uqnort  m  Sundaflr  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  801 

OwsLow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  GtUUford 

Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  Motion  fyt  A^jenm- 

ment,  1980 
Army— Anxillaiy  Ho^iUl,  WeeMefa,  1200 


O'Ekilly,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Longford  O0. 
ladia^Kbelat -Occupation  ef  QuetU,  820 

PriTate  Corbett,  Case  of,  254^ 
Irelnnd  —  Criminal  Urn  —  Edmond  M'Gratb, 

Case  of,  246,  247 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)    Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  2  El.  496 
Parliament— Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  414 

O'Sbatjqhnbssy,  Mr.  B*.  Limerick 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1945 

Convict  Prisons — Commission,  157  - 

County  Government,  2R.  1915 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act  (1870) 
Amendment,  2R.  498 

Parliament  —  Public  BnsiaeBS,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee.  407 

ParliamcAl— Queen's  Speech,  Addren  in  An- 
swer to,  217 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  801  ;  Comm.  1698, 1698  ;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1708, 1711, 1917 

O'SuLLivAN,  Mr.  "W.  H*,  Limerick  Co. 
Dentol  Practitioners,  2R.  1993 
Glebe  Loans  (Ireland),  Comm.  1905 
Parttunent — Queen's  Speech,  Address  i»  An- 
swer to,  198 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  295  ;  Comm.  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1692,  1698,   1695,    1702,  1706, 
1719, 1919 
Union  Justices  (Ireland)^  2R.  268,  265,  268, 
277 

Outlawries  Bill 
e.  Read  l**  •  Jan  17 

Paobt,  Mr.  B.  H.,  SamorsoMire^  Mid 

County  Government,  2R.  1860 

Criminal  Law  Evidence  Amendment,  2R.  670, 
672 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1696 

Valuation,  2R.  1594 

Pale,  Sir  L.,  Devon,  JS. 

Eastern  Question  ^  Constantinople  —  Move- 
menU  of  the  Fleet,  1623 

Pabkbb,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perthshire 
SupplemenUry  Estimate,  1268 ;  Report,  1424 

Patliament 

LORDS— 

MMEtVXQ  OF  TBX  PaRLIIICXHT  /otl  17 

The  Session  of  Parliament  was    opened   by 
Commission 
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Pabuambvt  — LOBDl     fliitf. 
Hbb    Majbstt's    Avswvb    to   thb    Admhmi 

reported  Jan  23,  S16 
Chairman  0/  Co»nml»w#— The  Earl  of  Redei- 

dale  appointed,  Nemine  DiamtierUe,  to  take 

the  Chair  In  all  OomraUteee  of  thif  Hovwe 

for  this  Session  Jan  17 
Committee  for  /Vivife^#— appointed  Jan  IT 
Sub-CommUtee   far   the    /oMmo/t— appointed 

Jan  17 
Appeal  Commttf^tf— appointed  Jan  17 

Roll  or  thb  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms 
attending,  deliTered  at  the  Table  (in  the 
usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal 
in  the  Fifth  Session  of  the  Twenty-first 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  Jan  17 

The  Lord  Gbanoellor  aequainted  the  House 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  rarliaments  had  pre- 
pared and  laid  it  on  the  TaMe  (No.  6) 
Jan  21 

Ofiee  of  the  Clerk  of  the  ParHtUMtdi  and  Cjfiee 
of  the  OenUeman  Uiher  tf  ^  Black  Rod-— 
Seleot  Committee  appointed  ;  List  of  the 
Committee  Feb  i,  921 

PrivaUBUls 
Orders  in  reUtion  to  PetiUons  Feb  6, 1020 

Buiinees  of  the  Houte 
Obsenration,  Earl  arao?ille  Ftei  1,818  ;  Ques- 
tion, Earl  GranTille ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Beaoonsfield  Feb  4,  910 

Paa/Hamentary  Papers,  Obserratioos,  The 
Marquess  of  Rjpon  ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  and  Gordon  F^  1,  817 

COMMONS— 

The  Qurn's  Spuoh  haTing  been  reported ; 
An  humble  A'ddrsis  thereon  mo? ed  by  Mr. 
WiLBmABAM  EoBBTOv  (tho  MotiOB  being 
seconded  by  Mr.  Tbbbabt)  Jan  17»  59  ;  after 
debate,  Amendt.  proposed,  at  end  of  Qoei- 
tioo,  to  add  the  following  pamgraph  : — 

'*  We  hnmUy  represent  to  your  Mi^esty  that, 
while  we  are  fflad  to  obserre  that  the  ques- 
tions of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  and  Interme- 
diate Education  in  Ireland  are  to  be  brought 
before  Parliament,  and  while  we  await  ior 
formation  on  the  nature  and  scope  of  the 
proposals  which  may  be  submitted,  we 
humbly  assure  your  Majesty  that  we  shall 
regard  it  as  the  duty  of  Parliament,  on  the 
earliest  opportunity  in  the  present  oondition 
of  public  aflairs,  to  consider,  in  a  wise  and 
conciliatory  spirit,  the  national  demands 
which  the  Irish  people  haTe  repeatedlj 
raised"  (Mr.  Henry),  126;  Question  pro- 
posed, '« That  those  words  be  there  added ;" 
after  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Jan  18,  109 ;  after  long  de- 
bate. Question  pot;  A.  48,  N.  301 ;  M.  208 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.  220 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee 
appointed  to  draw  up  the  said  Address ;  List 
ofthe  Committee,  223 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read,  and, 
iHer  short  debate,  agreed  to  Jan  21,  207 

lier  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Jan  20,  488 

[coni. 


PlBUAMBBT^-OoMlfOXI— MNt 

Priitte't^^-^Seleot  Committee  appointed  ;  List 

of  tbo  Oommitise  Feb  4, 1020 
PrH>ifspe$^Ordwtd^  That  a   Conmlttoe  of 

Privileges  be  appointed  Jan  17 
FMU  AeeauMi-^Omnmktim  nondiiBtBi ;  List 

of  the  Committee  Feb  ia»  1920 
PMU  PtfttlMme— Seleot  ComaOttee  appointed: 

List  of  the  Committee  Jan  22,  808 
SeUatUmr-rOomBMrn  nomiBated :  list  of  the 

CoBUBttteo  Jan  21, 315 
Standinff  Ortferf— SelBetCeinnttee  noaiiBated ; 

Liit  of  tiki  Committeo  Jan  21,  310 

Perth    County    Election  —  Return   amended 

Feb  0,  1068 
PrivaU   Bill   Le^lation-^tukilng   Orders 

Committee  appointed ;  List  of  the  Cooimittee 

Feb  4,  921 
Opposed  Private  Bt^-^Committee  appointed  ; 

List  of  the  Committee  Feb  4,  921 
Private    BiUs—Or^n   in    ration    tbereCo 

Ftf6  4,  912 

Butinea  of  the  Bouse 

Arranffsnent  of  Business,  Questioos,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross,  The  Gbanoellor 
of  the  Exoheouer  Jan  21,  206 ;  Questions, 
The  O'Conor  Don,  Mr.  Mowbray ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheq«er  Jan  22» 
319 
The  Balf-past  Twetve  Rtde,  Qioestton,  Mr. 
Pamdi;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  12, 
1088 ;  Qoeition,  Mr.  DUlwyn  :  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  ofthe  Esohequer  Feb  10, 1738 

PmbUe  Business 
Sunday  Closing  in  Ireland-— lAgisUxticn,  Qoer 

tion,   Mr.   ^Uran ;    Answer,  Sir  Michael  . 

HiCks^Beach  Jan  18, 106 
Simony  LeaisUuion,  Question,  Mr.  Leatham  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jan  18,  107 
Parliamentary  BUction  Petitions — LegitiUHon^ 

Question,  Mr.  O'Conor;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney Qeneral  Jan  24,  373 
Reports  of  Debates^  Question,   Mr.  Dodson ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

JV^7, 1207 


Farlument — Borough  Franchin  {Ir^lemd) 
Mored,  ««Tliat  the  restricted  nature  of  the 
Borough  Franchise  of  Ireland^  as  eompared 
with  that  existiBg  in  Enghuid  and  Scotland, 
is  a  subieet  desenriBg  tlM  immediate  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  with  b  rbw  of  establish- 
ing a  &ir  aad  Juet  equality  «f  the  Fraaehiss 
in t4e  thtw countries" (J^  Msldm)Fsbl9, 
1920;  after  long  debate,  Question  p«t; 
A.  126,  N.  134 ;  M.  8  (D.  L.  18) 

Parlianmii — Buiiness  qf  the  Home — The 
Halfipast  Tw$h$  Eule 
MoTed,  **That»  except  for  a  Money  Bill,  bo 
Order  of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  be 
taken  after  half-past  Twelre  of  the  dock  at 
night,  with  respect  to  which  Order  or  Notice 
of  Motion  a  notioe  of  oppoeitieo  or  amoBd- 
ment  shall  hate  been  printed  in  the  Notice 
Paper,  or  if  such  Notice  of  Motion  shall  only 
havo  been  giTtn  th*  ne«t  pritioni  day  of 
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ParKament—Bunneuiff  iU  Scm^^T^e  MatfL 
past  TwsUmRuU 

sitting,  and  objection  sksU  be  taken  when 
meh   Notice  U   eaUed  **    {Mr.    Mombray) 

'    /on  24,  408 

▲mendi.  ta  leave  oat  after  «  Tbat,"  and  imert 
'*  it  is  inexpedient  to  deai  wilh  tbe  proposed 
mla  Ib  relbreaee  to  Oppeeed  Bastneii  after 
hnlf.past  Twelve  until  the  Comnittee  on  the 
Deepaloh  of  Poblio  Buaioesa  baa  reported  to 
the  House  "  (Mr.  Eibbert)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
poeed»  "That  the  wmrda,  Ac. ;"  after  short 
debate,  Ameodt.  withdrawn ;  Reeolation  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Pmiiameni — Sours  of  Foiling  (Metropolis) 
Select  Gomoiittee  appointed,  *'  to  consider  the 
question  whether  any  and  what  alteration 
can,  without  inconvenience,  b^  made  in  the 
Hours  of  Polling  at  Parliamentarj  and 
Municipal  Elections  in  Boroughs  otber  than 
the  Metropolitan  Boroughs,  so  as  to  aflbrd 
greater  facilities  to  Eleoters  desiring  to-reoord 
their  Votes''  {SirCkmies  TF.  Dilk4)  Jim  IB 

Parliament  —  Kitchen  and  Refreshment 
Mooms  (Rouse  of  Commons) 

Moved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appohited 
**  to  control  the  arrangements  of  the  Kitchen 
and  Refreshment  RofHus,  in  the  Department 
of  the  Seijeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House /OM  23;  List  of  the  Ck»mmittee,  896 

Moved,  '*That  Three  be  the  quorum  of  the 
Committee  " 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  <<  Three,"  and  insert 
*•  Five  '*  (Mr,  HardcasUe)  v.  i  Question, 
*'That  'Three'  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  negatived 

Question,  "That  'Five'  be  inserted,  instead 
thereof,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  Vive  be  the  quorum  of  the 
Committee 


Parliament — Public  Business  of  the  Mouse 

After  short  debate.  Ordered,  That  the  Orders 
of  the  Daj  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Notices  of  Motion  relating  to  the  Public 
Baitness  of  th#  Hoaie"  (Mr,  CkanceUorof 
the  Exchequer)  Jan  24,  377 

Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  eonsUer  the  best  means  of  ptmoting  the 
Despatch  of  Public  Busiaesa  in  this  House  " 
{Mr,  Chancilhr  of  th^  Emeheqtm),  879 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Question,  to  add  "  and  es- 
peoiallj  to  inquire  into  the  desirabllitj  of 
conunitting  Bills,  unloM  when  otherwise  or- 
dered, to  Grand  Committees,  instead  of  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House"  (I%e 
(y Conor  Don);  Question  proposed,  "That 
those  words  be  there  added  ; "  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Amendt.  at 
end  of  Question,  to  add  "and  whether  the 
endeavour  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to 
deal  with  the  legislative  requiremeoU  of  the 
three  KiogdooM  as  to  local  aflalrs  has  not 
been  a  serious  obstacle  to  the  due  and  expe- 
ditious diiefaarge  of  the  general  B«sfaiesa  of 

lemi. 


PariiametU^I\ihUe  Business  of  ike  Bous^^ 

oont. 
the  House  "  {Mr,  O'DomM),  406  ;  Qneetion 
proposed)    **  That    those   words    be    there 
added  ;"  Amendt,  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Select 
Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  the  best 
means  of  promoting  the  Despatch  of  Public 
Business  in  this  House ; "  Committee  nomi- 
nated .P<96  28 


Parliament — Tramway  Bills 

Moved,  "That  every  Opposed  Tramway  Bill 
of  the  present  Session,  whereby  it  is  proposed 
to  authorise  the  use  of  steam  or  other  me- 
chanical power,  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  Nine  Members,  Five  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House  and  Four  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection ;  and  that  such  of 
the  Petitioners  against  the  Bills  as  pray  to 
be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel  or 
Agents,  as  shall  have  presented  their  Peti- 
tions in  accordance  with  the  Standing  Orders, 
be  heard  upon  their  Petitions,  if  they  think 
fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  fiivour  of  the  Bills 
ag^nst  such  Petitions : 

!<  That  Five  be  the  quorum  of  the  Committee  " 
( Jfr.  Raikes)  Feb  6,  1047 ;  MoUon  agreed  to 


PABLIAMEFT — ^HOXTSB  OF  LOBDS 

Sat  First 
Jem  17— -The  Lord  Mowbray  (Barony  called 

out  of  abeyance) 
The  Earl  of  Saint  Germans,  after  the 

death  of  his  Father 
Jan  24— The  Lord  Ranfbrly,  after  the  death 

of  his  Bisother 
Jan  28— The  Lord  Kinnaird,  after  the  death 

of  his  Brother  (special  limitation) 
Jm  81-<-The  Marquess  of  Ailesbury,  after  the 

death  of  his  Brother 
Fa  8— The  Viscount  Canterbury,  after  the 

death  of  his  Father 
Feb  10— The  Lord  do  Clifford,  after  the  death 

of  his  Father 


BepresetUative  Peer  for  Ireland  (Certi- 
fieaU) 
Jan  17— The  Earl  of  Caledon,  v.  Lord  Headley, 
deceased 

PaBLIAMBNT— HOUSB  OP  OOMMOKS 

New  Writs  Issued 

1878 

Jan  18— Ibr  Greenock,  v,  James  Johnstone 

Grieve,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds 
For   Leith    District   of   Burghs,    t/. 

Donald  Robert  Macgregor,  esquire, 

Manor  of  Northstead 
Jan  21— .Fbr  Perth,  t;.  Honble.  Arthur  Fits- 

gerald  Kinnaird,  now  Baron  Kin- 
naird 
Jan  28— For  PeHh  County,  v.  Sir  William 

Sthiing  Maxwell,  baronet,  deceased 
Jan  ib-^For  Marlborough,  v.  Lord    Ernest 

Bruce,  now  Marquess  of  Ailesbury 
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oont. 

J^  f»— Jbf  Oklbv4  Ofmnlf,  v,  MglU  bonble. 

JoMph  Warner    Hanlitf ,  OhUtom 

Hvndndt 
^(06  14— ^or  Tork»  v.  Jamet  Lawtbar,  Miire, 

Chief  Seoretny  to  tbm  Lord  Liea- 

tesaat  of  Ireland 


Ifew  Memhers  Sworn 
Jan  n^hordBurghlBf,  Northampton  CoHtOy 

(Nertbem  DiTision) 
Jan  2tf  —  Jamee  Stewart,  eeqaire,  Qre€noch 
Jan  91 — Lord  Charlee  Brooe,  MarUniTQuqli 

Andrew  Grant,  esqoire,  Leiih  VuHnet 
of  Burgh* 
fib    4--Cbarle8  Stuart  Parker,  esquire,  Ptrth 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Henry    Edward 
Stirling  Home  Druiomond  Moray, 
Pirth  County 
F$b   7^£dward  William  Hareoart,  eeqaire, 
Oxford  County 

ParUamentary  and  DCimieual  B^giitra- 

timiBill      {Mr.Alfir9d3fmim,J^.Torr, 
Mr.  DoM) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jan  IB  [BUI  7S] 

Read  2^  *«  and  referred  to  a  Select  Conunittee 

JaiC24 
Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee 

Jan  26,  507 

ParUaaieBtary  mecttom  (Boroughs)  Bill 

(iff.  Tiomanf  Dr.  Camoron,  Mr,  Jonph  Oowen, 

Mr.  Mtmts,  Dr.  JFard^  Mr.  Oouldiny) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Jan  81  [Bill  08] 

ParUamentary  Becttoiui  (Kotropolifl)  Bill 

(Sir  OkmrUo  W.  DWco,  Mr.  Foroytk,  Mr.  jRMUe, 
Mr.  Gordon,  OoknH  Bmtfird,  Mr.  WilUam 
Jkkoard  Forstir) 

c.  OrdeMd  ;  read  !«•  Jan  18  [301 14] 

Read  r  Jan  22,  357 

Committee ;  Report  Jan  28,  804 

Read  8*"  *  Jixn  80 
I.  Read  l**(Ead  Cadogan) Feb  1       (No.  It) 

Read  2«,  after  ehort  debate  Feb  18, 1844 

Committee*;  Report JV&  10 

Parliamestarj  Electors  Bogistration  BiU 

(Mr.  Boord,  Sir  Charlee  W.  Diike,  Mr^  Cfrantkam) 

[BiU  88] 
Ooi     ' 


c.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Jan  18 
lead2«« 
fe6  11 


Parliamentary  Fraiicliise  drdand)  Bill 

( Jfr.  MMm,  Mr.  Settry) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Jam  16  [BUI  77] 

Read  t^" /on  22,  858 

PABnLL,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Meath 

ConeoUdated  Fond  (£6,000,000),  2R.  1647 
County  GoTemmenty  dR»  Motion  &r  Acyoum- 
ment,  1010 

[com. 


P^mu^  Mr.0. 8.— 0if« 

East  IndU  (Appointment  of  Mr.  M.  Mbepher- 

•on),  Bee.  1078 
Pluiiaaent— Budneeeof  the  Hoite  (Half-paat 

Twelve  Role),  1588, 1580 
PtfttMient— ^aeenTa  Speeeh,  Addreti  in  An- 


iwer  to,  104 

Sale  of  IntoKiesting  Uqi 

land),  1005 
Snppleneiitary  Betfanate,  Report,  1487 
UnoM  Jnilioee  (Ireland),  211.  275 


oa  Smday  (Ire- 


Patent  Laws,  The — Legislation 
Qneetioo,  Mr.  MundeUa ;  Anewer,  The  Attor- 
nej  General  Feb  18,  1850 

Pbabx,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 
Dnhlin  Seuthem  Dtttriet  Tramways,  2R.  1042 
Supplemmitary  Estimate,  081,  1284 

Pkbe;  Sir  S.  W.,  Surrey,  Mid 
Law  and  Jnstioe— Bankrupt  Solicitors*  010 
Rojal  Parks,  dw.~Kew  Gardens,  868 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.,  Tamworih 
OoDsolidated  Fund  (£6,000,000),    2R.  1634. 

1645 
Supplementary  Estimate,  837,  841, 1120, 1121, 

1122, 1280 ;  Cemm.  1401 
Sopplf — Armf  and  Nafy  Serrioes.  571 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.^  Warwick  Bo. 
Coontgr  Go?emment»  LeaVe,  608 ;  3R.  1374 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  JMcestershire,  8. 
County  GoTemment^  2R.  1676 
Landlord  and  Tenant   (Ireland)    Aet  (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  504 
Taluatfon,  2R.  1508 

Pekbeokb  and  Mohtgomset,  Earl  of 
iMlem  Qneetten"  British  Fleet,  Movements 
of  the,  601, 607 


PenttfaMiTe  Prohibitory  Idqiunr  BiU 

(fiir  WHfrid  La^eon,  Sir  Thomae  Bazley,  Mr. 
Johntion^  Mr.  Richard,  Mr*  Dahoay,  Dr. 
Gemeron,  Jfr.  Downing) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1** 
Jan  18  [Bm  24] 

"Poi,  obtain  B.,  Graweend 
Vote  oT  Credit,  657 

Platfaie,  Biffbt  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon,  JSdin- 
burgh  mul  St.  AndreuPe  Univereitiet 
lodia-^Salt  Tai,  Res.  481 

Pldcsoll,  Mr.  S.,  Derby  Bo. 
Meroantile  MaHne^Missing  Steamer%  870 
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Plttkkbt,  Hon.  D.  B.,  DubUn  TM^mmf^ 
Bortigb  Fraii<Au»<}rtlM4),  Rm.  1900. 1M6 
Undlord   and  Tenant  (IrelMil)  A«t  (187&) 

AmendmeBl,  S&.  506 
Land  Tenoii»<Ii«elaBdX  3R.  11$6 
ParliMnent— Queen**  8pe•ol^  Addme  in  An- 

swer  to,  138 
Voten  (IroUsd),  9R.  1576, 1580 


Plunkett,  Hon.  R.  B.,  Gldttwsi^r,  JF. 
Anoient  Monuments,  2R.  Amendt.  1980 


Politdoal  Priioner^  KU 

(Jfr.  COimnor  Ftwer,  Sir  Wilfrid  Zawsony  Mr, 

Jouph  Coicen,  Mr,  (yLonneU) 
e.  Ordered;  read  %<>•  Jan 21  {BUI  84} 

Poor  Law  AmendmMit  Act  (1876)  Amolkd- 

ment  Bill  (Mr.  Mellor,  Mr,  Menweth^f 
Sir  CharUs  ForattTy  Mr,  FhipfSf  J^.  Qpwanf 
Mr,  Sibbert) 

c  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  JV&  7  [Btti  103] 

Poor  Law  OuardiaBfl  (IreUnd)  iSeottoii 

Kll  [Mr.  Oray,  Mr.  Downitiff^  Mr.Bsdmdnd) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Jan  18  [BUI  17] 


Pop$  Pius  IX,,  Death  of-SiUingi  of  the 
Connie 
Qaeition,  Mr.  O'Clerj;  Miswer,  Mr.  ik>iirke 
Feb  8, 1325 


Post  Ofpiob 

MUOKLLAMXOUB  QoBBTioire 


jMoinimewi 
Taylor;  A 
05C 


1050 


of  qgkicdi,  QaetttOD^  Mr.  P.  A. 
Answer,  Lord  John  "^^mm  Feb  6, 


Monev  Order  Office,  Qnestion,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  Fe^  10, 

1022 
Private  Letter  Bags,    Edinburgh^  Qaestion, 

Mr.  M*Laren  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners 

Jem,  25,  463 
Sub-Foitmasters^  QnesUpn,  Mr.  M<mk;   An* 

swer,  Lord  John  Manners  Jan  28,  532 
Telegraphie  CommmicoHan   with  BehnuUet, 

Qnestton,  Mr.  Browne ;  Answer,  Lord  John 

Manners  Jan  22,  310 
77ie  American  Mail  Service,  Question,  "Mr, 

Anderson;   Answer,   Lord   John    Mftnuen 


PowKS,  Hr.  X  (yOonBor,  Moh^ 
Oountj  Qovemaent,  2 R.  1012 
Dunkeld  Bridge  Tcdle,  Metioa  foran  Address, 

630,636 
Ireland  —  Criminal  Law  -»  CouTiots  at  Spike 
UUnd,  618 
Sergeant  McCarthy,  The  late,  622,  726, 
1051 
Parliament  ~~  Publio  Business,  Motion  for  a 

Seleet  Committee,  403 
Purliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  126,  210,  211 
Prisons  Act,  1877— Rules    and   Regulations, 

1049 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act— Rules  and  Regulations, 

1040 
Racecourses  (Licensing),  2R.  Amendt.  640 


Price,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Tewkeehwy 
Armj—Rofal  Warrant  of  l$77~Artiele  88, 
722 


JPtieone  Act,  1877 

The  Rdlee   and  HegulatUme,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Oenoor  Power;    Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  Feb  5,  1049 
VieiHng  Committees^  Question,  Blr.  Hibbert ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Feb  1,  820 


Priepne  {Ireland)  Act  —  The  Bulee  and 
Regulations 
Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer^  Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach  Feb  5, 1049 


PnbliaBatiisaiid  WMbhoum  ^11 

ijlir,  Foreyth,  Sir  Thomas  Ohambsrsy  Mr.  Riiehie, 
Colonel  Bere9ford) 

c  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Jan  18  [BUI  371 

ReiMl»>*/ati30 


PaUic  Eoalth  Act  (1875)  AamMbiMiit 

BiU     {Mr.  AleaanderBrown,  B6r,  FUtyftUr, 
Mr,  EydsTy  Mr,  Joseph  Cowm) 

0.  Ordered:  read  l^" • /on  18  [BiU 66] 

IHad  ^^f  and  Ml^qred  toaMeek  Conusittee 

JanZl 
Committee  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee 

Fd>  19, 1966 


PuhUeHedUh  Ad^Medieal  Oficers   of 
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Pnblic  Parks  (S«ottaiid>  BiU 

{Mr.  FortescM  HarritoHf  Br.   Camenm^  Mr, 
William,  Eolmt^  Sir  0i9r§4   Balfour^  Sir 
Windham  Anstruther) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •Jan  18  [BUI  54] 

ReAd  20,  after  short  debate  Jan  33,  859 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jan  31 

Considered  •  Feb  1 

Read8°»Fd6  4 
/.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Kinnaird)  Feb  0     (No.  18) 

Read  2«  Feb  19,  1920 

Pablio  Proseoiitor  Bill 

(Sir  SardUy  Wilmot,  Mr.  WalpoUf  Mr.  Watkin 

WilUanuj  Mr.  Serjeant  S*m(m) 
c.  Ordered  •  Feb  6 

Readl*»*^e6  7  [BUI  108] 

Queen  Anne's  Bounty  Bill 

(Mr.  Bass,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Arthur  Bass) 
e.  Ordered  ;  retd  1«  •  /om  18  [BiU  18] 

ftneen's  Colleges  and  University  (Ire- 
land) Bill  {Mr.  O'Donnsll,  Mr.  ffShangh- 
nes9y,  Mr.  Gra^,  Mr.  Bigfor,  Mr.  O'Connor 
JPlmcer) 

e.  Ordered ;  reed  1^  •  Jan  18  [Bill  M] 

Baoeconrses  (licensing)  Bill    {Mr.  Ander- 
son, Sir  Thomas  ChamberSf  Sir  James  Zawrenee) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  r«  /on  18  [BUI  78] 

Moved,  <*That  thd  BUI   be   dow  read  3» " 

Jon  29,  838 
Amendt.  to  leave  oat  "  now,**  and  add  '*  apoo 
this  daj  fix  months"  {Mr.  B.  Powfr) ;  (^nei- 
tion  proposed,  "That  'now,'  ^.;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put;  k.  84,  N.  83  ; 
M.  2  (D.  L.  8) 
Main  (Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU  read  3** 

Raikes,  Mr.  H.  0.  (Ohftirman  of  Oom- 
mittees    of    Ways    and    Means), 
ChesUr 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  1984 
DubHn  Soatbem  District  Tramways,  3R.  1038 
Manchester  Gorporation  Water,  3R.  1531  ;  In- 
struction, 1734,  1738 
Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past  TwelTO 

Rule),  Res.  415 
Sale  of  Intoxiaating  Uqoors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1703, 1713, 1717, 1918 
Tramway  BiUs,  Amendt  1047 

Sailwajfi 
Level  Crossing  at  Radetoek,  Question,  M^jor 
Alien;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Jan  31,  735 
Management  o/BailuHigt,  Question,  The  Duke 
of  St.  AllMtns;  Answer,  Lord  Henniker; 
short  debate  thereon  Jan  35,  458 


Baioult,  Mr.  J.,  lUiti,  ^. 

Oounty  (jUyvemmooti  Leave,  807 
Dental  Praetidoners,  3R.  1994 
fiypotlieo  (Scotland),  3a.  883 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  311.  433 
ValnaUon^SR.  1588, 1693 


Basblbkih,  Sir  0.,  Cornwall,  B. 
Merchant  Shipping  Aots,  1854  and   ISfS— 
«<Caleniok,"  The,  1338 


BikTBBQNB)  Mr.  W.,  Iddmyool 

County  GoTemmenI,  Leave,  801 ;  3R.  18T0 
Supplementary  EsUiaate,  Report,  1498 


Bating  of  Towns  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  (TShaughnessy,  16-.  Butt,  Mr.  CbUins) 
c  Ordered:  read  l«*J<m  18  £6iU8] 


Bead,  Mr.  Glare  8.,  Norfolk,  8. 

Gennty  GoTommeot,  Leave,  808;  3R.  1888, 
1895 


Jtaal  Estate  Intesta^  BiU 

{Mr.  F&tter,  Mr.  Leatkmm,  Mr.  Mopwoed,  Mr. 

JPriee,  Sir  Wilfrtd  Loumn,  Mr.  Anderson) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1®  •  Jan  18  [BUI  38] 

Bedesdalb,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Ck>m- 
mittoes) 
Oonsirvaney  Navigation,  Ac.  Boards,  944 
Pariiament—Private  BUls— Standing  Orders, 

913,  913 
Public  Parks  (Scotland),  3R.  1931 


Bn^oifD,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Wmfori 
Ge<^ogical  Survey  of  Ireland— The  **  FVeeman's 

Jomal,"  873 
Parliament— (^een's  Speech,  Addrees  in  An- 

swar  ie,  184 
Sale  of  Intoxicatiog  Liquors  on  Sumlay  (Ire- 
land), 3R.  800 


Beed,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Pembroho 
Navy— Naval  Engineers,  1308 
Supplementory  Estimate,  1321,  1391,  1395  ; 
Heport,1448 


Registration  of  Ztmd,  Sco. — LmehUom 
Question,  Dr.  Brady :  Ansvw,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  Jon  34,  389 
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BiOHMoin)  jam  Gknaxnr,  Didke  of  (Lotd 

President  of  the  Ootmcil) 
AfHea— Cape,  The— KafBr  Outbreak,  1488 
ConeerraDoy  l^aTigation,  Ac.  Boardfl,  Hi,  242, 

243 
Oontagioas  Difeases  (Animals),  IR.  1485, 1501, 

1502,  1508 
Eastern  Qaestiou  ^Papers,  154 
MetropeliiB^HTde  Park  Gormer,  817 
Parliamentary  Papers,  817 


BiPON,  MarquoBs  of 
Conserraiioy  liaTigation,  Ao.  Belar^  284, 248; 

244 
Oontagious  Diseases  (Animals),  IR.  liOO 
Eastern  Question — British  Fleet,  Movements 

of  the,  714 

BiTOHiB,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Towir  RamleU 
Isle  of  Man— Small  Pox,  Outbreak  of,  528 
Supplementary  Estimate,  124^ 

Beads  and  BddgM  (Scottand)  Bin 

{TK$  lord  Ath0caUy  Sir  Rmtry  Sehcin-IbbttiOH) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<»•  Jan  18  [Bill  4] 

Read  2«,  after  debate  Jan  24,  419 

£o4d9—8ouih  Wale$  JHstriet 
Question,  Mr.  Blake;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Feb^  15, 1780 

BoDWXLL,   Mr.  B.  B.   H.,    Cambridge* 

Criminal  Law  ETidenoe  Amendment,  2R.  684 
Manehester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1515 
Purliamentaiy  Papers,  617 


Bylahds,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Parliament— Orders  of  the  Day,  878 
Parliament— Publie  Busmesa  (Half>paai  Twelve 

Role),  Res.  411 
Supplementary    Estimate,    Miniiterial  State- 
ment, 585  i   Peraonal   Explanation,    1065  ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1182,  1215, 1216, 
1247 

St.  Albaits,  Duke  of 
Railways,  Management  of,  456 

St.  Leonards,  Lord 
Eaftem  Qnestion,  1198 


Bale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  Feb  12,  1585 


Sale  of  Intozicatixig  Liquors  on  Sunday 

BUI    {Mr,  Charles  JFiUcm,  Mr,  Birh^,  JIfr. 
Osborne  Morgan^  Mr.  M* Arthur^  Mr,  James) 
f,0rder^;readl»<'«lai»18  (BiUS] 


Sale  of  latoxicatliiif  Uqnors  on  Sunday 
(IrelKnd)  Bill  {the  acwwr  Dm,  Mr, 
Siehftrd  Smifthy  Mr,  Charles  Lewis,  Mr, 
James  Corry,  Mr,  William  Johnston,  Mr, 
l)easey  Mr,  Diehson,  Mr.  Sedmond) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  ]<>•  Jan  18  [Bill  44] 

Read  2«,  after  debate  Jan  21,  288 

Committee— Bjp.  Jan  2B,  864 

Committee  Feb  14, 1692 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again"  {Mr, 
O^SulUvan);  after  short  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  20,  N.  79  ;  M.  59  (D.  L.  12) 

Moved,  '<That  the  Chidrman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  ^  (JO*.  aShaiitghneesy) ;  Question  put ; 
A.  20,  N.  77 ;  M.  57  (D.  L.  18) 

Moved,  *' That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again*'  {Mr, 
Ontlow) ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  25,  N.  87  ;  M.  12  (D.  L.  14) 

Moved,  *'That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  {Mr.  Ch&rlee  Lewie);  after  abort 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  6,  N.  56;  M.  50 
D.  L.  15) 

Moved, ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again"  {The 
v Conor  Den);  Motion  agreed  to;  Com- 
mittee—b.p. 

Committer— iLP.,  after  abort  debate  Feb  18, 
1916 


Sausbtjby,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  India) 
ParliaBMnt*-*Queen's  Speeefa,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  52, 54 

Samublsow,  Mr.  H.  B.,  J^ome 
Afriea,  Exploration  of,  458 

Sandfobd,  Mjp.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldon 
Sale  of  Intoxieating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), Comm.  1919 
Supplementary  Estimate,  128i 

Sandon,  Bight   Hon.    Viscount    (Vice 
President  of  Committee  of  Coimcil 
on  Education),  Liverpool 
Elementary  Eduoaiion  Act,  1876»  821 
Ireland— Royal  College  of  Science,  Dublin,  621 
Medieal  Proiessioo— Ugislation,  581 
Supplementary  Bstimate,  808 

Sandwich,  Earl  of 
Conservancy  Navigation,  dec.  Boards,  241 
Eastern    Question— Dardanelles,  The— Move- 
ments of  the  Fleet— Resignation  of  Ministers, 
485 

SoLATEB-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.  G.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government 
Board),  Sampehire,  N, 

County  Boards  Bill— Petty  Sessional  Districts, 
820 

County  Government,  Leave,  588,  [607;  2R. 
1651, 1668, 1687, 1902, 1915 
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Friniij  Sodeti<§^P»or  ImM  Amudiwit  Aoi» 

187e»  991 
Highwayt,  7?d 
Manchester   Oorpontioa   Water,    2R.    1089, 

1531 ;  Initmcaoii,  1738, 1728 
PobUo  Health  Act— Pnblie  Oilom  •f  £Mth» 

938 
Roadi— South  Wales  Piatriot,  1730 
Sale  of  Food  and  Dmm  Ail,  ^8, 1888 

SooTLAim 
MiBoiujLinibiTi  (^osflxioirff 

Crwm  JVMff  {8toti4md)^JAgi9lai^  Qvef- 
tioD»  Mr.  J*  W.  Barolaf  i  Aaawer,  The  LomI 
AdTOcate  ./on  81«  728  .      » 

EduocUicn  {SccUand)  Aet^TU  Code  of  1878 
and  th4  Oadie  Lmg%utg€,  Witb^awal  of 
Motion,  Mr.  Fraaer  Maokintoth  F^  19, 
1925 

Qmmif  LiomtUf  Qiiaitiom  Mir.  Dalr/nmU  ; 
Answer,  Mr,  AMbeton  Cro^  f^  18, 18^50 

Po9r  Lmo  (ScoUa^dy^DipmrUiHon  tf  Irish 
Faup&ri,  Qoettion,  Major  Nolan ;  Annrer, 
Mr.  AMbeton  Crow  Feb  12,  im 

SwitUmi-^LmkM  Btid§$  Tbih 
MoTod,  <<  That  an  humble  AddrNt  b«  pf—Snted 
to  Her  Majeilf,  that  She  will  be  (fraelotiily 
pleased  to  issue  a  Royal  Commissien  to  in- 
quire into  the  administration  of  the  Dunkeld 
Bridge  Tolls,  and  to  ascertain,  with  items  in 
detau,  the  real  state  of  the  aooount  of 
moneys  reoelTod  and  expended  by  the  Dukes 
of  Athole  in  eoBneotion  with  the  said  Imflt " 
(Mr,  (TDotmeU)  J^an  29,  828;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  79,  N.  189 ;  M. 
118;  (D.L.No.8) 

Sea  Fisheries  (Irelaaid)  Bill    {i>r.  Ward, 

Mr.  But^  Mr.  CkUins,  Sir  Jqseph  MK$nna) 
e.  Ordered  i  reikd  1«  *  /a»  18  [BiU  iO] 

Selbobne,  Lord 
Territorial  Waters  Jurisdiction,  IR.  1814 

Select  Tesfaries 

h  BWl,  pro  formd,  read  1*  Jan  17 

Sblwik-Ibbbtsof,  Sir  H.  J.  (Under  Se- 
cret&tj  of  State  for  the  H^ne  De- 
partment), JSsSMf,  W. 

Dental  Practitioners,  211. 1901 

Parliament— Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelie 
Rule),  Res,  418 

Racecourses  (Licensing),  2R,  848 

Shaptbsbttby,  Eckrl  of 
Pariiamentary  Elections  (Metropolis),  2R.  1848 

Shav,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 
Factories  and  Workshops,  2R.  1477 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addvsss  in  An- 
swer to,  168 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundtj  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  284 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  911.  987 


fitaeir,  Mr.  Seijeant  T.»  IkwAmf 
Araqr— P4NI    feipsditten^  AB8wainss    to 

(XBoers,  &c.  532 
Oriminal   Law    Eyidenee    Amendufat^    2B. 

Amendt.  860,  688 
Oriminal  Law  Practice  Aisndnwiit,  2a.  1849 
SupplenMStary  Estimate,  1278»  1279 

8Uw6  Trade  in  the  Red  Se^,  The 
(^estiouy  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boorke 
Jan  29,  628 

SifiTH,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  <Ki«t  Lord 
of  the  Adn^tiralliy),  Weetmnsier 

]$astern    (^aestion^>D\urdandles;  The — More* 
ments  of  the  Fleet,  1884, 1622 

Greenwich  Out-Pensioners,  1048, 1818 

STaTT— Misoelbmeons  Questions 
Doekywds,  H.  M.'-lfhitdrs,  889 
fi.MJi.  ^Beagle"— Judiciia    PowcM  of 

Naval  Commanders^  871,  1817 
H.M.S.«*  Nelson,"  1847 
H.M.S."  Undaunted,"  1850 
Mediterrmnesa  Squadron,  481, 482 
NaTat  Engineers,  1207 
^oman  Catholics,  1782 

ftupplementMT  Estimate,  Ootnm.  1408, 1468 

Smith,  Mr.  T-  E.,  Jkfnemouthf  S^e. 
Merchant  Seamen,  Leaye,  810 

Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Cambridge 
India^Madras  Harbour,  819 

Smtth,  Mr.  P,  J.,  Weetnmth  Co. 
Supplemcntaqr  EstimMo^  870 

SoiJoiTOR   General,  The  (Sir   H.   8. 
GKffard),  Zauneeeton 
Law  and  JustioCr- Bankrupt  Solicitors,  820 
Supplementary  EstiinaW,  1180 

SdMBR8BT,  Duke  of 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals),  IR.  1801 
t'erritorial  Waters  Jurisdiction,  IR.  1618 

Somerset,  Lord  H.  E,  C.  (Comptroller 
of  the  Household),  Monmouthshire 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech— Her    Majesty's 
Answer  to  Address,  488 

South    Kensington  —  National    PorirMit 
Gallery 
Question,  Mr.  Beresfbrd  Eope ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feh  4, 924 

Speaker,  The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Bbaot)),  Camhridaeshire 
Borough  Pranettise  (Ireb^nd),  Res.  1987 
Con«>lidated  Food  (46,880,800),  9R.  1888 
Hypothec  (Scotland),  3R.  882,  dfi^ 
Manchester   Corporation   Water,   2R.   1888; 
Instniotioni  1728, 1797 
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Spbakmb,  Tkt    $mt^ 
Pai^iuMttt— BoafaMM  of  «k»  Boom  (H^pttt 
TwelTe  Ralo),  1538,  1689 
Orders  of  the  VtLj,  878 
Parliament— Pablio    Baslneti,  Motion  for   a 

Select  Committee,  408 
Parliament— (^leefi'e  Bpeeeb,  M ;  AMnm  in 

Answer  to,  170 
Snpflementair  Estimate,  009 ;  Persooal   Bx- 
pUnaUon,  1060,  1064,   1216,    1916,   1910, 
1969, 1988 
Yalnation,  9ft.  1608 

SpnrKB,  Mr.  Seijeant  F.  L.,  OUham 
Manobester  Corporatio'n  Water,    Instrnotion, 
1796 ;  Amendt.  1797, 1790 

Staopoolb,  Oaptain  W.i  JBknU 
Borough  FVanebise  (Ireland),  Res.  1060 
Sale  a  Intosioating  Liqaors  on  Snnday  (Ire- 
land, ComnLl603,  1701, 1719 

Stakhopb,  Earl 
Eastern  Qaestion— British  Flee(»  MoVementa 

of  the.  600 
Uonte  Oconpiert  BisqnaUieaiion  Renoval,  9B. 

1799 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  ZincoimUref  Mid 
Ancient  Honnments,  9R.  1910 
Coantj  GoTemmentp  9B.  1668 
Merchant  Seamen,  LeaTC,  8U 

Stanley  of  Aldebley^  Lord 
Eastern  Qoestion^British  Fleet,  Mofements  of 
the,  708 

Stanley,  Hon.  Oolonel  F.  A.  (Financial 
Secretary  for  War)  Lancashire,  N* 
Aselent  Monnments;  9  a.  1088 
Dental  Practitioners,  9B.  l90i 
lTOland->Sook  Drainage  District,  1810 
Sopplementarj  Estimate,  Motion  for  Adjonm- 
ment,  1094, 1060, 1071, 1079 


Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.»  HaUfax 
County  GoTomment,  Lea?e,  608 ;  9B.  Amendt. 
1661. 1688,  1684 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  0.»  Stmtk  ShieUh 
Borials,  Res.  1808 


Stbwabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  WigUn  JBo. 
CUnsn-Ghefeo  ConinntiM,  948, 1496 
Dental  Pmctiticneis,  9R.  1008 
Sapplenentmy  Katimate,  Personal   Explana- 
tion, 1060 

Stobbb,  Mr.  Q.,  IMHnghamMhire,  8. 
PnrliasMst— (^neeo^s  Speeth^  Addrcai  in  An- 

•werto^ldO 
SoMlementarr  PstirnU^  Ropfrt^  1440 
ValaatioQ,  9B.  1500 


StTLLiVAN,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Z&uih  0$* 
Q^mkf  Ckmnmenl,  8R.  lOlS 
Dublin  SoQtbem  District  Tramways,  91k  1046 
NaTy— Boman  OathoUcs,  1789 
Parliamcnfr-^oainess  of  the  Hooss^  967 
Parliament — Pablio  Easiness— Sunday  Olosing 

in  IrsUnd,  166 
Parliament---Qaeen'8  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  144, 171 
Sale  of  liAoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 9R.  801 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Comm.  1400, 1410 
tJnion  Justices  (Ireland),  9R.  960,  976 

Bmnmary  Jnriadiotion  (Irelaiid}  Bill 

{Mr,  Famellf  Mr.  0*  Shau^hnessp) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Feb  18  [Bill  114] 

aupp£r 

lUsolved^That  tUs  House  will,  upon  Wednes- 
day, rsselTe  itself  into  a  Committee  to  eon- 
Mn  of  the  Snpply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
M^iesty /on  91 

SuMUmewtat^  EitiamU  {Nmval  mnd  MUUary 
Sm;ic0O,  Notice  of  Motion,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheooer  Jan  94,  Z^ ;  Questipn, 
Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Bartington  ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  tbo  ^Bxol^uer 
Jan  98, 634 

8tTP£T 

Considered  in  Committee  Jan  98,  886^-ABinr 
AHB  Natt  Smtnox*^ 

Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  esceeding  £6lOOO,000, 
be  granted  to  Oer  Majesty,  beyond  the  Ordi- 
nary Qrants  of  Parliament,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Expenses  which  may  he  incurred, 
daring  the  year  ending  on  the  8l8t  day  of 
March  1878,  in  increasing  the  cfBciency  of 
the  NaT»l  an4  Military  Sernces  at  the  pre- 
sent  crisis  of  the  War  between  Russia  and 
Turkey  "  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ewehequer); 
after  long  debate.  Committee— njp. 

Notice  of  Amendment,  Mr,  W,  E.  Forster 
/an  90,  694 

Notice,  Captain  Pim  Jan  80, 667 

Order  for  Committee  read;  Moved,  '*  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair  ^ 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 
**  this  House,  having  been  informed  in  Her 
Majesty's  Qraoioua  Speech  that  the  condi- 
tions on  which  Her  Majesty's  neutrality  is 
founded  had  not  been  infringed  by  either  bel- 
ligerent engsffed  In  the  war  in  the  East  of 
&vepe,  ai^  naving  since  received  no  Infor- 
naation  suflQoient  to  justify  a  departure  fW>m 
the  policy  of  neutrality  and  peace,  sees  no 
for  adding  to  the  burthens  of  the 


people  by  voting  unnecessary  Supplies  "  (Mr» 

W.  S.  F9r$tm)  V.  Jam  81,  790 ;   Qoestien 

proposed,  **  That  the  words,  As. ;"  after  long 

debate.  Debate  a4J0ttmed 
Debate  resumed  Feb  1, 838 ;  after  long  debate. 

Debate  frirthsr  a4ioumed 
Debate  resumed  Feb  4, 038  ;  after  long  ^sbate. 

Debate  fhrtber  adjourned 
personal  Explanation,  Mr»  Trevelyan  Feb  6^ 

106T 
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Debate  reiamad  Feb  6, 1069 ;  after  tong  debate, 
Debate  ftirther  acUourned 

Debate  resamed  Feb  7,  1215  ;  after  thort  de- 
bate, MoTed,  *<That  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned"  (The  Marquees  of  BarUngUm) ; 
after  farther  debate.  Motion*  withdrawn ; 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Question  propoied,  «  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair ; "  after  Ions  debate, 
MoTed,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  a^jonmed  *' 
{Mr,  Richard) ;  after  further  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Main  Question,  «That    Mr.  Speaker,    Ac.," 
put;  A.  299,  N.  96;  M.  199 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.,  1811 

Sum.T  considered  in  Conunittee  Feb  7 

Moved,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £6,000,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  beyond  the  or- 
dinary Grants  of  Parliament,  towards  defray- 
ing the  Expenses  which  may  be  incurred, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1878,  in  increasing  the  Efficiency  of 
the  Naval  and  Military  Services  at  the  pre- 
sent crisis  of  the  War  between  Russia  and 
Turkey  "—  Oommittee— b.p. 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved.  '<  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  " 
Feb  8, 1882  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

SuPFLT  considered  in  Committee,  1885 

Question  [Feb.  7]  again  proposed ;  after  long 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  828,  N.  134; 
M.  204 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  1417 

Resolution  reported,  and,  after  debate,  agreed 
toJV6  11, 1424 

Considered  in  Committee  JBl, 060,000  Exche- 

5ner  Bonds  Feb  18 ;   Resolution   reported 
^«619 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Zsnt,  W. 
BuriaU,  Ree.  1825 

Taylob,  Mr.  D.,  Cohraine 

Landlord  and    Tenant   (Ireland)    Act  (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  504 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  272 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  LeieeeUr  Bo. 
Greenwich  Out-Pensioners,  1047, 1617 
Post  Office— Appointment  of  Officials,  1050 

Tenant  Right  (Irdand)  Bill 

(Lord  EilUTrevor^   The  Marquees  of  Samilten, 

Mr.  MulhoUandy  Captain  Cony,  Mr.  Chaine) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l®*  Jan  18  [Bill  81] 

Tenant  Bight  (IJliter)  Bill   (Mr.  Maeartney, 

Mr.  William  Wilson,  Mr.  Charles  Lewis) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*"  •  Jan  18  [Bill  54] 

Tenants'  Improvements  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Fatriek  Martin,  Major  Kolan,  Mr.  CClery, 

Mr.  Fay) 
C.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Jan  18  fBUJ  18] 


Tenants  Protection  (Irelaad)  Bill 

(Mr.  Artkwr  Moore,  Mr.  Fatriek  Smyth) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  18  [BiU  109] 

Tenkaitt,  Mr.  E.,  Zeede 
Factories  and  WcriLshops,  2R.  Amendt  1454, 

1482 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  68 

Territorial  Waters  Jurisdiction  BiU 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented ;    after   short   dehate.  Bill  read  1« 
1801  (No.  28) 

Threshing  Machines  BiU 

(Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Clare  Bead,  Mr.  Macdonald) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Jan  80  [BiU  07] 

Thyhnb,  Lord  H.  F.,^  Wiltshire,  8. 
Ancient  Monuments,  2R.  1987 

ToKSENS,  Mr.  W.  T.  M.,  Finthwry 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1242 

Town  Conndls,  Local  Boards,  and  other 
Local  OoYeming  Bodies  Bill 

(Mr.  MundeUa,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Blurt, 
Mr.  Morley) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<>*  Jan  18  [BiU  22] 

Training  Schools  and  Ships  Bill 

(Captain  Fim,  Mr.  WheelhoHse) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1<^  /oti  18  [Bfll  48] 


Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill    (Mr.  Collins,  The  Marquess  o/mmil- 
ton,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  William  Wilson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  Jan  18  [BUI  47] 


Trbvblyabt,  Mr.  G.  0.,  Sawick,  Sfe. 
Supplementarjr  Estimate,  Motion  for  A<yourB- 

ment,8I3, 824  ;  Personal  Explanation,  1057, 

1050,  1061,  1067,  1068, 1309 
Supply — Army  and  Narj  Seryiees,  574 

Tubkey 

LORDS 

Papers —  The  Correspondence,  Obserrations, 
Earl  GranTille ;  Reply,  The  Duke  of  Ricli- 
mond  and  Gordon  Jim  18,  154  i-^OreeoS'- 
The  Correspondence,  Question,  Observations, 
Lord  Emly,  Lord  Houghton;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Derby;  Observations,  Earl  Gran- 
Tille/on  29,610 

Earl  of  Derby's  Note  of  May  6,  Obeerrations, 
Earl  De  La  Warr;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby ;  short  debate  thereon  F^  4,  918 

Statement  by  Her  Maiestifs  GoOemment,  Ques- 
tion, Obeerrations,  The  Duke  of  Argyll; 
Re^,  The  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  Jm  94, 865 
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Turkey — Lords— oont. 

The  DardaneUei— Movements  of  the  Fleet— 
Reeignation  of  MmUtere^  Qaeiiion,  The 
Bari  of  Saadwwh;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Beaoonifleld ;  short  debate  thereon  Jan  26, 
485 

The  Mediterranean,  DardameUett  ire. — Move- 
ments of  Hie  British  Fleet,  Questions,  Obser- 
▼ations.  Lord  Campbell,  Earl  Stanhope; 
Replf.The  Earl  of  Derby  ;  Question,  Obser- 
yations.  The  Earl  of  Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery ;  Debate  thereon  Jan  31 » 089 

Advance  of  the  Russian  Armies,  Questions, 
Lord  Campbell,  Earl  Granville  ;  Answers, 
The  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  1,  817 

The  Armistice  and  Terms  of  Peace,  Questions, 
Earl  Granyille  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
Febi,,m 

Negottations  for  Peace,  Observations,  The  Earl 
of  Airlie  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  5, 
1026 

Advance  of  the  Russians  on  Constantinople, 
Questions,  Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards, 
Earl  Granville  ;  Replies,  The  Earl  of  Bea- 
oonsfleld.  The  Earl  of  Derby ;  short  debate 
thereon  F«6  7, 1108 

The  Armistice— Despatch  of  the  Fleet  to  Con^ 
stantinople.  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Hammond ;  Reply.  The  Eari  of  Derby  ;  short 
debate  thereon  Feb  8, 1315 

The  Dardanelles— Movements  of  the  Fleet- 
Postponement  of  Notice,  Observations,  Lord 
Oampbell ;  Questions,  The  Earl  of  Dunra- 
yen,  Earl  Granville  ;  Answers,  The  Earl  of 
Beaconsfleld,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  11, 
1420 

Position  of  Af  airs— The  British  Fleet,  Ques- 
tions, Observations,  Earl  Ghranville  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  13, 1483 

The  Coi^erence—CanstanHneple—MovemmUs  of 
the  Fleet,  Questions,  Lord  Campbell,  Earl 
Granville,  Lord  Dunsany;  Answers,  The 
Earl  of  Derby  Feb  14, 1598 

The  Terms  of  the  Armistiee^The  Treaties  of 
1856  afMil871,  Observations,  Lord  Campbell 
Feb  15, 1721 

The  Armistice— The  Treaties  of  I866and  1871, 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Derby,  Earl  Gran- 
yiUe,  Lord  Oampbell  Feb  18, 1841 

Movetnents  of  the  Fleet,  Questions,  Earl  Oran- 
yille ;  Answers,  Tb*  Earl  of  Derby  Feb  18, 
1848 

The  British  Ambassador  est  the  PorU,  Per- 
sonal  Vindication,  ObserratUms,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Feb  18,  1843 

The  Oeetwation  of  GalUpoU,  Question,  The 
Duke  of  Argyll ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Derby 
Feb  19, 1920 

COMMONS 

AUeged  Triple  Alliance,  Question,  Dr.  Kenealy; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Jan  29,  622 

The  Eastern  Question,  Questions,  Mr.  Potter, 
Dr.  Kenealy,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bonrke,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  1, 831 

The  Eastern  Question'^A  Cenferenee  or  Con- 
gress, Question,  Mr.  Whitwell  :  Answer,  The 
Chaooellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  7,  1211 

YOL.  OOXXXYn.  [thibds]5bibs.][wk. 


Turkeg—CouHOvn—wnU 

The  Congress— Civil  and  Religious  Liberty  in 
Polana,  Question,  Colonel  Beresford  ;  An- 
swer, The  CbaQoellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  18,  1848 

The  Congress,  Question,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington; Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  18, 1851 

The  EasUm  Questiqn^The  War 

The  DardaneUm— Movements  of  the  Fleet, 
Question,  Colonel  Mure ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Jan  28,  534 

Reported  Armistice,  Question,  Mr.  Chaplin; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Jan  29,  624 

The  Armistices-Advance  of  the  Russian  Forces, 
Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Jan  81, 728 

The  Armistice,  Questions,  Major  Nolan,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  4,  926 

The  Dardandlen— Entry  of  the  Fleet,  Question, 
Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  7, 1208 

The  Armistice,  Question,  Colonel  Bame  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  7, 1210 

The  Supplementary  Vote—OeeupatioH  of  Con- 
stantinople by  tAe  Bussiam,  Questions,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exehequer ;  short  debate  thereon 
Feb  7, 1211 

7^e  Armistice— Ihspatch  of  the  Fleet  to  Con- 
stantinople—Entry of  the  Fleet,  Questions, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  John  Bncht,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  Lord  Robert  Montagu; 
Answers,  The  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Lord  John  Manners  Feb  8, 1325 

The  Dardanelles— Movements  of  the  Fleet, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  11,  1424  ; 
Question,  Major  Nolan;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith  Feb  12, 1534 

CoHStcmtinople  ^  MovemenU  of  the  Fleet, 
Questions,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington,  Sir  Lawrence  Palk,  Mr. 
Lowe,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer Feb  14, 1621 ;  Question,  Mr.  Gonrley ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  15,  1734 

The  Armistice — Russian  Forces  within  the 
Neutral  Zone,  Question,  Sir  Charles  Wi 
Dilke ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer fV6 18,  1851 

T%e  Eastern  Question— The  Black  Sea,  Bos- 
phorus,  and  Dardanelles 

Treaties,  jrc,  relating  to,  Question,  Sir  H. 
Drummond  WoUf ;  Answer,  The  OhanoeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  Jan  18, 156 

The  Black  Sea  Ports,  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke,  Answer,  Mr.  Beurke  Feb  4, 924 

Bloekadeinthe  Blaek  Sea,  QueiAion,  Sir  Gharies 
W.  DUke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  5, 1057 

Blockade  cf  the  Blaek  Sea,  Question,  Mr.  Col- 
lins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  7,  1205; 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley,  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
Feb  8,  1322  ^^^T^ 
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Turkef^ — Gommom— oonfc. 
Trade  in  the  Black  Sea,  ire,  Question,  Lord 
Glaad     Hamilton  ;    Answer,     Sir    Charles 
Adderlej  Feb  li,  1691 

TJte  Eastern  Qtuition—NegoUatiomfcr  Pea/oe 

The  Russian  CandUians  of  Feaee,  1877— 2>«- 
spatchofthe  Earl  of  Derby,  Dee.  25, 1877, 
Questions,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Ilanbury,  Mr. 
Dillwjn  ;  Answers,  The  Ohanoellor  of  tlio 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Bonrke  Jgm  22,  820 

Despatehes  of  January  4,  8,  and  10,  Questions, 
lK)rd  Robert  Montagu;  Answers,  Mr. 
Bourke  Jan  24,  873 

Proposed  Terms  of  Peace,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Jan  24,  874 

The  Dardanelles— The  Conditions  of  Pease, 
Question,  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolflf ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  12, 
1535 

Th€  Russian  Conditions  of  Peaee,  1877,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Alexander  Gordon ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  12, 1536 

MisoBLLANiocB  QuBBTioiiB  (General) 

Tttrkey  and  Greece,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Cart- 

^  A  Wright;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Jan  21,  254; 

—  T/te  Correspondence,  Question,  Mr.   W. 

Cartwright;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  Jan  29,  624 

The  Reports  of  Consular  Officers,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Ilolms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Jan  25, 
463 

Present  Position  of  H.M,  Government,  Ques- 
tions, Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  ;  Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ;  short  debate  thereon  Jan  25, 
464 

The  Suez  Canal,  Question,  Mr.  Gourlej; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Jan  28,  530     . 

Crete,  Questions,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Bourke  Jan  29,  620;  Question,  Mr. 
Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bonrke  Fdt  4,  927 ; 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Colchester, 
The  Duke  of  Argyll ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  Feb  5,  1035 ;  Question,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  5, 1050 

Telegraphic  Communication  in  Turkey,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chaplin;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke 
/on  31,  726 

Greeks,  The — Correspondence  of  Mr,  Glad' 
stone  {M.  Negroponte),  Question,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the , 
Exchequer  Jan  31,  727 

Roumania,  Question,  Lord  Edmond  Fitx- 
maurice;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  4,  925 

Alleged  Outrages  in  Bulgaria,  Question,  Mr. 
James;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  4,  925  ; — 
Religious  Persecuiionin  Bulgaria,  Question, 
Mr.  Holt ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  5, 1054 

The  Insurrection  in  Bosnia-—  The  Herzegovina, 

^e..  Question,  Mr.  Ashbory ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  4,  927 

•  Laws   of   Neutrality,   Question,    Sir    George 

Campbell ;    Answer,   Mr.    Bourke   Feb    5, 

ion 
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Turkey— Coioioifi^eoni. 

AHeged  AlUance  of  Russia  and  Twlsey, 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagn;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  8, 
1824 

The  Baltic  Sea,  Question,  Lotfd  Robert  Mon- 
tagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Bzobo- 
quer  Feb  8, 1824 

Russian  Sailors,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  15,  1733 

The  War^  Austrian  Interests,  Queetion,  Mr. 
Gladstone  ;  Answer,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exche<}ueVjP65  15,  1738 

Bessarabia,  Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  Mr.  Courtney,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke, 
Mr.  Goldsmid  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Feb  15,  1735 

British  Sulyects  in  Constantinople,  Question, 
Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Boni4co  Jan  SI, 
723 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Bourke  Feb  18,  1847 

Russia — Colonel  WeUesley's  DespcOches,  Ob- 
servations, The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exehe- 
ouer,  Mr.  Monk  Feb  18, 1852  i—Pclss  m 
Turkey,  Questions,  Mr.  Owen  Lewis,  Mr. 
John  Bright ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  Feb  15, 
1730 

lllrtrealment  of  English  Doctors,  Question,  Sur 
Joseph  M'Kenna  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bonrke 
Feb  19,  1922 

Turkey — The  Eastern  Question — Buaia 
and  the  Porte 
Moved  to  resolve,  That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  neutrality,  whether  oonditional  or 
absolute,  in  no  way  prohibits  Her  Majesty's 
Government  fh>m  adopting  such  measures 
as  are  necessary  to  conform  to  the  TreatieB 
of  1856,  and  to  guard  Constantinople  against 
an  hostile  oocupation  ( The  Lard  Campbell) 
Jan  28,  508  ;  after  short  debate,  Moved,  the 
Previous  Question  ( The  Lord  Ihrchester) ; 
Previous  Question  put,  *'  Whether  the  said 
Question  shall  be  now  put?"  Resolved  in 
the  Negative 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance 

Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  inquire  into 

the  Sixth  and  Seventh  Schedules  of  *The 

•    Annual  Turnpike  Acts    Continuance    Act, 

1877  ;' "  List  of  the  Committee  /an  31, 816 ; 

Instruction  to  the  Committee 

Union  Justices  (Ireland)  BiU  {Mr.aSui^ 

livan.  Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Richard  Power) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Jan  18  (BUI  42] 

Moved,  !<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
Jan  21,  268 ;  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "(Afr.  Charles  Lewis) ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  62,  N.  223 ; 
M.  161(D.  L.2) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2<>". 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  seven  months  "(Hr.  WilUam  Joh^ 
ston)\  Question  proposed,  "That  *now,' 
Ac.  ;  "  after  short  debate,  QucBtion  pat ; 
A.  88,  N.  138 ;  M.  100  (D.  L.  3) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  2 R.  put  off  for  seven  months 
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Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Rsdmondy  Mr,  Gra^,  Dr.  Ward,  Mr.  Fa^) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I*  •  /on  18  [BiU  41] 

Taeeinfttion  Law  (Penaltiee)  BiU 

(Jfr.  Feate,  Mr,    Wafter  James,  Mr.  MundeUa, 

Mr.  LMman) 
c  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  /ow  18  [BUI  74] 

Vaednation-^The  hU  of  Mav^-- Outbreak 

of  Small  Pox 

Questions,  Sir  James  Lawrence,  Mr.  Ritchie  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Jan  28,  528  ; 

Question,  Mr.  Adam ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 

Cross  7tm  39,  824 

Valuation  BUI 

{Mr.    Bamtay,    Sir  Oraham  Montgomery,  Mr. 
Faster,  Mr.  Sodwell,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen) 

c.  Ordered :  read  !••  Jaia  18  [BiU  86] 

8R.,  after  short   debate,    Debate    adjourned 
Fa>  13, 1586 

Valuation  of  Property  Bill 

(Jfr.  Selater»3ooth,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Mr,  SfUt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^^  Jan  28  [BUI  94] 

Ybrneb,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Arfnagh  Co. 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  270,  272 

Volunteer  Corps  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  O'Clery,  M^for  Nohn,  LordFrancie  Conyng- 

ham.  Major  (XBeime) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jan  21  [BUI  85] 

Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Fatriek  Martin,  Mr.  FameU, 
Mr.  Fay) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  /a;t  18  [BUI  6] 

MoTed,    "That  the  BiU   be   now  read  2<'" 

Feb  18,  1568 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  'Opon 

this  day  six  months  *'  (Jfr.  Charles  Lewis) ; 

Question  proposed,  **  That  now,  dro. ;  "  after 

debate.  Question  put ;  A.  96,  N,  134 ;  M.38 

(D.  L.  11) 
Words  added;  main  Question,  as  amended, 

put,  and  agreed  to;    2R.  put  off  for  six 

months 

Voters  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  . 

{Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Butt,  Mr.  Brooks, 

Mr.  Sullivan) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Jan  18  [BUI  65] 

Waddy,  Mr.  8.  D.,  BarMtaph 
Church  of  England— Burial  Service,  922 
Supplemenurjr  Estimate,  Report,  1444 


Walkeb,  O(donel  0.  0.,  Salford 
Metropolis— New  Law  Courts,  822 

Walteb,  Mr.  J.,  BirksMre 
Burials,  Res.  1798 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1297 

Ward,  Dr.  M.  F.,  Gahoay 

Armj—EaiBr  Outbreak^Armj  Surgeons,  1618 

Army  Medical  Department — Candi<uites,  1840 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1954, 1955 

Dental  Practitioners,  2  a.  1992 

ParUament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 
Bwer  to,  188 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 
land), 2R.  295  ;  Comm.  1696 

Supplementary  Estimate,  Report,  1450 

Waste  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  MaeCarthy,  Mr.  Eerhert,  Mr.  Downing, 

Mr.  Shaw) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  /on  18  [BUI  18] 

WATS  AND  MEANS 
ResolTed,  That  this  House  wUl,  upon  Wednes- 
day, resolve  itself  Into  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider of  the  Ways  and  Means  for  raising  the 
Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty /an  21 

JnUmd  Revenu^^lnhoHted  House  ZhUy,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hankey ;  Answer,  The  ChanpeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  Jan  21,  249 

The  Dog  Taao-^Useless  Dogs,  Question,  Sir 
George  Douglas;  Answer,  The  ChaneeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  Jan  22, 817 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 
Considered  in  Committee  Feb  11, 1451 
MoTed,  "That  towards    raising    the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasui7  be  authorised  to 
raise  any  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,000,000,  by 
an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer 
BUls,  or  Treasury  BUls  ;"  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 
Resolutions    thereon  ;    Resolutions    reported 
FeblZ 
[See  Utles  Cons6UdaUdFtmd(&t,000fiW) 
BiO-^Exchequer  Bonds,  ire  Bill] 

Weights  and  ICeasnres  BiU 

{Mr,  Edward  Stanhope,  Sir  Charles  Adderley, 

Mr.  Attorney  General) 
$.  Ordered  ;  tesA  !••  Feb  13  [BUI  111] 


Whabnoliffb,  Earl  of 
ParUament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  7, 18, 49 

WHEBLHOuaSy  Mr.  W.  St.  James,  Leeds 
County  GoTcmment,  Leave,  608 
Criminal  Law  Eridenee  Amendment,  2R.  681 
Election  of  Aldermen  (Cumulative  Vote),  2R« 
1483 
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Whbilhoqju,  Mr.  W.  St.  J>mog    cotU, 
Factory  and  Woriuhopt,  2R.  HIS,  1480 
.Landlord  and   Tenant   (Ireland)    Act   (1870) 

Amendment,  2R.  404 
Mercantile  Marine— American  OfAoen,  853 


Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854— Certificates  of 

Masters  and  Mates,  258 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ire- 

Und),  2R.  286  ;  Oomm.  1607, 1708 

Whitbbsad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedfbrd 
County  QoTemment,  Leave,  605 ;  8  R.  1801 
Supplementary  Estimate,  Personal  Explasa- 

tioD,  1064,  1065 
Union  Justices  (Ireland),  2R.  266 


Whitwbll,  Mp.  J.,  ir&ndal 
Eastern  Question — Conference,  1211 
Gibraltar— Trade  Ordinance,  251 
Blanchester    Corporation   Water,    2R.    1581 ; 
Instruction,  Amendt.  1728, 1724,  1726 

Whitwobth,  Mp.  B.,  Kilkenny 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Suuday  (Ire- 
land), Commi  1605 


WiLLiAKS,  Mp.  W.,  Dtnhiphy  Sfe. 
SupplemeaUry  Estimate,  1210 

WiLMOT,  Sip  J.  E.,  Warunohhire,  8. 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  Res.  1046 
Metropolis— New8pi4>er  Kiosques,  1720 


WnJSOVf  Mp.  0.  H.»  Xin^tianHtpon-SMU 
.   Supplementary  Estimate,  1808 

Wolff,  Sip  H.  D.,  ChrUtehwreh 
Eastern  Question — Mieoellaneous  Questions 
Bessarabia,  1735 
Black  Sea,  dec.  156 
Peace,  Conditions  of,  1585 
HoDse  Occupiers  Disqualifloatlon  Remond,  2R. 

802,  304  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  816 
Supplementary  Estimate,  088  ;  Report,  1446 
Union  JnstioM  (Ireland),  2R.  267 

Women's  IMiabOitief  BemoYal  Mil 

(iff.  Courtmfff  Mr,  Smsell  Gh4mey,Mr,  Stdtuf^, 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright) 
e.  Orderad ;  read  lo  • /<m  18  [Bttl  12] 

Wyndham,  Hon.  P.  a,  Cumberland,  W. 
County  Ctovemment,  2R.  1667 
Manchester  Corporation  Water,  2R.  1580 
Supplementary  Estimate,    Personal  Explmoa- 
Hon,  1050;  Motion  fbr  Adjournment,  1060 

YsAicAK,  Mp.  J.,  Dundee 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  2R.  480 

YoBKB,  Mp.  J.  R,  OhueeBtereMre^  E, 
County  GrOTcmment,  2R.  1660 
Supplementary  Estimate,  1281 

Young,  Mr.  A.  W.,  HeUton 
Dental  Practitioners,  2R.  1002, 1003 


END    OF    VOLUME   COXXXVn.,    AND   EBRST   VOLUME    OF 

SESSION    1878. 
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